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RlPBESBiTTATiVE  PEEBS  FOB  Ibbland — ViaoouQt  CharlemoQt — Report  made 
from  the  Lord  Chancellor,  that  the  right  of  James  Alfred  Caulfeild 
YiscouQt  Charlemont  to  rote  at  the  electioiu  of  Representative  Peers  for 
Ireland  has  been  established  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  ; 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. — Lord  Clonbrook — ^Report  made 
from  the  I<ord  Chancellor,  that  the  right  of  Luke  Gerald  DiOon  Baron 
Cloabrock  to  rote  at  the  elections  of  Representative  Peers  for  Ireland 
has  been  established  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Lord  Chancellor ;  read, 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Statdtb  Law  Revision  Bills  akd  Consoudatiok  Bills — 

Moved,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  of  Sfx  Lords  be  appointed  to  join  with  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  to  consider  all  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation 
Bills  of  the  prawit  8es^  (.The  Xortf  Ckamedlar) ;  afVMi  to  .-—The  Leads  ibUowlng 
ware  named  of  the  Committee — 

L.  Chancellor.  L.  Watscm. 

E.  Horl^.  L.  Haliboiy. 

B.  Kimherley.  L.  Thrin^. 

Ordered^  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  agree  with  the  Committee  the  House  qH 
Commons  In  the  appointment  of  a  Chsirman. 

Then  a  Uessage  was  ordered  to  be  sent  to  tlie  Hoase  Commons  to  acquaint  them 
therewith,  and  to  reqnest  them  to  appoint  Six  Members  of  that  House  to  join  wlUi  the 
said  Committee  pnisoant  to  the  BsKuation  of  this  House  of  the  16tfa  of  March  last,  and 
to  the  HesBan  of  the  House  of  Conmions  of  jesteiday  signifying  their  omonrrense  in 
the  said  Besdntl<m. 

Standing  Obdebb— Committee  a^mnted  ...  .w  8 

COXUTTEE  OF  SELECTION — appoi$Ued, 

HoDSK  OF  LoBDS  Officeb — Committee  appointed, 

Bthrillf  8m  Awtrd  iWll— Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  to  be  printed ;  and 
to  be  read  f  on  Thursday  next,— <7»«  Arl  ef  Kimherley.')  (Na  16.) 

Loeal  QoTwanunt  Proriiional  Order  (Honsing  of  Working  CUuses)  Bill— 

Brought  frtan  tlw  Commons ;  read  1* ;  to  be  printed ;  aod  zeferred  to  the  Examiners. 
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Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  9 
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Postmaster  Geuersl  (Mr.  A.  Morley)  ...  ...  ...  II 

Fees    on    Maqistesial    AFpoiNTUENTs-^Queetion,    Dr.  Farquharson ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 

Asqnith). 

Fatubntb  to  Military  Pensioners — Questions,  Mr.  Bartley,  Mr.  J.  Bums  ; 

Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  lor  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  ...  12 
Strike  at  the  Bootlk  Jute  Coxfany^s  Works — QuestioD,  Colonel 

Sandys ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 

Asquith)    ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  14 

Ipswich  Burial  Board — QuestioDs,  Mr.  Everett,  Mr.  J. E.Ellis  ;  Answers, 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith). 
Indian  Official  Publications — Question,  Mr.  H.  Plunkett ;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowier)  ...  ...  15 

Cruelty  to  Horses  in  London — Question,  Mr.  Brooke  Robinson  ;  Answer, 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith)  ...  16 
Malicious  Burning  at  Castlebar — Questions,  Dr.  R.  Ambrose,  Mr.  Flynn ; 

Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
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Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  ...  17 

Canal  Tolls — Question,  Mr.'  Wilson  Todd  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
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DisTUBBANCES  IN  THE  GvKSDORB  DisTsicT — (Juestions,  Mr.  Barton,  Mr. 

T.  D.  Sullivan,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Bartley    Answen,  The  Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
Ibish  Education  Act,  1892— Question,  Mr.  Field;  Answer,  The  Chief 
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Laboubebs'  Cottages  in  Newcastle  West — Question,  Mr.  M.  Austin ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  ...  21 

Ihpobts  of  Straw  Bottle-Envelopes — -Queatioo,    Mr.   W.  Kenny ; 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Bttanl  of  Trade  (Mi^  HnndelU). 
Cbss  and  Stent — Question,  Mr.  W.  Whitelaw ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 

(Mr.  J.  B.  Balfonr). 
Frauds  in  the  Meat  Trade — Questions,  Mr.  JeflVeys,.  Mr.  Crambie,  Dr. 

Farquharsoo,  Mr.  Stuart-Wortley,  Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach,  Mr.  Hunter  ; 

Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  ...  25 

The  Irish  Lanquaob  in  Irish  Law  Courts — Question,  Mr.  Field ; 

Answer,  Xhe  Chief  Seoretary  for  Ifeland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  .,.  27 

The  Ordnance  Survey — Question,  Mr.  Field ;  Answer,  The  President  of 

the  Board  of  Agriculture  (J^t.  H.  Gardner)      ...  ...  ...  28 

ScHULL  and  Skibbereen  Lioht  Railway — Qaeatiou,  Mr.  Field ;  Answer, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  ...  29 


Selection  (Standing  Committee) — Trade,  &c. — Reported,  That  tbe  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  had  nominated  the  Members  to  serve  on  the  Standing 
Committee  for  the  consideration  of  all  Bills  relating  to  Trade  (inchiding 
Agriculture   and    Fishing,    Shipping,  and    Manu{acture),--(5ir  J,. 

Selection  (Standing  Committee) — Law,  &c. — Reported,  That  the 
Committee  of  Selection  had  nominated  the  Members  to  serve  on  the 
Standing  Committee  for  the  consideration  of  all  Bills  relating  to -Law, 
and  Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal  Procedure  which  may,  by  order  of  the 
Hoase,  be  submitted  to  soeh  Standing  Committee,-^(<9ir  J.  Mowbray)  .^0 

ORDERS    OF    THE  DAY, 


SUPPLY-^onmfered  in  Committee— 

(In  the  Committee.) 
NAVY  BfiTIHATBfl,  1894-lS. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sam.not  exceediDf  £1,771,800,  be  nanted  to  Her  UajAsty.  to  defray  the 
Expense  of  the  Personnel  for  Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  ami  Maintenance,  including  the 
cost  of  Establiahmeats  of  Dockyards  and  Kaval  Yards  at  Home  and  Abroad,  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  endii^  on  the  31tt  day  of  -March, 

-  ...  ...  81 

After  long  Debate,  it  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make 
his  report  to  the  House. 

Committee  repwt  FrogresB ;  to  sit  agsin  To-morrow  ...  ,„  iqq 

Xerduuit  Shipping  Bill  (Ho.  18%)— 

Order  for  Second  -Beading  read.  -  *  ' 

Alter  shmt  Debate,  Bill  read  a  second  tim^  and  committed  for  l^orsday ...  108 
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Land  Acts  (Ibxlakd) — Motion  for  a  Select  Committee — 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inqolTe  into  and  report  apon  the  principles 
and  practice  of  the  Irish  Land  Ccanmissionero  and  County  Coort  Judges  in  catTTing 
out  the  fiUr  and  free  sale  provisions  of  the  Land  Acts  of  1870, 1881,  and  1887,  and  of 
the  BedemptiOD  of  Rent  Act  of  1S91,  and  to  suggest  such  improTements  in  Law  or 
practice  aa  they  may  deem  to  be  desirable," — (_Mr.  J.  Morley})  . 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  postponed  till  Thursday  ...  ■•■  110 

ORDERS   OF   THE  DAY, 


TlMM  erf  WonUp  (Sites)  Bill  (Ho.  90}— 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

After  short  Debate,  Second  Beading  deferred  till  Tuesday  next  ■••  111 

Loeal  GovenuiMnt  CXnUnd)  Fmiiioiial  Ordflr  (To.  8)  Bill  Olo.  115}— Bead 
a  teocmd  nme»  and  oommitted. 

'  Law  Library,  Four  Oonrto  drdand)  TWH  CVo.  181)— Bead  a  second  time,  and 
committed  for  Thonday. 

Maxvarine  VHH—Oriffred  (Nr.  H.  PlimAftt,  Mr.  AnuM-Foriter^  Mr.  J.  Bedmimd,  Sir 
A  Paget,  Mr,  JBMton,  Mr.  Maiuriee  Heaiw  .■>— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 
[BUI  188.] 

AdTertiiemeilt  Emulation  "KSl—Ordered  iMr.  BoulnoU,  Sir  E.  Clarie,  Mr.  Caw, 
Mr.  Barhng,  Mr.  Bautm,  Mr.  Anwld-Forttor,  Mr.  Smith-Barry,  Mr.  Vicary  OibU .-) 
—Bill  prsssnted,  and  read  flnt  time.   [Bill  168.] 

Orowa  Landa  Bill  <]fo<  4)— Bead  a  second  time,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Oommittee 
of  Seven  Hembeia,  Four  to  be  nominated  by  the  Honse  and  Three  by  the  Oonunittee  of 
Selection. 

.Ordered,  That  all  Petitions  against  the  BUI jneasnted  Three  clear  days  before  the 
meetli^  of  the  Committee  be  referred  to  the  Committee ;  that  the  PaUtloneta  praying 
:to  be  beard  by  themselres,  their  Connael,  or  Agents,  he  heard  against  the  Bill,  aiKl 
Counsel  heard  in  sappcnrt  <^  the  BilL 

.Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  qaornm,— (iSir  J,  T.  BUhert.'i 

'CHAIUTr  COUHISSION — 

The  Select  Committee  on  the  Charity  Commiaeion  was  nominated  of,— Mr.  Egerton 
Allen,  Mr.  QrifBth-Boscaweo,  Mr.  Jesse  Collings,  Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  Mr.  J.  E.  Bills, 
Mr.  Freeman-Mitford,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.  Lawson,  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther,  Mr. 
Oldroyd,  Sir  S.  Northoote,  Mr.  Oeo^  Rnssell,  Sir  A.  Bcoble,  Mr.  Strachey,  and  Mr. 
Wickham. 

Ordered,  That  the  Oonunittee  hare  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Orders,  That  FIto  be  the  qwrnim,— (iff*.  T,  A  Alir)  1 XS 

.  COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  APRIL  11. 
PRIVATE  BUSINESS, 


Charing  Ctom,  Bniton,  and  Hampstaad  Railway  Bill- 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read 

After  short  Debate^  BUI  read  a  second  time^  and  eommitted. 
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proposed  by  the  Chief  Seoietarj  into  the  workup  of  the  Irish  JavA  Acte," — (CWorcI 
Waring-)        ...  ...  ,„  „.  ...  ...  127 

Qnestion  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question "  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  132 

After  long  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  264  ;  Noes 
165.— division  List,  No.  22)        ...  ...  ...  ...  165 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — BiU  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Xo-moiTOw. 

Fmit  IdentUcation  Bill  (No.  8?)— 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second 
time," — (Mr.  Sbxier.) 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  1 10  ;  Noes 
210.— (Division  List,  No.  23)       .»  ...  ...  ...  168 

Hemeatary  Bdueation  (Bzemption  from  School  Attendance)  Bill  (No.  54) — 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  BiU  be.'now  read  a  second 
time,"— (5tr  S.  Temple.) 

After  short  Debate,  Objection  being  taken  to  Further  Proceedings,  the 
Debate  stood  adjourned  : — Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow  ...  169 

Wild  Birds*  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amendment  BiU  (No.  184)— 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time,"— (5tr  ff.  Maxwell.) 
After  short  Debate,  Objection  being  taken  to  Further  Proceedings,  the 

Debate  stood  adjourned  : — Debate  to  be  resumed  on  Friday  ...  170 

Mbbchant  Shipping  Bill — 

Order  for  Committee  [To-morrow]  read,  and  discharged. 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  that  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Joint 
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BUI  to  amend  the  Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act,  1888,"  — (^r. 
Mundella,) 
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Bill  ordered  (Mr.  Mwndella,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr,  Shaw-Lefevre :)  —  Bill 
presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  156] 

ORDERS   OF    THE  DAY, 


BiUVVm^^ormdertd  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
NAVY  ESTIMATES,  1894-5. 

1.  £1,771,800,  Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  Maintenance,  &0. — Pw»onnel, 

After  long  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to.,,  ...  ...  •••  289 

2.  £2,294,000,  Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  Maiotenance,  &c — Materiel. 

After  short  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to  •••  ...  ^  292 

3.  £4,650,000,  Works,  Buildings,  and  Repairs  at  Home  and  Abroad. 

After  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  olook : — Committee 
to.  sit  again  To-morrow...  ...  ...  804 
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Order  for  Second  Beadmg  read         ...  ...  «..  ...  805 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time," — (Mr.  Lees  Knotole$.) 
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Land  Acts  (Ireland) — Motion  for  a  Select  Committee — 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  and  leport  upon  the  prindples 
and  practice  of  the  Irish  Land  CtHnmiaBioneTg  and  Coanty  Coart  Judges  in  carrflnff 
ont  tlie  bir  rent  and  free  sale  provisionB  of  the  Land  Acts  of  1870,  IS81,  and  1887,  and 
of  the  Bedemption  of  Bent  Act  of  1891,  and  to  suggest  sach  impiOTementa  in  Law  or 
pracUoe  aa  t^ey  may  deem  to  be  desirable,"— (Jfr,  J.  Moriejf.') 

Objection  being  taken  to  the  Motion,  and  it  being  after  Midnight,  Debate 
adjonmed. 
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Sdieitors'  ''^fHWimttiffn  Bill  CHo.  US) — Considered  In  Committee. 
Clanae  2.   Committee  report  Progreas ;  to  ait  again  To-morrow,  %t  Two  of  the  clock. 


Baildinff  Societies  (Ho.  2)  Bill — Ordered  (_Mr.  Herbert  Gladttone,  Mr.  Secretary 

Asguith,  Mr.  George  AmmU  .-)—BiU  presented,  and  read  firtt  time.    [Bill  157.]    ...  307 

AOJOUKHKEKT  OF  TBK  HOUSB — ThE  SeLSCT  CohHITTKB  OK  THE  IrISH 

Lahd  Acts — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," 
—{Mr,  T.  E.  BlUt.) 

ObeerratioD^  on  the  delay  in  appointing  the  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  working  of  the  Irish  Land  Acts  (Mr.  T.  M.  Heaty). 

After  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to        ...  812 
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IiTDiAH  Salt  Lavs — Question  and  Observations  (Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  318 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Lord  Beay)  •••  318 

After  short  Debate,  subject  dropped. 

Stahding  Couhittee — Ordered,  That  a  Standing  Committee  be  appointed 
for  the  consideration  of  such  Public  Bills  as  may  be  committed  to  it  by 
the  House  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  320 

ConiiTTEE  OF  Selection  for  the  Standing  Cohhitteb — Appointed, 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill — 

'CnnmoDB  Meaoage  conridered  (a<xoiding  to  Order)  :  Moved,  lliat  this  House  do  concur 
in  the  following  Beaolirtlm  onnnuinieated  1^  tiie  CMumon^namely,  that  it  is 
expedient  that  tM  UenAant  Shining  he  committed  to  a  Joint  Cranmittee  of  Lords 
and  Ctuunons  (JTu  Zori  Ckaitnuor) ;  agreed  to. 

Then  it  was  further  mored  to  nsolre  that  it  is  expedient  that  the  said  Committee  be 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Statute  Law  Be  vision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills  (21t«  Lord 
flmMZArr) ;  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  a  Uessage  be  sent  to  the  Cmnmons  to  acquaint  them  therewith. 
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The  Chief  Secretary  for  Irehind  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
Rathdrdm  Water  Supply— Question,  Mr.  James  O'Connor ;  Answer,  The 
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Poor  Belief  under  False  Pretences— Question,  Mr.  Roundell ;  Answer, 
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The  White  Fathers  of  Uganda — Questions,  Mr.  T,  M.  Healy  ;  Answers, 

The  Under  Secretary  of  Sth^p  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey)  ...  336 
The  New  Education  Code— Questions,  Mr.  Stanley  Leighton,  Mr. 

Tomlinson  ;  Answers,  Tlie  Vic^  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Acland)  387 
Walthah  Abbey  Explosion — Questions,  Mr,  Banbury,  Colonel  Lockwood  ; 

Answers,  The  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office  (Mr.  Woodall)  ...  888 
The  Campaign  against  the  Unyoro  Kino — Question,  Sir  E.  Ashmend- 
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Railway  Companies  and  the  Cabbixbs*  Act — Queations,  Mr.  Field,  Mr, 

Dodd ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  339 
Uganda— Questions,  Mr.  Webb,  Mr.  W.  Johnston,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr. 

Labonchere ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 

Affaire  (Sir  E.  Grey). 
Mabriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister— Questions,  Mr.  Caioe,  Mr. 

Darling  ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  340 
Licensed  Houses   in   Gabbison   Towns — Questions,'  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr. 

Webster ;  Answers,  The  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office  (Mr. 

Woodall)   ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  341 

RiCBHOND  Lunatic  Astlum — Question,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  Answer,  The 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)     ...  ...  ...  342 


MOTIONS, 
 0  

Apjodrnmzkt  01-  THB  Hocss — ^AoBicDLTURAi.  DxpRXSBiOM  —  Major 
Basch,  Member  for  South  East  Essex,  rose  in  his  place,  and  asked  leave 
to  move  the  Adjournment  of  the  House  for  the  porpoee  of  discussing  a 
definite  matter  of  urgent  public  importance — ^namely,    the  neglect  of  the 

Government  to  take  measures  for  the  relief  of  Agricultural  Depression 
during  the  present  Session  ;  "  but  the  pleasure  of  the  House  not  having 
been  signified,  Mr.  Speaker  called  on  those  Members  who  supported  the 
Motion  to  rise  in  their  places,  and  not  less  than  40  Members  having 
accordingly  risen, 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjooru," 
— (Major  Ra$ch)       ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  346 

After  Debate,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  more,    That  the  Question  be  now  put "  ...  ...  367 

Statonent — in  assenting  to  the  Motion — ^Mr.  Speaker. 

Motion  agreed  to : — Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  this  House  do  now  > 
adjourn : " — ^The  House  divided : — Ayes  166 ;  Noes  208. — (Division  List, 
No.  24.) 

Pnriod  of  Qualification  and  Xlections  Bill — ^Motion  f»  leave. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  reduce  Uie  Period  of  Qualificatjon  for 
Parliamentary  and  Local  Government  Electors,  and  to  provide  for  the  half-yearly 
regiatration  of  Buch  electors,  and  to  provide  for  taking  the  polls  at  a  Parliamentary 
Oeneral  Election  on  one  day,  and  to  restrict  plnial  voting  at  Parliamentary  BlectlonB, 
ami  for  pnrpones  consequential  thereon," — (ifr.  J,  McrUjf)  358 

After  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to        ...  •••  ...  ...  396 

Bill  ordered  (Jfr.  J,  Morley,  Tke  Chamell&rqfthe  Egeckeguer^  Mr,  5Aaw- 
LefevrCf  Mr.  Dyke  Adaitdi) — ^Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill 
161.] 

Supply — ^Raport — 

Besolntiona  [12th  April]  reported.— [See  p.  226.] 

NAVT  B8TIMATBB,  1894-5. 
Besolntions  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,   That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 

Committee  in  the  first  BMotution." 
After  shOTt  Debate,  it  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven  of  the  clock,  the 

Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  this  day         ...  ...  —  397 
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Land  Agtb  (Ireland) — Motion  fob  a  Sblbct  Comxittbb — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  Select  CtMnmittee  be  appointed  '  to  inquire  intojind  report  upon  the  principles 
and  practice  of  the  Irish  Land  ComraisBionen  and  County  Court  Judges  in  carryine 
ont  the  fair  rent  and  free  sale  provisions  of  the  Land  Acts  of  1870, 1881,  and  1887,  and 
of  the  Bedemption  of  Bent  Act  1891,  and  to  tauggeat  such  imi^ovements  In  Law  or 
praotice  as  they  may  deem  to  be  desiraUe,' (JMfT^.  Jfvrlyyi) 

Objection  being  taken  to  Furthep  Proceedings,  Motion  postponed. 

Tbe  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  five  minutes  before  Seven  of  the  clock  398 

EvENENo  Sitting. 

Supply — Committee — Order  for  Committee  read — 

Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  pcopoted,  '*  Tfcat  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair  :  "— 

Shah.  Holdings  (Ibbland)— Resolution — 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That,*^  to  the  end  of  the 

Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words — 

"  In  the  opinion  of  this  House,  all  the  facilities  for  obtaining  laud  now  possessed  by 
England  shonld  be  at  once  extended  to  Irehuid,  and  that,  while  the  same  machinery  or 
comrails  used  in  Kngland  are  not  in  use  in  Ireland,  such  existing  madihiery  aa  rOor 
Law  Boards  or  other  uubUc  bodies  or  Govemment  Departmenta  uutdd  be  naed  for  the 
purpose,"'"  (C^(>Iime2  Aolaa.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  tlie  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  pwrb  of 
the  Question."  ...  ...  ...  ...  .••  403 

After  Debate,  Question  put,  «nd  negatived  ...  .«.  ...  424 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added." 

-  After  short  Debate,  words  amended,  by  leaving  ont  from  the  words  **  to 
Ireland,'*  to  the  end  o^  the  Qaestion. 

Words,  as  amended,  added  ...  ...  425 

Setolwd,  That,  in  the  opinion  ot  this  House,  all  t^  fadUties  for  obtaining  land  now 
possessed  by  England  should  be  at  once  extended  to  Ireland. 

Solidton  Ireland  BiU  (No.  108>- 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,    That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second 
time,"— (Afr.  Field)    ...  ...  426 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived* 

Looal  OoTemment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  Olo.  2)  Bill  (So,  6)— Bead  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

KetropoUtan  Foliee  Prorifional  Order  Bill  (Ho.  147>— B«d  a  second  time,  and 
ccnnmitted. 

WemyH,  fte.,  Water  Provisional  Order  mn— Ordered  (n«  Lord  Advocate,  The 
Solittkor  QsniBratM  SeoOaiid BUI  pnsented,  and  lead  first  ttane.   [BIU  ISB.} 

Pranohise  (England  and  Wales)  ^iH— Ordered  (Mr.  Barr^,  Mr,  Sawiuel  MmUofu, 
Mr.  Beavfoy,  Mr.  HoamU,  Mr^  Stewart  Wallaae,  Mr.  Senn .') — Bill  presented,  and  read 
first  time.    [Bill  169,] 

Leaaehold  Proper^  WSi— Ordered  CMr.  Field,  Mr,  CUmey,  Dr,  JCMNyO  — BiU 

presented,  and  read  first  timb.^  [BQl  160.]  ...  426 


Bdlieitori*  Examination  Bill  OTa  11S>— Considered  lu  Onnmittee ;  Conunlttee 
lenort  FiogiesB  j  to  ut  again  upon  tfondayjoext. 
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SxLBCTioN  (Standing  Committees) — ^Tbade,  &c. — Sir  John  Mowbray 
reported  from  the  Committee  of  Selection  ;  That  they  had  discharged 
the  following  Member  from  the  Standing  Committee  on  Trade  (including 
Agriculture  and  Fisbiug),  Shipping,  and  Manufactures :  Sir  John 
Lubbock  ;  and  had  appointed  in  Bubstitution  :  Mr.  Heneage. 

Ordered,  That  the  Beport  do  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Supply  [12th  April]— Report- 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [this  day], 

"  That  this  Houae  doth  agree  with  the  Committee  in  the  Besolutlon, '  That  a  sum,  not 
exceeding  £1,771,800,  be  granted  to  Her  Majea^,  to  dehay  the  Bzpenw  <tf  tiie 
Ano)M0l  for  Shipboilding,  Bniain,  and  Maintenance,  incloding  the  cost  of  EBtabliah- 
ments  at  Dockyards  and  Naval  Yaids  at  Home  and  Abroad,  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  dnring  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  ot  March,  1896.* " 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Subsequent  Resolutions  agreed  to, 
Irish  Ednoation  Act  a892)  Amendment  Bill  (No.  107}— Qider  for  Second 

Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"  put,  and 
negatived. 

PabliO  Building!  (London)  Bill  (So.  79)— Considered  in  Committee ;  C!ommittee 
report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

Adjournment — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," 
—{Mr.  T.  JS.  EUU)   ...  428 

Business  of  the  House — The  Condition  of  the  Silk  Trade — 
Resolution — Observations,  Mr.  Bromley  -  Darenport,  Mr.  Wiugfield- 
Digby. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  APRIL  16. 

Bepbesentative  Peers  for  Ireland  —  Viscount  Ferrud ;  ViBcoant 
Charlemont ;  Lord  Clonbrock  (Glum  to  Vote  for  Representative  Peers 
for  Ireland)  ...  ...  ...  ...  439 

General  Maiset's  Sanchi  Tope  " — Question  and  Ofaserradoni,  Lord 
Stanley  of  Alderley  ;  Auswer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Lord  Reay)  ...  430 

School  Accoxxodation  at  Lucooxbe  and  Stoki-Psro — Motion  for  a 

Return  ...  431 

JfOTW^  "  That  there  be  laid  bebm  thia  Kmus  Betom  <A  aU  schools  in  whieh  alterations 
have  been  required  by  the  Bdncatiou  DoMrtment  since  the  Vice  President  came  into 
Office  in  1892,"— (m  Lord  Stanley  of  AlderUy.) 

After  Debate,  on  Question,  resolved  in  the  negative  ...  •••  442 

Behab  Cadastral  Survey — Question  and  ObservatioDS,  Lord  Stanley  of 

Alderley  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Seeretary  of  State  for  India  (Lwd  Beay)  448 

Limitation  of  ActionB  Bill  (No.  13)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading  read  444 
Jfoverf,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2«,**— (TAtf  Lord  Chamettor,) 
After  riiorl  DdMite,  Motion  agreed  tot — Bill  read  2*  aooordmgly,  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  446 
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Town  Improvements — Betterment — Motion  for  a  Select  Committee — 

Moved,  "  That  it  ia  desirable  that  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  conaidei  and 
report  whether,  in  the  case  of  improvements  sanctioned  by  Parliament  and  effected  by 
the  expenditure  of  public  funds,  persons,  the  value  of  whose  property  is  clearly 
increased  by  an  improvement,  can  be  equitably  required  to  contribute  to  the  costs  of 
the  improvements  ;  and,  if  so,  in  what  cases  and  under  what  conditions  Farliameot 
Bbonld  sanction  the  levying  of  such  contribations  in  Local  Acts  or  Provisional  Orders," 
— Chairman  of  Comatitteet.') 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to  ^.  448 

Behrlng  Sea  Award  BUI  (No.  16)— 

House  in  Committee  (acoording  to  Order), 
Claiue  1. — ^Verbal  Amendments. 
Clause  2  agreed  to. 
Clause  3, 

Amendmant  moved,  in  page  8,  line  8,  after  ("  thereof  ")  insert — 

("  Or  sQcb  of  those  pow^  as  appear  to  H«r  Majesty  in  Cooncil  to  be  exercisable  under 
the  law  of  the  United  States  of  America  against  ships  at  the  ITnited  States;*)— (7%** 
Sari  qf  Kimhgrlef.') 

Ammdment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  i. — Formal  Amendment. 

Clauses  4,  5,  and  6  agreed  to. 

Clause  7. — Verbal  and  drafting  Amendments, 

Clause  8  agreed  to. 

Standing  Committee  negatived  ;  the  Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received 
To-morrow ;  and  Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX.  to  be  considered  in  order 
to  its  being  dispensed  with;  and  Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended. 
(No.  22.) 

IFrnstae  Act  (1898)  Amendment  Bill  (No.  20)— 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading  read. 

Movedj  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*," — (  The  Lord  Ashbourne)         ...  449 

Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  reiad  2*  accordinglj,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

ilARKINe  OF  FOBEIfiN  AND  COLONIAL  PRODUOS — ^MOTIOK  FOB  A  SSLEOT 
COHUITTKE — 

Moved,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  consider  and  report  wbet^ier  legisla- 
tion for  the  purpose  of  requiring  the  foreign  or  colonial  or^jn  of  imported  wriooltaral 
and  hortionltiLnl  produce— and  eqieoialiy  meat,  cheese,  and  fndt— to  be  marked 
thereon  or  otherwise  indicated,  fs  neeeasary,  expedient,  and  Cearible ;  and,  if  so,  what 
are  the  pioTiafoni  which  such  l^islatitm  shonla  oomprisa." 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

The  Committee  to  appoint  their  own  Chunnan    ...  ...  454 

4iiartor  Setiionf  CKidiommer)  Bill  [h-l.]  gio.  4)  Qnarter  Sanloni  Bill 
[Bjb}— Bead  8*  (aoocndfaig  to  Older) ;  Awwufments  made ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to 
the  Commons. 
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WAYS  AND  MEANS— considered  in  Committee  469 

(In  the  Committee.) 
THE  BUDGET. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

Tea. 

"  That  the  Duties  of  Castoms  now  chargeable  npon  Tea  shall  continne  to  be  levied  and 
charged  on  and  after  the  first  day  at  August,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninetT- 
fonr,  until  tbe  first  day  of  Auguat,  one  thousand  eight  hondrea  and  uinety-flre,  on  the 
imputation  thereof  into  Great  Britain  or  Ireland  (that  is  to  aay) : — 
Tea   -   -   the  pound   -   -  .¥ont  ¥«n<x,— {The  Chancellor  trf  the  EKchequer.) 

After  long  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to   ■a.  M*  *••  £58 

Tea. 

1.  Setolved,  That  the  Duties  of  Customs  now  chargeable  upon  Tea  shall  continue  to  be 
levied  and  charged  on  and  after  tlie  first  da;  of  August,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  ninety-four ;  until  the  first  day  of  August  one  thousand  eight  hnndred  and  ninety- 
five,  on  tbe  importation  thereof  into  Qreat  Britain  or  Ireland  (that  is  to  say)  : — 

Tea   •   -  the  pound  -   -   ¥<mT 'PenoBf—iI%e  Cianeellor  ^  tHe  Evft^pier.') 

Cnstonu  Duty  on  Beer. 

2.  Reiolvei,  That  in  lieu  of  the  Duty  of  Customs  now  payable  on  Beerof  the  dnciiptioiiB 
called  or  similar  to  Mum,  Spruce,  Black  Beer,  or  B^Un  WUte  Beer,  ibere  auU  be 
charged  and  paid  the  Duties  following  (that  is  to  say)  :— 

il  s.  d. 

Fw  every  thirty-siz  gallons  of  Beer— 

Where  the  worts  thereof  are  or  were  before  fermentation  of  a  specific 
gntvlty— 

Not  exceeding  one  thousand  two  hundred  and  fifteen  degrees  •      -  18  0 

Exceeding  one  thousand  two  hundred  and  fifteen  degieei  -      •      -      •■     1  IS  10 
And,  in  addition  to  the  Duty  of  Customs  now  payable  on  every  other 

description  tA  Beer  there  shall  be  charged  and  paid — 
For  every  thij^-dx  gallons  where  the  worts  thereof  were  before  fermentation 

d  a  specific  gravity  uf  one  thousand  and  flf^five  d^rees*      •      •  •006 
And  so  In  proportion  for  iny  dlflerence  in  gravity,— KT^f  C'kanedtor    tke  BofkefutrJ) 

Excise  Duty  on  Beer. 

3.  Reaolved,  That  in  addition  to  the  Duty  of  Excise  now  payable  In  respect  of  Beer 
Iwewed  in  the  United  Kingdom  there  shall  be  charged  and  paid — 

For  every  thlrty'stz  gallons  of  wwts  of  a  speoifle  gravis  (tf  one  thoosand  and  flf^-flve 

degrees  the  Dnty  of  Six  Pence, 
And  so  in  pnniHtfon  for  any  difRtenee  in  quantity  or  gravity,— <7!h«  CkameMtr  tke 

Brokegiier.J 

Coitocns  Doty  on  Spirits. 

4.  Jletolved,  That,  in  addition  to  (be  Duties  of  Cnstons  now  payable  on  S^ts,  there 
shall  be  charged  and  paid  the  Duties  following  (that  is  to  say) : — 

<  a  d. 

For  every  gallon  computed  at  proof  of  qiirits  of  any  description  except 

Perfumed  Spirits  0   0  6 

For  every  gallrai  of  Perfumed  Spirits    •      •      -     -      -      -      •      -    00  10 
For  every  gallon  of  Liqoeun,  Cosdials,  mixtures,  and  other  preparations 
enteredlnsnchaniannerasto.indlcatethatthestrengthisiiottonetcsted    0  0  9 
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WATS  AND  MEANS— tfoiKfoued 

And  the  Duties  of  Coatoma  on  the  articles  hereinafter  mentioned,  being  articles  of  which 
Splrita  are  a  part  or  Ingxedientj  ihall  be  proportionately  increased,  and  shall  be  at 
follows : — 

£  8.  d. 

Chloral  Hydrate  the  pound     0  14 

Chloroform  the  poond  OSS 

Collodion   the  gallon  163 

Ether  Acetic  -      -      -      -     the  pound"  0   1  11 

Ether  Butyric  -    the  gallon     0  16  5 

Ether  Sulphorlc  the  gallon     17  6 

Ethyl,  Iodide  of   the  gallon    0  14  S 

—(TV  CkameeWrr  tftka  Bstekepier.') 

Excise  Duty  on  Spirite. 
4.  Seioived,  That  in  addition  to  tJie  Datr  of  Ezdae  now'p^fable  for  erety  gallon 
OMnpnted  at  moof  of  Spirits  diitillBd  in  the  UnltBd  Kingdom  there  shall  be  chaived 
and  paid  the  Dnty  of  Six  Pence,  and  so  in  pn^xntlon  for  any  less  quantity,— <7%0 
Chancellor  ^the  Eeeeheq%er')  .„  ,„  ,„  554 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow ;  Committee  to  sit  again  upon 
Wednesday. 

Army  (Annual)  BiU  (No.  16)— 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clftase  1  agreed  to. 

Claiue  2. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  23,  after  the  word  "  shall,"  to  insert 
the  words  *^  aabject  to  the  "appointment  of  »  Judge  Advocate  General,** 
-^(Jtfr.  ff anbury)  565 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inso-ted." 

After  short  Debate,  QneBtion  pat,  and  tuffoHved  ...  567 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  28,  to  leave  oat  the  word  "  April/' 
and  insOTt  the  wxnd  "  May,"— (itfr.  Hanbury)  ...  ...  ...  658 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  April  *  stand  part  of  the  Claase.** 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  ...  ...  568 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Aftn>  Debate,  Question  put,  and  affreed  to  667 
Clause  8. 

Motion  made,  koA  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
BUL" 

After  Debate,  Qaestion  put ; — Comimttee  divided  Ayes  161 ; 
Noes  20. — (Division  List,  No.  26)  57S 

Clauses  4  and  6  agreed  to, 

Clanse6. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  jwopoeed,  "  That  tho  Claose  stand  part  of  the 

Bill  ...  ...  ■■.  578 

After  Debate,  Clause  agreed  to  577 
Clause  7  agreed  to. 
New  Clause:— 

(Amendment  of  44  k  48  Tic,  o.  58,  s,  6,  sab-eeotion  (1).) 

*^  In  satMeotion  one,  paragraph  OOi  Moticm  six  of  the  Ani^  Act,  the  words  'If  an 
officer  to  he  cashiered  or  to  nmer  anch  loss  punishment  as  is  in  ttaii  Act  menUomed,  and 
U  a  soldier  shall  be  omitted,"— (JVr.  0ibM(m  SvmUa.) 
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Army  {Annuai)  Bill — eontinned 
Clause  Iffought  up,  and  read  Uie  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoiM,  "That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 

time." 

After  short  Debate^  Clansei  by  leaTo,  withdrawn. 
New  Clause : — 

(Amendment  of  44  k  45  Vic,  c.  58,  a.  47,  sub-section  (6),) 

*'  In  snb-section  iix  of  section  fortj-siz  of  the  Arm;  Act,  for  the  words  '  the  accused 
person  maj  demand  that  the  evkleDoe  agalDHt  him  should  betaken  on  oaUi'shallbe 
eubfititnted  the  voida  'the  eridence  i^ainst  him  shall  be  taken  on  oath,' <jrr. 
Sanburf)      ,„  ,^  „,  ,„ 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
"  time." 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  negatived 

New  Clause  : — : 

(Amendment  of  44  k  45  Vic,  c  58,  s.  48,  sub-section  (6).) 

"  In  sub-section  six  of  section  forty-eight  of  the  Army  Act,  after  the  words  '  penal  serrl* 
tnde '  shall  be  inserted  the  words  '  qr  lmpris«unent  for  more  than  twelTe  months/  "— 
(Jtfr.  ManhuryJ) 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time"        ...  ...  ...  „.  ...  ...  680 

After.short  Debate,  Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn ...  ...  ...  581 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Snb-eection  1,  Section  2,  of  the  principal  Act,  to 
insert  the  •  word  "  military  '*  before  the  word  "  prison," — (JIfr.  Arnold' 
Fortier.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  military  ^  be  there  inserted." 

After  short  Del«te,  Question  put,  and  wfftUhed  ... 

New  Clause : — 

(Amendment  of  44  ft  45  Via,  c.  68,  s.  180,  snb-seotion  (2).) 

*In  sub-section  two  of  section  one  hundred  and  el^t^rof  the  Army  Act,  the  words 'being 
natives    India*  shall  be  omitted,"— <JMf'.  BkniKry.") 

Clause  brought  tip,  and  rend  the  first  time  ...  ...  ...  584 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

After  short  Debate,  Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ...  ...  585 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Lftw  Library,  Four  Conrta  (Ireland)  Bill  (Ho.  131)—  . 
Considered  in  Committee. 

gta  the  Cmnmittee.) 

Clause  1. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Choose  stand  part  of  the 

Bfli:"  .  r  ...  r- 

Amendment  moved,  iu  page  2,  line  15,  after  "Eing*s  Inn,"  to  insert 
"and  the  Judges  of  theSi^reme  Court," — {Mr.  J,  MorUjf.) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  made,  and  Qneiti<m  proposed,  "  That  thje 
Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  laare  to  alt  ag^n,""-^^'*  ^• 
M*ffuffh)  ••■  MS  •■•  ■•■  .»  «M  578 
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Law  Library^  Four  Courts  (Ireland)  BiH — continaed 
After  short  Debate,  Motion  {Mr.  I\  A.  M'Bttgh),  by  leave,  withdrawn  ■••  588 
AmendmeDt  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Thursday. 

SeligiooB  Tests  (Ireland)  Bill  (Ho.  48)— 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,"— (^r.  P.  A.  M'Hugk.) 

Objection  being  taken.  Second  Reading  deferred  till  To  -morrow  589 

Lakd  Acts  (Ibeland) — Motion  for  a  Select  Couhittee — 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 

That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  *  to  inqafre  into  and  report  npon  the  prlnofples 
and  practice  of  the  Irish  Land .  Commiwiocere  and  Count;  Court  Jn^es  In  carrying 
out  the  fair  rent  and  free  sale  provisiooa  of  the  Land  Act«  of  1870,  1881,  and  1887,  and 
of  the  Bedemption  of  Rent  Act  of  1891,  and  to  suggest  snch  imprormnenta  In  Iaw  or 
practice  as  they  may  deem  to  be  deniable,'    <Jlfr.  J,  Morley.') 

After  Obserrations,  Motion  agreed  to  ...  m.  590 

Message  fbox  the  Lobds — That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled  "An 
Act  for  amending  the  Law  with  respect  to  the  Time  for  Holding 
Uidsommer  Quarter  Sesuons."    [Quwter  Sessions  (Midsummer)  Bill 

Quurtar  ftwrifllli  (ICdauuur)  BiU  [£«rdt]— Bead  the  flist  Ume ;  to  •be  nad  a  i 

second  time  npon  T^ondi^,  and  to  be  printed.   [Bill  16S.] 

Statute  Lav  Revision  Bills,  iao. — ^Lords  Message  [12th  AprilJ  r^atire 
to  the  appointment  of  a  Joint  Committee  on  Statute  Law  Bevision  BiUs, 
&0.,  oonsidered. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  of  Six  Hembers  be  appointed  to  join  with  the 
Committee  appointed  hj  the  Lords  (as  mentioned  in  their  Lonlahips'  Message  of  the 
I3th  April),  to  consider  all  Statute  Law  Revision  fiiLls  and  ConBolldation  Bills  of  the 
present  S^sion. 

Ordi/vdt  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Lords  to  acquaint  them  therewith. 

Cominiitee  ncminated  of,— Mr.  Amtmse,  Mr.  Bryoe,  Sir  Bdmid  Clarke,  Mr.  T.  K. 
Healy,  Mr.  Homll,  and  The  Sdlcitor  GeneraL 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quomm,— (^r.  T,  R  MlU.'i 

Messaoe  fbox  the  Lobds — ^Mbbghakt  8hiffin&  Bill, — That  they  do 

concur  with  this  House  in  their  Resolution  *'  That  it  is  expedient  that 
the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill  be  committ^  to  a  Joint  Committee  of  Lords 
and  Commons,"  as  desired  bj  this  House  ;  and  have  further  Resolved, 
That  it  is  exMdient  that  the  said  Committee  be  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills. 

Lords  Message  to  be  considered  forthwith. 

Besohed,  That  this  House  doth  concur  with  the  Irords  in  theur  fnrthor  > 
Besolution. 

Ordered,  That  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill  be  committed  .to  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills. 

Orderedy  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Lords  to  acqoaiBt  them  therewith. 

—{Mr.  r.  £Uu,) 
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Army  (Annual)  Bill— Brought  from  the  Ck>minoiis  ;  read  1* ;  to  be  printed.   (No.  24)  593 

Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Amending  Acts,  and  Welsh 
Intermediate  Education  Act,  1889  (Schehe  fob  the  County  or 
Anglesey) — Motion  fob  an  Address — ' 

Moved,  "That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praj^ng  Her  to  withhold 
Her  Afwent  from  the  Schraie  for  the  adminiBtratioD  OE  tbe  fanda  applicable  to  the 
intermediate  and  technical  education  of  the  inhaUtants  of  the  Comity  m.  Anglesey  " — 
(Tk€  Lord  Bitkop  qf  Banqor.') 

ASta  short  Debate,  on  Qnestion^  Besolved  in  the  Negative    ...  ■■•  fi98 

Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Amending  Acts,  and  Welsh 
Intermediate  Education  Act,  1889  (Sgheke  fob  the  County  of 
Flint) — Motion  fob  an  Addbebs — 

Mored,  "  That  an  bumble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  to  withhold 
Her  Assent  to  the  following  portion  of  the  Flintshire  Education  Scheme  :  Clause  93, 
Sub-section  (ft),  from  the  word 'boarding house'  to  the  end,  and  the  whole  of  Sub- 
section (r),"— (7%e  Lord  Biihop  of  St.  Atapk.) 

After  Debate,  on  Question,  their  Lordships  divided  : — Contents  38  ;  Not- 
Contents  24 : — Reeolved  in  the  Affirmative     ...  —  607 

Ordered,  That  tbe  said  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majestj  by  the  Lords 
with  White  Staves. 

Statute  Law  Rstisiok  Bixxs  and  Consolidation  Bills — ^Message  from 

the  Commons  to  acquaint  this  House  that  they  have  appointed  a  Select 
Committee  of  Six  Members  to  join  with  the  Select  Committee  c^pointed 
by  this  House,  as  mentioned  in  their  Lordships*  Message  of  Thursday 
last,  to  consider  all  Statute  LawBevision  Bills  and  Consolidation. Bills  of 
the  prewnt  Session. 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill — Message  from  tbe  CGmm<«s  to  acqnunt  this 
Bouse  that  the  Commons  do  concur  with  their  Lordships  in  the  further 
Besolution  communicated  in  their  Lordships*  Message  of  yesterday 
relative  to  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill. 

Sehrisg  Sea  Award  Bill— Amendments  reported  (according  to  Order)  :  Then  Standing 
OM&Ko.  XXXIX.  conndeEcd  (nocordiDg  to  Older)  and  dispensed  with ;  Bill  read  8*,  > 
with  the  AmendmeDts,  and  passed,  and  retnnied  to  the  Cosnmona. 

Copyhold  (Consolidatioil)  Bill  [h.l.]  (Ho.  2) — Heferred  to  the  Joint  C<Hnmittee  on 

StatQte  Law  Bevision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills  of  the  present  Session  >**  608 

Colonial  Oficnn  CLeaTO  of  Abmeo)  jfell  rH.L.] — Printed  (_The  Marqueta  ^ 
Afprn) ;  read  1* ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read  >  tm  Friday  next.  (No.  S6.5 
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Crown  Lands  and  Cottaoxb — Questions,  Mr.  Terburgh,  Mr.  C.  Hdbhonse ; 

Answers,  Tbe  Seoietary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert). 
SvTBBBLANDSHiRE  Shsriff  SiTB8TiTDTE---Qneetion,  Mr.  Weir;  Answer, 
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Pbivileoe — The  Blocking  of  the  Voluntary  Conveyances  Bilx« 
Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  ^oposed, 

"That  a  Select  Conunlttee  be  apppinted  to  Inquire  and  Report  to  this  Hoosft  wh«tber 
any,  and.  If  n,  what,  persons  tutre  been  roilty  of  a  breach  of  the  PriTileges  oi  this 
Hoase  in  reference  to  the  blocking  of  the  voluntarr  CoDTejances  Bill  on  3lBt  of  Hay, 
189S.  and  tiiat  ton  two  or  more  Hembers  of  such  Committee  have  pover  to  examine 
Kay  witnesses  who  are  incapacitated  by  aicknen  from  attending  personally  to  be  '  ' 
examined  by  snch  Committee,"— (^r.  Pritehard-Morgan)  .„  ...  638 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived  ...  ...  ...  648 

Sittings  of  the  House  (Exbhptiok  broh  tbe  Standing  Ordxb) — 
Ordered,  That  .the  ^troceedings  ou  the  Motion  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Standing  Committee  on  Hcotoh  Bills,  if  under  discussion  at  Twelve  ' 
o'clock  this  night,  be  not. interrupted  under  the  Standing  Order  ■Sittings 
of  the  House,— (jTAtf  Chanoellor  of  tkt  Exchequer.) 

ORDERS   OF   TBE  DAV» 


Standing  Coxhittbb  (Scotland) — ^Besolntion — [Adjourned  Debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resnmiog  Adjourned  Debate  on  AmSBdment  to  Question 
[2nd  April], 
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StANDINO  CoUMITTKE  (SoOTLAJTD) — COHt. 

"  That,  la  addition  to  the  two  Standing  Committees  appointed  under  Standing  Order  No. 
47,  a  Standing  Committee  shall  be  appointed  for  the  consideration  of  all  Billa  relating 
exclosiTelj  to  Scotland  which  may,  by  order  of  the  House,  he  committed  to  them,  and 
that  the  proviBloM  of  Standing  Order  No.  47  shall  apply  to  the  said  Standing 
Committee : 

That  the  said  Standing  Committee  do  consist  of  all  the  Members  representing  Scottish 
oonstdtnencies,  together  with  fifteen  other  Members  to  be  nominated  by  the  Ckimmittee 
of  Selection,  who  shall  have  power  from  time  to  time  to  dlaoharge  the  Members  so 
nominated  by  them,  and  to  appoint  others  in  sabsMtntion  for  those  dlschoq^ : 

That-Standing  Orders  Koe.  49  a»A  50  do  apply  to  the  said  Standing  Committee,"— (,iS{r 

And  which  Amendment  was  to  leave  out  from  tiieword  "That,"  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words — 

"  This  HoQse  declines  to  sanction,  in  regard  to  Bills  relating  to  one  portion  only  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  any  plan  by  which  the  ancient  practice  as  to  the  constitation  of 
Committees  of  this  Honse  shall  be  fundamentally  altered  until  it  has  had  an 
opportanity  of  prononndng  upon  a  general  wheme  which  shall  extend  a  like  treat- 
ment  to  Bills  reladng  to  each  of  the  other  portions  of  the  United  Kingdom,"— (.Vr. 
A.  J.  BaJfour.') 

Question  again  proposed, 

"That  the  words  'in  addition  to  the  two  Standing  Committees  appointed  under 
Standing  Order  No.  47 '  stand  part  of  the  QnesUon," 

After  tong  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ajes  252  ;  Noes 
219.— (Dirision  List,  Ko.  26)       ...  ...  ...  ...  740 

Main  Question  again  proposed — 

HotioD  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned," — (Mr,  Goschen.) 

After  short  Debate*  Motion  agreed  to  ...  „,  ...  74l 

Debate  adjourned  till  Friday,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Bellrillg  Boft  Awwd  Bill— Loids'  Amendments  considered  forthwith,  and  agrted  to, 

M  O  TIONS. 

•"O 

Eduoatiok  Codx,  1894 — ^Motion  roB  an  Address— 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  praying  Her  to  direct  that  the 
Kew  Education  Code  <tf  1894  be  amended  in  the  followii^  partiealars  :— 

Page  I,  Art.  8  (a),  1mv«  oat  <  For  tin  pnrpoMS  of  this  Code  the  Oepartmoit  hare  power 
~  '  to.decide  i^iettier  aportof  aSidioolisor  isnota  Deportment.* 

Pwe  S,  Art.  13  (e),  leave  out '  A  meeting  <rf  two  hoon  <»  more  must  inclode  an  interrol 
for  recreation  of  not  less  than  10  minutes.* 

Page  9,  Art.  52,  line  1,  after  *  first  *  insert  *  or  second.* 

Page  1 5,  Art.  85  (a)  N.B.,  leave  oat  *  is,*  and  insert  *  has  bean,'  in  last  pan^raph. 

Page  15,  Art.  86  (b),  leave  out  <  (which  after  Slst  Angnst,  1896,  miut  not  be  needle- 
work).* 

Page  16,  Art.  88,  lean  ont '  or  any  dangw  to  hedth  likely  to  arise  from  tiw  oonditlon 

of  the  school.' 

Page  30,  Art.  101  (b),  (1),  leave  oat '  Swedish  or  other  dtlU  or/     <^  M.  I^mpU.) 

After  Debate,  Questimi  put,  and  negatived  ...  ...  ...  746 

Local  Ooremmnt  (Ireland)1ProTifional  Otdon  (Vo.  4)  BUI  Olo^  148>— Bead 
a  Moond  time,  and  committed, 

Loeal  QofWiUMnt  PMridanal  Ordars  OVo.  6)  BUI  CVo.  148)--Bead  a  woond 
tlma,  and  oommitted. 
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Pier  and  Harbonr  Provisioiul  Orden  (Mo.  1)  Bill  Oo.  Id0)-B«ad  &  Montd 

time,  and  committod. 

Sblxction  (Standing  Couhittbes),  La.w,  &c.  : — Sir  Joha  Mowbray 
reported  from  the  Committee  of  Selection  :  That  they  had  discharged 
the  following  Members  from  the  Standing  Committee  on  Law,  and 
Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal  Procedure  : — ^Mr.  Samuel  Hoare  and  Sir 
Ughtred  Kaj-Shuttleworth  ;  and  bad  appointed  in  sabstitation :  Mr. 
Boulnois  and  Mr.  Billson. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...  ...  ...  ...  746 

Message  fkom  the  Lords — That  they  have  agreed  to  —  Behring  Sea 
Award  Bill,  with  Amendments. 

Connty  CounoilB  Axsooiation  (Scotlaod)  Expenses  Bill  CETo,  97)— <3onBtdered  in 

Committee,  and  reported ;  aa  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

Wild  Birds  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amendment  BiU  (No.  184)— 

Second  Reading.    [Adjourned  Debate.] 

Order  read,  for  reBtuning  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [11th  April], 
"  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second  dme." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Thursday. 

Commons — 

Ordered,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  conaider  every  Report  made  by 
the  Board  of  AgricaUure,  certifying  the  expediency  of  any  Provisional  Order  for  the 
enclosare  or  regulation  of  a  Common,  and  presented  to  the  House  daring  the  laat  or 
present  SeasioDB,  before  a  Bill  be  brought  in  for  the  confirmation  of  iuch  Order. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  that  they  have  power  in  respect  of 
each  each  Provisional  Older,  to  inquire  and  Report  to  the  House  whether  the  same 
should  be  confirmed  by  ^liament ;  and,  if  so,  whether  with  or  without  modification, 
and,  in  the  event  of  their  being  of  opinion  that  the  same  should  not  be  confirmed, 
except  snbject  to  modifications,  to  report  such  modifications  aeooiding^  With  a  view 
to  inch  ProTisional  Order  remitted  to  the  Board  of  Agrieultare. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  do  oQuisfe  of  TwdTe-Membeis,  Seven  to  be  nominated  by 
the  House,  and  Five  by  the  Committee  of  Selection  : 

Dr.  Ambroee,  Viaconnt  Curxon,  Sir  Arthnr  Hsyter,  Mr.  Seale-Hayne,  Hr.  JefEreys,  Hr. 
Thomas  BoUnaon,  and  Ur.  nqrlw  were  aao(»tlii^ly  nominated  Membeii  tlie 
Committee. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persona,  p^ers,  and  recOTds. 
Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum,"— <Jfr.  Jff.  ffardner.) 

ElsotliO  T/ig^ting  Prffririflilftl  Ordsn  Ofo.  1)  Ordered  (Mr.  Btut,  Mr. 

Mwndella  .•)— BUI  presented,  and  read  fint  time.   [Bill  163]  ...  ...  747 

Electric  lighting  ProTisional  Orders  CHo.  2)  "BXll— Ordered  (ifr.  Bmrt,  Mr. 

Muttdella-i—mW  presented,  and  read  firat  time.    [Bill  164.] 

loo^  (}0Tenmient  (Ireland)  Provifional  Order  Ofo.  5)  "BXd— Ordered  (Mr.  j. 

Mortey,  Sir  J.  T.  ^Rifteri .)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  165.] 

UniTersitieB  Bepresentatlon  Abolition  BiJX— Ordered  iMr.  CharUit  SoundeU,  Sir 

George  Osborne  MergaA,  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr.  Mae  IfeiU,  Mr.  Rohy,  Sir  Henry  Roteoet 
Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr.  Haldane,  Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  Mr.  OuUy.  Mr,  Franeit 
Stevenaon,  Mr.  Paul Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  166.] 

House  of  Lords  Veto  (Abolition)  VOl— Ordered  (ifr.  E.  .J.  C.  Norton,  Mr.  AreK 

Mr.  Dalziel.  Mr.  Uoyd-Oeorae,  Mr.  James  StuaH,  Mr.  T.  J).  Sullivan:)— BiU 
presented,  and  read  fint^^time.  ^IlU6t.]    ■  ' 

Conn^  Conndllors  CQulifioation  of  Women)  Bill— ^''<'^<^  (^i**  Spieer,  Mr. 
Cenrtney;  Mr.  Walter  JtL^ren,  Mr.  MkedenM,  Sir  Bf^ii^J/MkeeU-y^m)! 
presented,  and  read  flnt  time.   [BiU  168.] 
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Xuuel  Sealpl  (fleotUnX)  Wl— Ordered  (Mr.  Birkmfrti,  Sir  WiUiam  WeddtrltitrH, 
Sir  DoM^d  HiutfMane,  Mr.  Waaen,  Mr.  Marry  Smith,  Mr.  Cr<mbie:)  —  mi 
preiented,  and  xcadflnt  time.   [BiU  189]  ...  ...  ...  748 

PnUio  LibrariM  dnUuid)  Aott  Amendmoit  Bill— Oninvrf  {Mr.  Field,  Mr.  John 

JUdmond,  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr,  Wtiltam  Jehiuton,  Sir  Jek»  Lubbaek,  Mr.  Arthw 
O^CoHmor.  Sir  I%emM  Emende,  Mr.  Qtrton  O—Bill  prewnted,  and  zead  first  time. 
[BUI  170.] 

Pnblio  LibrariM  (Sootland)  KHX— Ordered  (J/>.  Dalxiel,  Mr.  Cameron  Corbettt  Sir 
Ciarles  Cameron,  Mr.  Beiuhaw ;)— Bill  presented,  and  lead  first  time.    [Bill  171.] 

Pomr  Law  Aa«ldiaeilt  "^Sl— Ordered  {Mr.  Zamiert,  Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  SaUejf  SteieaH, 
Mr.  BUUmt,  Mr.  Lvttrell  :'y-'Bm  prewnted,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  172.] 

Wats  and  Ueans — ^Beaolntions  [16th  April]  reported — [Seepage  553.] 
Bemlntioiu  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  {Mr,  Mellorj  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Sir  J.  T, 
ffibbert.) 

JKneuary  Committaet  (Ireland)  "^H— Ordered  {Mr.  J^riek  Aloyeiue  MSMgk, 
Mr.  Creatt,  Mr,  Bodkin^  Mr.  Tally,  Mr.  Jf^Cbrta*.}— Bill  preaented,  and  read  fint 
time.  [BU1173.] 

And,  it  being  after  One  of  tb«  doek,  Mr.  Speaker  adjourned  the  Honse 
'-   without  Question  put. 


COMMONS,   WEDNESDAY,   APRIL  18. 
ORDERS   OF   THE  DAY, 

'<>■■' 

Criainal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  Bepeal  Bill  (No.  8)— 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read  ■■•  •••  ■  7^ 

MotioB  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,"— (Co/one/  Nolan.) 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  now,*'  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  wonls  "  upon  this  day  six  montliB,*' — {Mr,  BarUm)  758 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question  **  ...  768 

After  long  Debate,  Mr.  John  Redmond  (Waterford)  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Question  be  now  put  *'  810 

Question  put,  "That  the  Question  be  now  put "  : — ^Tbe  House  divided  :-~ 
Ayes  255  ;  Noes  196.— (Division  List,  No.  27.) 

Question  put  accordinglj,  "That  the  word  *now'  stand  part  of  the 
Question  "  :— The  House  divided  Ajres  254 ;  Noes  194.— (Division 
List,  No.  28.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

BiU  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Friday,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Loeal  Goremment  Provisional  Orden  (Ho.  4)  Bill  (Ho.  148)— Bead  a  second 
time,  and  txmunitted. 

Indnitrial  and  Provident  SocietieB  Act  a893)  Amendment  Bill  (Bo.  96)— 
Considereti  ld  Committee^  and  iaport«d|  without  Aaiendment  [  read  tbe  third  Lixn^  a«d 

811 

MwiB  and  Dancing  Mccaoes  (TTiddlMltt)  Bill  (Hq.  M)-CoMldeiwi»i  Copuatttefc 

GUnae  I.  Committee  report  Progress )  to  sit  again  apcm  Wednesday  next. 
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County  Ootneils  Assooiation  (Sootknd)  BzpeiiMi  BUI  (Xo.  97)^As  sHMndad. 

conaidered  ;  read  the  tiiinl  time,  and  passed. 

Fbhery  Board  (BoofUnd)  EzteiudoiL  of  Powen  Wi—Oriand  (.Mr.  Buohanan, 

Mr.  Aiher,  Mr.  Anttrvtker,  Sir  DmdU  MmnfarUme,  Mr.  RmOiaw,  Sir  WiUiam 
Wedierhum  .■)— Bill  preseated,  and  md  flnt  Ume.   [BiU  174.] 

BnBiNEsa  OF  the  House — Question,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoar  ;  Answer,  Mr,  T.  E. 

Ellis  812 
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The  "  Costa  Rica  Packet  " — Petition  presented  ; — Observations,  The  Earl 
of  Jersey  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afl^irs  (The 
Earl  of  Kimberlej)  818 

Amy  (Annual)  BiU  (No.  24)— 

Second  Beading  ^  815 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading  read. 

Movedy  "That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2","— (TAe  Lord  Sandhurst.) 

Observatioas,  Viscount  Cross  ...  ...  ...  817 

Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  2>  accordingly  ;  then  Standing  Order  No. 
XXXIX  considered  (according  to  Order),  and  dispensed  with  ;  Bill  read 
8%  and  passed. 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Frooedure)  Bill  (No.  8>— 
Committee. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order). 
Clause  1.  . 

Amendment  nior«d,  in  line  10,  to  leare.out  the  words  ''of  a  Judge,"— (TAe 
Lord  Saltbujy,) 

Amradment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  ■ 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  re-committed  to  the  Standing  Committee;  and  to  be  printed,  as 
amended.    (No.  26)     ...  ...  ...  ...  ■  818 

Education  Code,  1894 — Resolution — 

Moiled  to  resolve,  "  That,  la  the  opinion  of  thk  House,  the  tollowinr  paia^pha  of  Artlola 
73,  viz. : — '  In  order  that  a  school  may  be  prt^rly  oiganlaed,  the  namber  ol  children 
OQ  the  registers  under  the  control  of  any  teacher  or  teacbera  ahoald  not  exceed  by 
men  than  16  per  cent,  the  namber  for  which  saoh  teacher  or  teachers  is  or  an  con- 
sidered to  be  sufficient.  Id  the  case  of  schools  to  which  the  grant  fall*  doe  on  or 
after  31st  August,  1896,  the  above  nnmbers  will  be  rednoed  as  follows :  60  to  60, 
70  to  60,  and  60  to  46,'  should  be  omitted  from  the  Code,"— StanOn  yif 
Alderley.) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

Behring  Sea  Award  Bill— Betumed  from  the  Commons  with  the  Amm^"^*! 
agreed  to. 

Oounty  Oounoili  Asaooiation  (Seotlaad)  Xxpeaaei  Bill— Brought  from  the 

Commons  ;  read  1*.  and  to  be  printed.   (No.  B7.) 

IndastoialaBd  freirMeat BoofteBae Aet, IWt,  IwOTd— t  Bab''J>oBaht torn 

the  Cmnmons ;  read     lad  to  he  ptinfeed.  (No.  SS.) 
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PiroeUal  lleeton  (BoglstntioB  Aeoelaration)  BUI— 

Motion  for  Leave  ^  864 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  leave  be  given  to  bring  In  a  Bill  to  Accelente  the  Registration  of  Fsroehlal 
Blecton  in  Bn^nd  and  Wales  Id  the  promt  year,".— (Jfr.  SiMio-X^fWiv.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  {Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre,  Sir  J.  T,  Hubert ;)— Bill  presented,  and 
read  first  time.    [Bill  175]  .»  ...  ...  ...  865 

iTiotad  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill- 
Motion  for  Leave. 
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Bill  ordered  {Mr.  J.  Morley,  The  Solicitor  Gtneral .-) — ^BiU  presented,  and 
read  first  time.    [Bill  176.] 

Oeneiliatiini  (Trade  Biepatee)  Bill  (No.  ISS)— 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 
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Dogs  BiU— OrrfCTvJ "(.!/>.  Herbert  (■iardner,"Mr.  Seeretar^'  AtquUh,  Tke  Solicitor 
Qtnaral,  Tkr.  Ltird  Adroeate .-)  -  Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time,    [BiU  177.} 
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on  Tuesday  next        •••  •••  ...  ...  M«  968 
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ORDERS   OF    THE  DAY. 


Stahobto  CoHHirrEB  (Sootlamo)— Bee<riatfon.   [Adjourned  Debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Main  Question  [2nd  April]  991 

"  That,  In  addition  to  the  two  Stsadlns  Commttteea  appointed  under  Standing  Ordef 
No.  47,  a  Staodiag  CommftteB  shall  be  appointed  tor  the  ooDsfderatiQn  of  all  Bllu 
idatlnc  exeltufTeiy  to  Bootbud  whidt  nay,  Iqr  order  of  tha  Rove,  be  oMiunfttel  ta 
them,  and  fliat  the  pnnisloBi  of  Standing  CMer  No.  47  shall  aj^y  to  the  said  StamUng 
OonnlttBe  \ 

That  the  nid  Standing  CoouBittM  do  ooorist  of  all  Uerabeit  repre«entlng  SootttOi 
oiHiatitaeDclet,  together  with  15  oth«r  Memben  to  be  nominatad  bjr  ttu  Committee  pf 
Selection,  wm  shall  bare  power  from  time  to  time  to  discharge  the  Hembers  so 
nominated  by  tlUAn,  and  to  afipcdnt  others  fn'substitntloif  Ar  those  diselmrsed  t 
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SYAHDIlia  COXHITTBB  (8o«TIJLIfD)— M^Mvadl 

TlMit  StudiDC  Olden  Noi.  49  and  60  do  jpplj  to  tliA  Hid  Stan^ 
Uaiii  Qnestion  again  proposed  : — Debate  resamed. 

After  Debate,  Ameodment  proposed,  ia  line  4,  after  the  word  "  3Ub,"  to  . 
insert  the  words — 

BdaUiv  to  Law  ood  Courts  of  Jnitioeaiid  Legal  Praoedme,  and  to  TnaekSU^oA 
l[aaafaetans,Agricnltiin,aadliddiiff,aiid,**--<FiiM0wit  ...  ...1000 

QaestioQ  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  ioserted       ...  ...  1004 

Aftw  Debate,  Hr.  Boehanan  rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  more,  <*  That 
the  Qaesfcion  be  notw  pitf  "  ...  ...  ...  ...  1080 

Queftion  pnt,  "  That  the  Qoestion  be  now  put.:  "—The  House  divided  : — 
Ajes  236  ;  Koes  208.— (Division  List,  No.  30.) 

QoM^n  pat  accordinglj,  "That  those  wwds  be  there  inso^  :**— The 
Hoose  divided :— Ayes  208 ;  Noes  245.— (Division  List,  No.  81.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  4,  to  insert  after  the  word  - "  Bills,**  the 
words  "  introduced  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown," — {Sir  H.  MameeiL) 

Question  proposecl,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted"     ...  ...  1021 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  ...  ...  1024 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  8,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  fifteen,*'  and  insert 

the  word  "  thirtj-one,**— (J!fr.  Little)  ...  .»  ...  1025 

Question  proposed,  "  Tbmt  the  word '  fifteen  *  stand  part  of  the  Question.** 

After  Debate,  Question  put :— The  House  divided Ayes  241 ;  Noes  21 1. 
— (Division  List,  No.  32)  ...  ...  ...  ...  1083 

Kain  Question,  as  amended,  proposed. 

It  being  after  Seven  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  he  resumed  upon  Monday  next,  and  Mr.  Speakw  thereupon 
suspended  th«  Sitting  until  Nine  o*dock. 

£rKifiNG  Sitting.  * 
* 

OBDEBS   OF   THE  DAY. 


SUPPLY— Committee- 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaesfcion  proposed,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  the 

Chair**:— 

DuKS  OF  Edinbcbgh  (Ahkuitt) — BesolutioD— 

Ameodment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  the  wwd  "  That,**  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words, 

"  The  Act  of  M  and  37  Vict.,  o.  80,  graating  an  umalty  oC  «L0^  to  H.B^  the  Duke 
a<  Idinbor^  having  pioTided  that,  fa  tae  event  of  Hii  aoid  Boyal  Hu^nen  aaoowd. 
log  to  any  tovereigntj  or  principally  Abroad,  it  shall  be  lawfnl  for  Her  Majesty  or 
Her  ntocesmra,  wita  the  cooMat  of  Parliaiaeat,  to  revoke  or  reduce  the  said  atmnlty 
by  Warrant  under  the  9iga  Manoal,  and  Hts  Royal  Highneas  having  sooceeded  to  the 
•ovamignty  of  a  ForoigD  oountry,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  It  is  desirable  that  the 
«i4,«nniiity  ■haU.cease,"^JMiv^.  C.  Jfarton,)— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  propr^  to  be  left  out  staid  part  of 
theQiiestlon**  ...  ...  ^       ..•  ...  ...  1043 
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and  passed. 

Local  OoTemment  dreland)  FroTisional  Orders  CBo.  3)  Bill  (Ho.  U5>— Bead 
the  third  time,  and  pawn^. 

GriminalLaw  and  Frocednra  (Ireland}  Act  0887)  Repeal  Bill  (JTo.  8)— Oon- 
sldered  in  Committee, 

Clause  1.   Cmnmlttee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 


MOTIONS, 


Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  ProTisional  Order  (Ho.  1)  (Oanali  of  OreatHorthem 
and  other  Bailway  Cmnpanies)  WHl-^Ordonti  ^Mr.  s»rt,  Mr.  Mundata BUi 
presented,  and  read  first  tim&   [mil  178.] 

leaseholders  (PnrohaBe  of  Fee  Simple)  KH— Ordered  (Jfr.  s.  l.  w.  ZaiMm, 

Mr.  James  Rowland*,  Mr.  Searley,  Mr.  Frye,  Mr.  Brwum;  Mr,  — Bill 

piesentedtond  read  first  time.   [Bill  179.]  1068 
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Mr.  Labomckere,  Mr.  JUoyd-Oeerge  .-/tbersll  presented,  and  kead  fltrt  time.  [Bill  180.] 
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ORDERS    OF    THE  DAY, 


WAYS  AND  MEANS—Considered  in  Committee 

(In  the  Committee.) - 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 


...  1107 


Estnte  Daty. 

That,  towards  raising'  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  there  shall  be  IcTled  and 
paid  to  Her  Majesty,  in  the  case  of  erery  person  dying  on  or  after  the  first  day  of  June, 
one  thonsaad  eight  hundred  and  ninety-foar,  cpon  the  principal  valoe  of  the  property, 
,  jcal  or  perwital,  settled  or  not  settled,  which  passes,  or  ts  to  be  deemed  to  pass,  on  or 
with  retnence  to  his  death,  a  Dnty  at  the  graduated  rates  following  (that  ie  to  say) 

At  the  rate  for  ereoy  full  snm  of 

iBlOO,  and  for  any  fractional 
part  of  £100  over  any  multiple 
of  £100,  of— 

-  One  pound. 

•  Two  pounds. 

-  Three  pounds. 

-  Four  pounds. 

-  Four  pounds  and  ten  shillings. 

-  Fire  pounds. 

-  Fire  pounds  and  ten  shillings. 

•  Six  pounds. 

-  Six  pounds  and  ten  shUUnga. 

-  Seren  pounds. 

■  Seven  pounds  and  ten  shilUnga, 

•  Right  poonds. 


Where  the  principal  value — 
Exceeds        AlOO  and  does  not  exceed 
MOO 

„  «1,000       „  „ 

„  £10,000       „  „ 

„  £35,000        „  „ 

„  £60,000 
„  £75,000        „  „ 

£100,000 

£160,000 

£360^000 

£600^ 
„        £1,000,000  .... 

And,  where  property  sabject  to  Dnty  at  the  graduated  rates  to  be  imposed  in  conformity 
with  this  Resolution  is  settled,  there  shall  be  Isried  and  paid  to  Her  Majesty  npcm  the 
pzineipal  Talae  thereof  a  farther  Duty  of  one  pound  for  erary  full  soa  of  £10(^  and 
to  any  fraetloaal  part  of  £100  over  ai^  moHlple  of  £100. 


£600 
£1,000 
£10,000 
£26,000 
£60,000 
£75,000 
£100,000 
£160,000 
£260,000 
£600,000 
£1/N)0,000 
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WATS  AND  MEANS— coniinMrf. 

In  nspect  of  property  chargeable  with  Daty  to  be  fmpoaed  in  conAirmity  with  this 
Reeolution  there  shall  not  be  lexied  the  Duties  following  (that  ia  to  say)  : — 

I.  The  Stamp  Datles  imposed  by  '  The  Caatoms  and  Inland  Rereaue  Act,  1881,'  on  the 
affidavit  to  be  required  and  received  from  the  person  applying  for  Probate  or  Xietters 
of  Additnistration  ih  Engbuul  or  Ireland,  or  on  the  iuTentory  to  be  exhibited  and 
recorded  in  Scotland. 

%  The  Stamp  Duties  imposed  by  section  38  of  ■  The  Customs  and  Inland  Berenae  Act, 
1881,*  as  amended  and  extended  by  section  11  of  'The  Custoou  and  Inland  Bevenne 
'  Aet,  1889,'  on  the  -ralue     personal  or  moveable  property  to  be  included  in  accoonti 
thereby  directed  to  be  delivered. 

3.  The  additional  Snccesslon  Duties  imposed  by  eeotion  -31  of  '  The  Ooatoms  and  Inland 
Bevenne  Act,  1888.' 

4.  The  Temporary  Estate  Duties  Impoeed  by  eactiona  5  and  6  at  '  The  CntomB  and 
Inland  Bevenne  Act,  1889.' 

fi.  The  duty  at  the  rate  of  one  pound  per  centum  which  would,  by  virtue  of  the  Acts  in 
force  relating  to  L^acy  Duty  or  Succession  Duty,  have  been  payable  under  tibs  will  or 
luteBtwjy  of  the  dewmed,  or  on  or  by  zefbmioe  to  his  death,  under  his  dispoittiaa  or 
any  devolntfam  from  him," — (,Tke  Chancellor  -f  the  Baeekequer.') 

After  short  Debate,  Motion,  bj  leave,  withdrawn  ...  11S3 

Motion  made,  and  QneBtion  proposed, 

Income  Tax. 

"That,  towards  raising  the  8)^)ply  granted  to  Her  Uajeety,,  there  shall  be  charged, 
collected,  uid  paid  for  the  year  which  commenced  on  the  sixth  day  of  April,  one 
thousand  eight  nandred  and  ninety-four,  in  respect  of  all  Property,  Profits,  and  Qains 
mentioned  or  described  as  chargeable  in  the  'Income  Tax  Act,  186  V  the  following 
Duties  of  Inoome  Tax  (that  is  to  say)  : — 

For  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  annual  value  on  amount  of  Property,  Profita,  and 
Gains  chargeable  tmder  Schedules  (A),  (C),  (D),  <v  (E)  of  the  said  Act,  the  Duty 
of  Big^t  Fence ; 

'  And'for  evety  Twenty  Shillings*  of  the  annual  value  of  the  occupation  of  Lands, 
Tenements,  Hereditaments,  and  Heritages  chargeable  under  Schedule  (B)  of  the 
'said  Act, — 

In  England,  the  Duty  of  Four  Pence  ; 

In  Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively,  the  Duty  of  Three  Feno^"— <ne  CkameMor 
ef  th$  Sxehequer.') 

After  long  Debate;  Amendmeiit  proposed,  in  liaea  13  'and  14,  to  leave  out 
the  words  "  the  Dutj  of  Four  Pence  ;  In,"— {Sir  J.  Lubbock)  ...  1178 

Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question "  ...  „.  ...  ...  ...  1181 

After  short  Debate,  Ameodtnent,  hj  leave,  withdrawn  ...  1188 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

After  short  Debate,  QueatioD  pat,  and  agreed  to  »•*  1 192 

Id^on  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

Suez  Canal  Shares. 

"That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  payment  into  the  Exchequer  of  all  dividends  or 
other  money  received  by  the  Treasury  after  the  1st  day  of  July,  1894,  in  leqtect  of 
Suez  Canal  Shares," — ChaneeUor  iiftke  JSHeffA^iwr,) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to  .m  1198 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

Inqterial  and  Naval  Defence  Acts. 

**  Thai  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  pvnvent  into  the  Bxcheguer  of  any  sum  by  which 
the  nggngate  payments  made  to  the  ifaval  Defence  Aoeonnt,  under  section  2  ot  *  The 
NavsJ  Defence  Act,  1889,'  may  exceed  the  actual  expenditure  on  contract  ships 
authorised  hy  that  Act ;  and  to  provide  that  the  further  instalments  payable  to  the 
said  Aoooont  under  ttte  said  section  shall  cease,"— (2^  CkMorilfr  qfthe  AwisfMr.) 
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WAYS  AND  MEANS— coH/imied. 

-  Amendmettt  proposed,  to  leaTe  out  from  the  word    Kpedieot,"  in  line  I*  to 
the  wwd  "  and,"  in  line  4,  in  ordw  to  ineeii  the  words 

"  To  okae  on  the  Slrt  of  Hivch,  1894,  the  VsVAI  Detnuie  AoMnmt  as  MtaUfdied  hgr 
ieotko  9  of' The  Kaval  Defence  Act,  less,***— <i^.tf:  JSofliiJtoft)  ...  ...1194 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  oi 
the  Question**  ...  ...  ...  m.  ...  1196 

Afto*  almt  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn         .m  •••  1900 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Betotwd,  That  it  is  expedient  to  aathoriie  the  payment  into  the  Exchequer  of  any  sam 
by  which  the  aggr^ate  payments  made  to  the  Naval  Defenoe  Aooount,  anda  seotkn  2 
of  "  The  Naval  Defence  Act,  1889,"  may  exceed  the  aotoal  expendftan  oa  ocntnot 
ships  authorised  Act ;  and  to  provide  that  the  farther  instalMents  payable  to 

the  Bsid  Aoooont  nnder  the  ssld  seot«n  shall  cense, 

JfowIvMl,  That  it  k  expedient  to  aothor^  the  application  of  the  old  Sinkinff  rand  and 
the  new  Sinking  Fond  in  paying  oB  the  loans  bcmowed  under  Part  iL  ot  **  The 
Imperial  Defence  Act  of  1888,''  and  onder  "  The  Naval  Defence  Act,  1889." 

Sisotvei,  That  it  is  expedient  to  aatboriiK  the  payment,  ont  of  the  permanent  annual 
dte|Bte^National  Debt,  of  the  interest  of  the  ssid  loans,"— (2%«  OkMueOor  <f 

Besoluticms  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ;  Committee  to  sit  agun  To-moirow. 

OoneiliatiOB  (Trade  DUpntM)  BiU  (Ho.  195)— 
Second  Beading.    [Adjourned  Debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [19tb  April]* 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  "  —  1801 

Question  again  proposed  : — Debate  resumed. 

Observations,  Mr.  Fierpoint. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned : — Debate  to  be  resumed 
To-morrow... 

Xrioted  Tenants  (Ireland}  BiU  (So.  176)— Seoond  Reading. 

ObMrvations.   Second  Beading  deferred  till  To-m<Hnow. 

Bailway  and  Canal  Traffle  Bill  (Jfo.  166)— SMond  Beading. 
Observations.  Second  Beadlim  defoned  till  To-morrow. 

Wnd  Biidi  Froteotion  Ant  (1880)  Amwdweiit  Bill  (Ho.  184)— 

[iVo^M,  19tk  AprU."]   Bill  considered  in  Committee  1908 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **That  the  Ofaiurman  do  report 
Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr.  P.  JPHrngk.) 

Observations. 

Motion  agreed  to : — Committee  retort  FrogreM  ;  to  sit  again  To-nunrow. 

Beligioni  Terts  drdand)  Bill  (He.  46)— Order  for  Seeond  Bsadfaig  nad. 
Obterratlons.   8coand  Beading  deferred  till  Tomorrow. 

SdUdtOrfl*  XBHBiaation  BUI  (Ho.  llfl>— Bead  the  tiUid  time,  and  passed. 
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MO  TIONS, 

 0  — 

X«oin»oir  Streets  and  Bcildihos  Biu. — 

0nbr«d;  nMtlCr.Kimber  be  diMharoed  and  Mr.  F.  H.  T^omtoa  be  added  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  London  Streets  and  BoflAngB  Bnir-('Vi*.  Aken-Donfflat.') 

VotuKTEEB  Acts — 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inqnixe  Into  the  working  of  the 
-  Volnnteer  Acte,  and  the  leeal  Bt^fxa  and  obUgwtions  of  voliuiteua  aerri ng'aader  ttiem,  ■ 
-^3fr.  Secretary  Campbeu-Sannerman.') 

BaUway  Comminuu  ^—OrOmd  (jSir  Jlhart  RoUU,  Dr.  SutUer,  Ifr.  JoU  Xtlit, 
Mr. .  SaniuTf,  Mr.  CWauw,  air  A^rU  BUshmam,  Mr.  Swniie,  Mr.  Ihdd,  Mr.  ' 
JW,  Mr.  Jaeki,  Mr.  Pttritk  At^u»  MBugh  ;>-BUl  iNmented,  and  read  fint  time. 

...  1204 

Amoubsxent  —  The  Eddcation    Code — Question*  Sir   R.  Temple.; 
Auwer,  The  Vice  J^vaident  of  the  Conocil  (Mr.  Acland.) 

LORDS,   TUESDAY,   APRIL  24. 

Unltatlon  of  Aetioiu  BiU  (No:  18)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Houte  to  be  put  into  Committee,  read  ...  1205 

Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  reiiolTe  itself  into  Committee  upOD  the 
said  BUI,*'— (TAe  Lord  Chancellor.) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  without  Ameodment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1207 

Ltnd  TnnBfbr  BiU  (No.  19)—  ' 

Order  of  the  Daj  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Moved,    That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2>,"— (TAe  Lord  CAaneellor.) 

After  Observations,  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  next  ...  1210 

Lftw  Idfenny,  Four  Ooorts  (Ireluid)  BiU  (No.  99)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Moved,    That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"— (The  Lord  Monktwell)         ...  1211 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and 
committed-to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  Honse  on  Thursday  next. 

Sakitabt  Condition  of  Howth  and  Clontakp  —  ObserratiouB,  Lord 
Howth,  Lend  Monkswell. 

NortJi  Berwiek  Proriirionftl  Order  BiU  (No.  18)— Hoase  in  Committee  (according 
to  Older) ;  BUI  reported  withont  Amendment ;  Standing  Ounmittee  n^tired ;  and 
BiU  to.fae  read  8>  OD  Ibonday  ne^        ...  ...  ...  ...  1212 

Colonial  Offieen  (LeavO  of  Abieuoe)  BiU  (No.  Sff)— House  in  Committee  (according 
to  Order)  ;  Bill  reported  witbont  Amendment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Coiunlttee. 

TowK  IxPBOTEXXHTB  (Betterxent) — ^The  Lord  Thring  added  to  the 
Select  Committee. 

SoUaton  BxanilUltiOlI  |HH— .Bronght  from  th^  Commons ;  BMd  1' ;  and  to  be 
printed.  (N0.S8.) 
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WAYS  AND  MEANS— ooDBidered  in  Committee...  ...  ...  1229 

'  '  (In  the  Committee.) 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

Estate  Duty. 

"  That,  towards  raising  the  Sapply  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  there  shall  be  levied  and  paid 
to  Her  Majesty,  In  the  caae  of  every  person  dying  on  or  after  the  first  day  of  June,  one 
thousand  eight  handled  and  ninety-foar,  apon  uie  prinoipat  valae  of  all  proper^,  real 
or  peraonal,  settled  or  not  settled,  which  passes,  or  is  to  be  deemed  to  paas  on  or  with 
reterenoe  to  hfs  death,  a  Daty  at  the  graduated  rates  following  (that  is  to  say) 

At  the  rate  (or  every  fall  sum  of 

A 100,  and  for  any  fractional 
part  of  £100  over  any  maltiple 
Where  the  principal  value—  of  £100,  of— 

Bzeeeds        £100  and  does  not  exceed         £600  -  One  pound. 
M  .  £600        „  n        ■     £1,000  T.Twopounds. 

„  £1,000        „  „  £10,000  ■  Three  poands. 

„  £10,000        „  „  £25,000  -  Four  poaods. 

„  £26,000        „  „  £60,000  -  Four  pounds  and  ten  ihfllingB. 

„  £50,000        „  „  £76,000  -  Five  pounds. 

„  £76,000        „  „  £100,000  -  Five  pounds  and  ten  shllUngs. 

„  £100,000        M  )•  £160,000  -  Bix  poands. 

„  £150,000        „  „  £260,000  -  Six  pounds  and  ten  ghillinge. 

„  £260,000       „  „  £600,000  -  Seven  pounds. 

£600,000        „            „        £1,000,000  -  Seven  pounds  and  ten  shillings. 
„        £1,000,000   Sight  pounds. 

And,  where  property  sabject  to  Duty  at  the  graduated  rates  to  be  imposed  in  conformity 
with  this  Besolauon  is  settled,  there  shall  be  levied  and  paid  to  Her  Majesty  upon  the 
pilncitwil  value  thereof  a  further  Dut^  of  £1  for  efery  foU  som  of  £100^  and  mt  any 
znctional  part  of  £100  over  any  mnltiple  tsX.  £100. 

In  respect  of  property  chargeable  wi^  Dnty  to  be  imposed  In  conformity  with  this 
Besolatim  uiere  shall  not  be  levied  the  Duties  following  (tlut  Is  to  say) 

1.  "Hie  Stamp  Duties  imposed  1^  '  The  Gnrtoms  and  Inland '  Revenue  Act,  1881,'  on  the 
affidavit  to  be  reqalred  and  received  from  the  person  applying  for  Probate  or  Letters 
of  Administration  in  England  or  Ireland,  or  on  the  inventory  to  be  exhibited  and 
recorded  in  Scotland. 

3.  The  Stamp  i>ntlea  hmpoMd  by  section  88  of  *The  Onstoms  and  Inland  Revenue  Act, 
1891,'  as  amended  and  extencted  by  section  U  of  '  The  Costoms  and  Inland  Bevenne 
Act,  1889,'  on  the  value  of  personal  or  moveable  property  to  be  included  in  acoonnta 
thereby  directed  to  be  delivered. 

3.  The  additional  Succession  Duties  imposed  by  section  21  of  *The  Custonft  and  Inland 
Bevenoe  Act,  1888.* 

4.  The  temporary  Estate  Duties  imposed  by  sections  6  and  6  of  'The  Customs  and 
Inland  Bevenne  Act,  1889.' 

6.  The  Duty  at  the  rate  of  one' pound  per  centum  which  would,  by  virtue  of  the  Acts  in 
force  relating  to  L^acy  Duty  or  SncoeaaioD  Duty,  have  been  payable  undo-  the  will  or 
intestacy  of  the  deceased,  or  on  or  by  referenoe  to  his  death,  under  his  dlqwntlon  or 
any  devolation  from  him,"— CkaiueUor  ifftke  StKhegutr.') 

After  long  Debate,  Resdution  agreed  to  ...  ...  ...  132ft 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ;  Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Qentlemen  a[^K^nted  to  prepare  and  bring  in 
a  Bill  upon  the  Besolutions  reported  from  the  Committee  of  Ways  ami  Means  on  the 
17th  instant,  and  then  agreed  to  by  the  House,  that  they  do  make  provision  therein 
poxBoant  to  the  said  Reaolntions,— <i$ir     T.  HiHort.^ 
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OoneUiattm  (Tnd*  IMipnta)  BUI  (Ho.  IM)— 

Second  Reading:    [^jourued  Debate.] 

Order  read,  for  reBaming  Adjourned  JOebftte  oa  Qae«tipa  [38rd  Apt^]« 
^That  the  BUl  be  now  read  a  seoond  time.** 

Question  again  proposed     Debate  resnmed. 

After  abort  Debate,  it  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 
Debate  to  be  reenraed  on  Thnndajr   ...  ...  ...  .. 

Qurtsr  SflMions  BUI  [Zon/*]  (Ho.  162)— 

Ord^  for  Second  Beading  read         ...  ...  ...  -  ».  1825 

Motion  made,  and  Question  {Mroposed,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  aeoond 
time.** 

After  short  Debute,  Motion  affreeet  to: — Bill  read  a  seoond  time,  and 
committed  for  Thursday. 

Bnildiaff  SodBtiM  (No.  %)  BiU  (Ko.  167>— 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a 
second  time,"— (itfr.  J7.  €UadHoiie.) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to.  BiU  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted to  the  Standing  Committee  on  Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice  and 
Legal  Procedure  ■■■  ...  ■•■  ...  m—  18S6 

B^Uglou  Tarti  (InUnd)  Bill  (No.  48)— 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time,"— (itfr.  P,  A.  M'Hugh,) 
After  short  Debate,  Second  Reading  deferred  till  To-morrow ...  *„  13S7 

Loeal  OoTomment  (Xreland)  Proriiioiua  Order  (No.  6)  Bill  Olo.  165)— B««d 
a  seoond  time,  and  emntnlttqd. 

WemfM,  Ao.,  Vatn  Froriilml  Ordar  BiU  (No.  168)— Bwd  a  seoond  tima^ 

and  committed. 

Metropolitan  Poliee  ProriiioHa  Order  Bill  (No.  147)  — Bapocted  wfthoot 
Amendment  [Fiortelon^  Older  eonfinned]  }  to  be  read  the  thbd  tfane  To^nonow. 


Message  fkok  the  Lobds— Statvve  Law  Bbtuion  Bills,  ftov— That 

they  hare  added  a  Lord  to  the  Joint  Committee  appointed  by  both 
Houses  on  Statute  Law  Berisiou  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill ;  and  request  this  House  to 
add  one  of  its  Members  to  the  said  Joint  Committee  for  the  eonsidetatioo 
of  the  said  BiU. 

MOTIONS, 


Sale  of  Intozieatiiig  Liqnort-'.en  Sunday  'BSl—Ordared  (Jff.  Jama  stevenaon, 
Mr.Ptrlu,  Mr.  Ck»ht  WUto%,  Mr.  Cotmu-Sardf,  Mr.  Jokm  WOton  (Dnrfaam),  Mr. 
ANV«,J(^.1F0Mlf;)— Hit  prasMited,  and  read  flnfeOm.  [BiUlM.] 

Prooadure  of  Aurliaaoit  AmeAdment  KSX-^Orieni  (Mr.  iMMcken,  Mr,  Joka 
£rii«,Jfr.  ir«Uim^I<m:)—Bm  pnoantsd,  and  xmd  lint  tlmtb  [IHU187.] 
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Mr.Sgah,  Mr.  atepiten  TmiiaMton,  Mr.  Z>wm.)— Bill  piewateii,  wul  read  flnt 
time.   \WX  188.] 

Skn  XbOTS  Aot  0A9f)  AlMOldllUBt  HU— O^^^  (J(r.  PtokmA,  Mr.  fiWM- 
Xmt,  JTr.  SMHiel  i^fti,  OrfMwI  BriiaetMM,  Mr.  Ckmuiing,  Mr,  nanUit  .•)--Bm 
pnwnted,  and  raad  flrit  tine.  [BiU  189.]  ,^  .„  ...1388 

Xakd  Acts  (Irzland) — 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  on  Land  Acta  (Ireland)  do  oonslst  of  Seventeen  Hemben. 

Ordered,  That  Ur.  Btodrick,  Mr.  Oanon,  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr,  Dillon,  Mr.  Hares  Ffsher,  Mr. 
FoUer,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healf,  Mr.  W.  Kenny,  Mr.  Leese,  Mr.  Maoaftn»,  Mr.  M'Gartaa,  Mr. 
John  Morley,  Mr.  Bobert .  Eeld,  Mr.  T.  W.  Bossell,  Mr.  Sextan,  Colonel  Waring,  and 
Mr.  WLarton  be  Members  of  the  Oonunittee. 

Ordered^  That  the  Committee  hare  power  to  send  for  peruuu,  papen,  and  nowds. 

Ordered^  That  Thne  be  the  qnomm,— C-^*  ?*•  SUit,} 

COMMONS,   WEDNESDAY,  APRIL 
ORDERS   OF   TBE  DAY, 


KoM  q^alX  Hoon)  Bill  (Ho.  10)— 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read         ...  .••  ...  ...  1329 

Motion  made^'and  Qnestioo  proposed,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time," — {Mr.  Roby.) 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now,," 
and  at  the  end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  daj  six 
months,*' — (Sir  A.  Hickman)        ...  ...  ...13^8 

Qnestion  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question  **  ...  1348 

After  Debate,  Mr.  Boby  rose  in,  his  plaoe^  and  claimed  to  mOTe,  That  the 
Question  be  now  pnt" ...  ...  ...  —  ...  .1388 

Qnestion,  "  Ttiat  the  Question  be  now  put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Qnestion  put  accordingly,  "  That  the  word  *  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Ques* 
tion'* The  House  divided  i—Ajes  281  ;  Noes  194.— (Division  List, 
No:  84.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  .**BilI  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

PuUio  Libraries  (Sootland)  Bill  (Ho.  Wl>— 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  Jiroposed,  **  That  the'Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
tiae,"-^irr.  DaineL)  . 

Aim-  short  Debate,  Motioa-Byreerf  to: — Bill  read  a  noond  tkn,  and  oom- 
mitted  for  To-morrow. 

Xativpditeii  PoUee  Proriunua  Ord«r  BiU  <Xo.  U7)-&e«l  the  thUd  tine,  and 
psised. 

CraoUM  BDl  do.  S0) — Order  for  Committee  read,  and  discha^edr—miwithdzawn. 


Fi'BLia  f  £!tiT40iw..CoHiu«riB^Tfai)rdB«{>(>rt=brougbt.up^  and  r^ ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Tabl%  aild  to  be  pnntad. 
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Ways  axd  Meaks — Finance  Bill— Resolation  [24th  April]  npoited,  and  . 
agreed  to. — [See  page  1229.] 
Ordered^  That  it  be  a  further  Imtmction  to  the  Oentlemen  appointed  to  prepare  and 
bring  is  a  Bill  upon  the  Resolutions  reported  finnn  the  ConiwitteQof  Waja  and  Hqus 
on  the  Ifth  instant,  and  then  agreed  to  b;  the  Hotisej  that  they  do  laaSka  provision 
therein  pursuant  to  the  Baid  Resolution. 

Bill  preteuted,  and  read  fint  time.   [Bill  190.1 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bills,  &c.  (Joint  Committee) — 

LoidB  MesB^  [24th  April]  requesting  thla  House  to  nominate  an  flddltional  Uember  to 
the  Joint  Committee  of  Lorcte  and  Commons  on  Statute  Law  Berision  Bills  and  Oon- 
solidation  Bills,  for  tiie  consideration  of  the  Merchant  Shippii^  Bill,  considered. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  [^pointed  by  this  Hoiue  to  join  with  the 
Committee  appointed  by  the  Lords  on  Statate  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation 
Bills]  do  conflist  of  Seren  Members. 

Ordered,  That  Sir  Edward  Hill  be  added  to  the  Committee  for  the  oonsideration  of  the  - 
Merchant  Shipping  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Lords  to  acquaint  them  Oiat  this  Hooie  has 
nominated  an  additional  ICember  to  the  ConuaitteBi  as  zequested  hy  tiw  haxdSf^Mr. 

T.  £.  rniu,^ 

LORDS,  THUBSDAT,  APRIL  26. 

Indian  Leoislative  Col*ncil8 — ^Addbess  fob  a  Bxtubn — 
Address  for— 

"  Return,  showing  the  composition  of  the  several  Legislative  Councils  in  India,  and 
extracts  or  copies  of  n^>ers  showing  the  B^ulations  made  under  Section  1,  Subjection 
(4),  of  ■  The  £idlait  Councils  Act,  1892,*  and  the  methods  by  which  th«es  Begulations 
have  been  carried  into  effect  in  the  seveial  Provinces  having  Legislative  Cooncils,"— 
(The  VUeoma  Crott)  ,.,  ...  ,.,  1385 

ObservatioDs  :— Address  agreed  to. 

Lliw  vf  Inheritance  Amendment  BiU  (No.  14)— 

Order  of  the  Dajr  for  the  Second  BendiDg,  read. 

Moved,  "That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2*,"--(7'Ac  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  ("  now  ")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the  Motion 
("this  day  six  months,'*)— (  TAe  Ditke  of  Norfolk)  ...  ...  1891 

After  Debate,  on  Question,  whether  ("  now  **)  sliall  stand  part  of  the 
Motion  ? — their  Lordships  divided : — Contents  52 ;  Not-Contents  63  1^)S 

Resolved  in  the  n^;ative ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  2*  this  daj  six  months. 

Ohuitable  Tnuts  Aeti  Amendment  Bill  (Vo.  >8>— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Moved, That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2","— (7Ae  Lor4  HaMmry,) 

Motion  agreed  ta  t — ^BiU  read  2*  accordingly,  and  eommitted  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Mondaj  next  Ma  •••  •M  liOi 

Law  JAlmxf,  Vwa  Oonrti  dreland)  Bill  Olo.  S8>-Honse  in  Committee 
(acconUng  to  OzdarO 

BUI  reported  wltiumt  Amendment ;  Btandlng  Committee  negatived ;  and  BUI  to  be  lead 
S"  KMUunvw. 

VoN  Kbausb's  Petition — Petition  from  Friedricfa  Wilbelm  von  Krause,  of 
the  City  of  Berlin,  Banker,  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  declare  the 
marriage  of  Gnstar  Adolph  ChrisUan  Egmont  Von  Kraiue  with  Marie 
Heinrioksdoiff  null  and  voidy— (7Ae  EaH  Lavderdaie,) 
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.the  CommouH,  That  they  liave  ordered  that  the  Select  Committee 
.appointed  by  tbem  to  joia  with  a  Committee  of  their  LordBbips  ou 
■Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills  do  meet  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  by  their  Lordships  in  Committee  Room  B  ou  Monday 
next,  at  Twelve  o^clook,  as  desired  by  their  Lordships. 

COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  APRIL  27. 

Morning  Sitting. 

New  Writ  Issued — For  the  Borough  of  Hackney  (Southern  Division),  v. 
Sir  Charles  Russell,  G.C.M.G.,  Manor  of  Northstead,— (.tfr.  T.  E> 
Mllis.) 

QUESTIONS. 
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Labocrers*  Cottaobs  in  the  Roscrba  Union— <iuestion,  Mr.  Crean ; 
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The  Lewis  Estates,  Galway— Questious,  Mr.  Roche,  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr. 

Bodkin,  Mr.-Sexton  ;  Answers,  Tlio  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 

J.  Morley). 
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ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 

 0  

Standino  CouHiTTEE  (Scotland) — RESOLUTION.    [Adjouroed  Debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resuminir  Adjourned  Debate  on  Main  Question,  as  amended 
[20th  April],' 

"  That,  in  addition  to  tbe  two  Standing  Commltteefi  appointed  under  Standing  Order  No. 
47,  a  Standinff  Committee  shall  h&  appointed  -for  the  cooBideiation  of  all  Bills,  intro* 
duoed  hj  a  Minister  c&  the  Crown,  relating  excliulTely  to  Scotland  which  may,  by 
order  of  the  House,  be  committed  to  them,  and  that  the  proTiBiona  of  Standii^  Order 
No.  47  shall  apply  to  the  said  Standing  Committee  : 

That  the  said  Standing  Committee  do  coosist  of  all  the  Members  representing  Scottish 
constituencies,  t<^tber  with  Fifteen  other  Members  to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection,  who  ahaU  have  power  from  time  to  time  to  dischai^  the  Members  so 
nominated  by  them  uid  to  appoint  othen  in  snbstitatlon  for  tiiose  discharged  : 

That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  49  and  fiO  do  apply  to  tin  Hdd  Standing  Committee,"— (iSir 
O.  TVvMfyiHi.) 

Question  again  proposed  : — Debate  resumed. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  9,  after  the  words  "  Committee  of  Selection," 
to  insert  the  words — 

"  who  shall  have  regard  in  such  appointment  to  the  desirability  of  approximating  the 
balance  of  Fa^es  in  the  Committee  to  that  of  the  Whole  House,  and,"--C-^''> 
Befukaw)  „.  .„  ...  1589 

Qaestion  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  iaserted." 
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Standikg  Committee  (Scotland) — eonttnued. 

After  Debate,  AmeDdment  amended,  by  leaving  out  the  words '*  desirability 
of  approximating,"  and  inserting  the  words  approxiination  of  "—{Mr. 
Wodehotue.) 

Words,  a»  amended,  inserted  ...  ...  ...  •••  1599 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  II,  after  the  word  ''discharged,"  to  insert  the 
words — 

''Provided  that  no  Bill  may  be  commltteil  to  the  said  Committee  TespectiDg  the 
eetablishmeDt  or  endowment  or  the  diBestabllehment  or  dfiendowment  of  rel^^ion,"— 
(Mr.  J.  J.  Campbell.^ 

Qnestion  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  *'     ...  •■•  1600 

After  short  Debate,  Ameiidment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ...  ...  1601 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1 1 ,  after  the  word  "  discharged,"  to  insert  the 
words — 

"  Prpvided  that  no  Bill  be  committed  to  the  said  Committee  which  does  not  refer  to  the 
whole  of  BcotUmd,"— <J/r.  A.  J.  Balfwr.')  ' 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  "     ...  m.  1602 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  1 77  ;  Noes 
212.— (Division  List,  No.  35)       ...  ...  ...  ...  1606 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words — 

"  Provided  always,  that  all  the  Members  represeDting  Scottish  coDstitaendes  shall  be 
excused  from  serving  on  Private  Bill  Committee8,"--(J/r.  ffazter,") 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added "      ...  ...  160T 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawD  1606 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed. 

After  further  Debate,  Main  Qaestion,  as  amended,  pat :— The  House 
divided : — Ayes  232 ;  Noes  207. — (Division  List,  No.  S6) ...  ...  1G1& 

Ordered,  That,  in  addition  to  the  two  Standing  Committees  appointed  ander  Standing 
Order  No.  47,  a  Standing  Committee  shall  be  appointed  for  the  conmderation  of  all 
Bills  introduced  by  a  Minister  of  tha  Crown  relating  exclusiv^y  to  Scotland  which 
may,  by  order  of  the  House,  be  committed  to  tbem,  and  that  the  provisions  of  Standing 
Order  No.  47  shall  apply  to  the  said  Standing  Committee  : 

That  the  said  Standing  Committee  do  consist  of  all  the  Members  representing  Scottish 
oonstJtoencies,  together  with  Fifteen  other  Members  to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection,  who  riiall  have  regard  in  vach  appointment  to  the  appnudmation  of  the. 
balance  of  Parties  in  the  Committee  to  that  of  the  whole  House,  aiid  who  shall  have 
power  &om  time  to  time  to  discharge  the  Members  so  nominated  by  them,  and  U> 
appoint  others  in  snbsUtatlou  for  those  discharged : 

That  Standing  Oilers  Xos,  49  and  50  do  apply  to  the  said  Standing  0Mnmittee,—(5jr  ff. 


MOTION. 


tiooal  OoTCnunent  (SootUnd)  Bill- 
Motion  for  Leave. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 

That  leave  be  given  to  bring  hi  a  Bill  to  establish  a  Local  Government  Board  tot  Soot- 
hmd,  and  make  farther  provisiott  tta  Local  Oovnmnent  In  Sootland,"— <iSir  B. 
Itvaelyaii.) 

After  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to       ...  ...  ..•  •••  1636 

Bill  ordered  {Sir  G.  Trevelyatty  The  Lord  Advocate^  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland .-) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  202.] 
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Orofters'  Holdiii(s  (SootUnd)  Aoto  Amendrnflnt  (Oonnty  of  Bute)  Bill 

(Ho.  142)- 

Order  for  Second  Beadiug  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  Th&t  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time," — {Sir  C.  Cameron.) 

After  obserrations,  it  being  ten  minates  to  Seven  (A  the  elock,  the  Debate 

stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  apon  Mondaj  next. 
Looftl  OOTemment  Oreluid)  ProTirional  Ordar  (Ho.  4)  Bill  (Ho.  140)-Biti 

nad  the  third  time,  and  paned. 

Pier  aiLd  Harbour  Provinonal  Order  (Ho.  1)  Bill  (Ho.  150)  — Ab  amended. 

oonaldereii  I  to  be  read  tiie  thiid  time  upon  Monday  next  „■  ••■  1687 

Pablio  Buildings  (London)  Bill- 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  4  : — Amendments  made. 

Another  Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line  30>  after  the  word  "  served,** 
to  insert  the  words  "  The  Order  sball  not  require  to  be  confirmed  hj  Act 
of  Parliament,"— (Jfr,  A,  C.  Morton.) 

Qoestion  proposed,  "  That  those  w<»d8  be  there  inserted." 

It  being  after  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the  clocks  and  objection  being 
taken  to  Further  Proceedings,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his 
report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  ^ain  upon  Wednesday  next. 

ScLXCTiON  (Stanmno  Coxhittxks) — Sir  John  Mowbray  reported  from  the 
Committee  of  Selection ;  That  they  had  added  the  following  Fifteen 
Members  to  the  Standing  Committee  on  Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and 
Legal  Procedure,  io  respect  of  the  Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill :  Mr. 
Gerald  Balfour,  Mr.  Banbury,  Mr.  Beun,  Mr.  Thomas  Henry  Bolton, 
Mr.  Bucknill  Dr.  Clark,  Mr.  Cohen,  Mr.  Crosfield,  Mr.  Dodd,  Mr. 
Thomas  Healy,  Mr.  Lees  Knowles,  Mr.  Herbert  Lewis,  Sir  Jtriin 
Lubbock,  Mr.  Piokersgill,  and  Mr.  George  Russell. 
Beport  to  He  upon  the  Table. 

Canal  Bates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  ProTuional  Ordar  CHo.  S)  (Bridgwater,  Ac 

Canalf)  ^SXi—OriereA  (Mr.^Tt,  Mr.  JfwidffUa  .-V-BIU  presented,  and  lead  lint 
time.  [BiU198.] 

Xarriage  with  a  Beoeaied  Wb's  Sister  "BUI— Ordered  (Jfr.  Seet  Daviet,  Mr. 

AlbeH  Bright,  Mr.  Lloyd-  George,  Mr.  Arek,  Mr.  Butband,  Mr.  Jbeeph  Patm  ■•)-  Bill 
presented,  aad  read  Bnt  time.    [Bill  199.] 

Steam  Trawlera  (Scotland)  WL— Ordered  (,Mr.  CromHe,  Mr.  AmlnUher,  Mr. 

JB0M«jtow,Sfr  IfUIiM  H^arfa^rWa.-)— Bmpra8eiited,a^  168S 

Knoi  Biqraltiea  and  Baiementi  KH— Ordered  (Mr.  At\erlef-JimM^  Mr,  Ckariet 
titiwle»tSirJameiJoieey,Mr.John  WiltanOittAMm),  mr  Charlea  DtSke,  Mr.Jonf^ 
Peae»,  Mr.  Piekavd      Bill  presented,  and  nad  first  time.  [BiU  801.] 
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Statute  Law  RkvisioK  BiLte,  Ao.— LondB  Meesftge  [26th  April]  relating 

to  the  Joint  Committee  on  Statute  Law  RevisioQ  Bills,  &c.,  considered. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  appointed  by  this  House  to  Join  with  the  Committee 
appointed  by  the  Ifords  on  Statute  Law  Beviaion  BilU  and  OonBolidatdon  Bills  do  meet 
the  Iiords  Committee  In  Conndttee  Room  B,  upon  Monday  next,  at  Twelve  (tf  the 
clock,  aa  proposed  by  tiieir  Lordehipe. 

Bfesaage  to  the  Lords  to  acquaint  t^em  therewith,— (Jfr.  T,  B.  JBHtf.) 
The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  Seven  of  the  clock. 

Evening  Sitting. 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 
— - — 0  — 

Supply— Coram  ittee. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair  :  "— 

Crofters  (Scotland)  Act,  1886— Resolution — 

Amendment  {nroj^sed,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words — 

*'  In  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  exuediei^  that  the  CrofteiiB  (Scotland)  Act  of  1880 
be  amemled  so  ss  to  increase  and  mske  effective  the  power  to  enlai^  existing  holdings^ 
and  to  provide  that  a  penon  who,  in  the  opinion  of  the  CoinmiBsionerB,i8  snbstantlaUT 
a  crofter,  and  who  is  resident  in  the  crofting  parish  in  w'hich  his  holdii^  is  sitoated, 
shall  not  necessarily  be  excluded  from  the  benefits  of  the  Act  be<»nBe  he  does  not 
reside  on  his  holdins;," — {Svr  D.  JtfaQ^arJan«,>—instead  therectf  ,,.  1644 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 

the  Question." 

After  Debate,  Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were  not  present ;  House 
counted,  and  40  Membera  not  being  present : — House  adjoomed  ^  1652 


LORDS,   MONDAY,   APRIL  30. 
The  Earl  of  Selborne— Sat  Speaker. 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure ;  and  resumed  bj  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Technical  Education — Motion  for  a  Return  ,..  „,  165S 

Aft^  short  observation!;,  Lord  Norton,  Lord  Monkswell, 

Betnm  showing,  as  re^rds  the  moneys  received  by  the  council  of  each  county  and 
connty  borough  in  England  and  Wales  out  of  the  residue  of  the  Local  Taxation 
(Customs  and  Excise)  Duties  in  respect  of  the  four  years  ended  the  31st  of  Mardi, 
1894,  the  Bggr^te  amount  expended  by  each  council  on  pnrpoees  other  than  educa- 
tion al  ;  and  what  has  been  flowed  to  accumulate  witiioot  approffflatiiHi :  Oiderod 
to  be  laid  before  the  House,— (rAc  Lord  NoHoiCi         ,„  ,„  .„  Igfig 

Charitable  Tntto  Aeto  Amendment  Bill  (No.  12)— 
Committee. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order). 

After  ObserTationa,  Bill  reported  without  amendment ;  and  re-committed 
to  the  Standing  Committee. 
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Local  floTflimniMit  (IreUiid)  ProTisional  Order  (Ho.  2)  Bill  —  Houm  in  Oom> 
(oooonUog  to  Order)  ;  Bill  repwted  wfthont  stneDdment ;  Standing  Committee 
negatived ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

Countr  Councils  ABsooiation  CSootUad)  ExpoiMi  Bill  (Bo.  27)  —  Bead  8> 

(according  to  Order),  and  passed. 

Eleotrie  ^hting  FroTirional  Orders  (No.  3)  Bill  [a.h.'i—Pregeiaed  (7%«  Lord 

^Vfrnr);  read  l' ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Bxaminerg.    (No.  86.) 

Local  Ooremment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  CHo.  4)  Bill— Brought  from  the 

Commons ;  read  1* ;  to  be  priatod  ;  and  referred  to  the  fixaminera.   (No.  36.) 


COMMONS,  MONDAY,  APRIL  30. 
Q  US  S TIONS  , 


The  Castlbblayney  Milk  Contbact — QueetioDa,  Mr.  W.  Johnston ; 

AnswerB,  The  Chief  Secretur  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)...  ...  1659 

The  FiHAJvOiAL  Relations  of  Gbeat  Bbitain  and  Ibbland— (^uefltions, 

Mr.  Hajden,  Mr.  Provand  j  Answers,  Tlie  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 

(Mr.  J.  Morley). 

The  Post  Office  and  the  Telephone  Companies — QueatioQs,  Sir  J. 

Fergu83on,  Mr.  LaboucUere,  Sir  J.  Whitehead  ;  Answers,  The  Postmaster 

General  (Mr.  A.  Morley)  ...  ...  ...  ...  1660 

Samoa — Questions,  Sir  T..£smoQde,  Mr.  Hogau ;  Answers,  The  Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  £.  Grey)         ...  ...  1661 

Expenses  under  the  Labourers  (Ireland)  Act — Question,  Mr.  E.  Barry  ; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  ...  1662 

Mabotsiland — Question,  Mr.  Crosfield  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 

State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  £.  Grey). 
Laboubbbs*  Cottages  in  the  Stbanoblab  Ukiok — Qnestions,  Mr.  A. 

O^Connor,  Mr.  Macartney  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 

(Mr,  J.  Morley)  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1668 

Casualties  to  Vessels  at  Huri^E — Questions,  Colonel  Cotton-Jodrell ; 

Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mi**  Mundella)  ...  1664 

The  Appointment  of  Magistrates — Questions,  Mr.  Dodd  ;  Answers,  The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith)  ...  1665 

"  ToRisH  V.  Orr  " — Question,  Mr.  Dane  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 

Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  ...  ...  ...  1666 

Mr.  James  Grant,  J.P.— Question,  Mr,,  W.  Johnston  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
Lunatics  in  Belfast  Wobkhousb— ^uestione,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  W. 

Kassell ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secrotary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  1667 
Postal  Arrakoehents  in  the  Iblahd  of  CuHBBAK--Question,  Mr. 

Graham  Murray  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  A.  Morley 1668 
Welsh  Cathedral  Churches — Question,  Mr.  Jasper  More  ;  Ansvo-,  The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith).  ,. 
The  "Escaped  Nun"  in  Glasgow — Question, Mr. Diamond  ;., Answer,  The 

Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  1669 
KiLP£DDEB  PET.Tr  SEssiONSr-Quostions,  Mr.  Killwide ;  Ahswers,  The  Chief 

SecretBo-y  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  ...  1670 

Ixisa  Xaboubbbs'  Titbe  BsMT-CHABaB  ABBBA^^-^uestions,  Mr.  Gibney, 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Sexton;   Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 

Ireland  (iLx.  J.  Morley). 
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THE 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES 

{Authorised  Edition) 

IK  THE 

THIRD   SESSIOy^  of   the  TWENTY-FIFTH  PARLIAMENT  of 
THE  United   Kingdom    of    GREAT  BRITAIN  and  IRELAND, 

APPOIXTED  TO  MEET  12  MaRCH  1894,  IK  THE  FiFTT-SevENTH  YbaR  OF 
THE  RbIGH  OP 

HER  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA. 

SECOND  VOLUME  OF  SESSION  1894. 


HOUSE    OF  LORDS, 
Tuetday,  10th  April  1894. 


EEPBE8ENTATIVB  PEERS  FOR  IRELAND. 

Viscount  Charlemoot — Report  made 
from  tbe  Lord  ChivDcellor,  that  the  right 
of  James  Alfred  Caulfeild  ViscouDt 
Cbftrtemont  to  rote  -at  the  electioDB  of 
SeprasentatiTo  Peers  for  Ireland  has  been 
eBtaUished  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Lord 
Chuieellor ;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  od 
tin  Table. 

Lord  Clonbrock — Report  made  from 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  that  tbe  right  of 
Lake  Gerald  Dillon  Baron  Cloubrock  to 
vote  at  the  elections  of  Representative 
Peers  for  Ireland  has  been  established  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  ; 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

VOL.  XXHI.  [fourth  iSEiBa.] 


STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILLS  AND 
CONSOLIDATION  BILLS. 

Moved,  "  That  a  Ckmuoittee  oi  Six  Lords  be- 
appointed  to  join  with  a  Committee  o(  the 
House  of  Commons  to  consider  all  Statute  Law 
Revision  Bills  and  ConBolidation  Bills  of  the 
present  Session  (The  Lord  Chancellor) ;  agreed 
to  :  The  Lords  following  were  named  of  the 
Committee : 

L.  Chancellor.      I       L.  Watson. 
B.  Morley.  t       L.  Halaburj. 

E.  Kimberley.      j       L.  Thnng. 

Ordered,  that  the  Committee  have  power  to 
agree  with  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  the  appointment  of  a  Chaii^ 
man ; 

Then  a  Message  was  ordered  to  be  sent  to  the 
House  of  Commons  to  acquwntthem  therewith, 
and  to  request  them  to  appoint  Six  Members  of 
that  House  to  join  with  the  sai<I  Committee 
parsnant  to  the  Besolatton  of  this  House  of  the 
16Ui  March  last  and  to  the  Message  of  the 
House  of  Commons  of  yesterday  sfgnifying 
tlwir  concurrence  in  the  said  Resolution. 

B 
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{COMMONS} 


Gaol. 


STANDING  ORbEBS  COHUITTEE. 
Appointed  :  The  Lords  following,  with  the 
Chairman  of  CommitteeB,  were  named  of  the 

Committee : 


M.  Lansdowne 
M.  Bath 

B.Winchikea  uid  Not- 
tingham 

£.  Chesterfield 
B.  Jersey 
£.  Lauderdale 
E.  Lindsay 
E.  Waldegrave 
E.  Cadogan 
E.  Belmore 
E.  Harrowhy 
E.  Amhent 
B,  Camperdown 
B.  Wharncliffe 
E.  Jiath<HQ 
B.  de  Hontalt 
T.  SidmoQtb 
v.  Hardinge 
V.  Oxenbridge 
L.  Carrington 

(£.  Chamberlain) 
L.  de  Ro9 
L.  Clioton 

L.  Zouche  of  Haryng- 
worth. 


L.  Balfour  of  Burley 
L.  Boyle 

(J^  Cork  and  Orrery) 
L.  Fozford 

(£.  LimerUfii) 
L.  Colchester 
L.  Wigan 

(KOraw/ordand 
Balflarrei) 
L,  PolHmore 
L.  Belper 

L,    Brougham  and 

Vaux 
L.  Houghton 
L.  Hartismcre 

(X.  Henniher) 
L.  Suidhorst 
L.  Fermanagh 
Erne) 
L.  Honk-Bretton 
L.  Sudley 

{E.  A r rail) 
L.  Northiogton 

(i,  Uenley') 
L.  CoWille  of  CulroBS 
L.  Kensington 


All  Petitions  relating  to  Standing  Orders 
which  shall  be  presents  during  the  present 
Session  referred  to  the  Committee  unless  other- 
wise ordered. 

COHHITTBB  OF  SELECTION. 
The  L«)rd8  following,  namely — 
E.  Lathom  j    L.  ColTille  of  Culross 

V.  Oxenbridgo  |    L.  Kensington 

with  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  were  ap- 
pointed a  Committee  to  select  and  propose  to 
the  House  the  names  of  the  Five  Lonls  to  form 
a  Select  Committee  for  the  coDsideration  of 
each  opposed  Private  Bill, 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS  OF>'ICBS. 
Select  Committee  appointed  :  The  Lords 
following,  with  the  Lorn  Chancellor,  the  Lotd 
Preaident,  and  the  Chnirmao  of  Committees, 
were  named  of  the  Committee  : 


D,  iUehmond 
D.  Saint  Albans 

D.  Devonshire 
H.  Breadalbane 

(i.  Steward) 
H.  Salisbury 
M.Bath 
H.  Blpon 
B.  WaldemTO 

E.  MountBc^icBmbe 
E.  Belmore 
E.  Harrowby 
E.  Bradford 
B.  Camperdown 
E.  StraSotd 
B.  Kimberley 
B.  Lathom 

BEHRINO  SEA  AWARD  BILL. 
Broaght  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1"  ;  to  be 
printed ;  and  to  be  read  S*  on  Thorsdaj  next ; 
(The  Barl  of  Kimberle7).~(No.  16.) 


E.  de  Montalt 
E.  Cranbrook 
E.  Ancaster 
V.  Oxenbridge 
V.  Cross 
L.  Boyle 

iE.Cork and  Orrery) 
L.  Foiford 

(K  Limerieii) 
L.  Colchester 
L.  Kerr 

(V.  Lothian) 
L.  RowtOQ 

L.  ColTlUe  of  Culross 
L.  Kensington 
L.  Knntafonl 


LOO  AL  OOTEBNMEKT  PROriSlOX  A  L  ORDER 
(HOtrSINO  OF  WORKING  CLASSES)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  Bead  1* ;  to  be 
printed ;  and  referred  to  the  Examinera. 
(No.  16.) 

LOCAL   OOTEENMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  BILL. 

Bronght  from  the  Commons  ;  Read  1*  ;  to  be 
printed;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 
(No.  17.) 

NORTH  BERWICK  PROTISIONAL  ORDBB 
BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  Bead  1* ;  to  be 
printed ;  and  refmvd  to  the  Examiners. 
(No.  18.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Four  o'clock, 
to  Thursday  next,  a  quarter 
past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  10th  April  1894. 


QUES  TIONS. 

DUNDALK  GAOL. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  LieutenaBt  of  Ireland  has  his 
attention  been  called  to  the  directions 
given  by  the  Prisons  Board  to  the 
Governor  of  Dundalk  Gaol  not  to  admit 
the  Sanitarj  Inspector  of  Nuisances 
(under  the  Public  Health  Act)  within 
the  gaol  ;  have  the  local  Magistrates 
fined  the  Governor  in  consequence  ;  will 
the  Prisous  Board  pay  the  fine ;  and 
what  steps  will  be  taken  for  the  pro- 
lection  of  public  health  where  it  is 
alleged  to  be  imperilled  by  nuisance 
within  gaol  walls  ? 

Tub  chief  SECRETARY  vob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlbt,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  My  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  case  referred  to,  and  to  the 
fact  that  the  Governor  of  the  prison  has 
been  fiued  for  refusing  to  obey  an  order 
of  the  Magistrates  to  admit  the  Sanitary 
Inspector  to  the  prison  premises  for  the 
purpose  of  inspecting  an  alleged  nuisance. 
The  Prisons  Board  will,  I  presnmc, 
under  the  circumstances,  pay  the  fine. 
With  regard  to  the  last  paragraph,  the 
Board  inform  me  that  it  is  not  possible 
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that  anj  daogeroua  uuisanoe  could  exist ' 
in  a  prison  with  the  existing  precautions 
takeu,  and  having  regard  to  the  statutable 
duties  required  to  be  performed  by  the 
Medical  Officer  and  the  Governor. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Will  not  some 
steps  be  taken  to  settle  this  matter,  or 
are  dangeroas  nuisances  to  be  allowed 
«till  to  exist  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEr  :  This  nuisance  is 
not  of  the  class  called  dangerous.  It  is 
a  question  of  burning  material  against 
the  wall.  The  Law  Officers  are  of  opinion 
that  the  sanitary  officers  can  claim  no 
right  of  entry. 

LABOUBERS'  COTTAGES  IN  DUNDALK 
UNION. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Local  Government  Board  Inspector 
only  recommended  1 1  labourers^  cottages 
out  of  21  recommended  by  Duodalk 
Union,  and  that  great  dissatisfaction 
exists  amongst  the  labourers  in  conse- 
quence ;  and  will  it  be  necessary  for  the 
labdurers  to  get  fresh  representations 
made  before  further  accommodation  for 
them  is  sanctioned  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  The  schemes 
recently  submitted  by  the  Guardians  of 
Dnndalk  Union  proposed  the  erection  of 
26  cottages,  but  the  Inspector  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  after  consider- 
ing the  evideoce  given  for  and  against 
the  proposal  at  the  local  inquiry  and  in- 
specting the  sites  selected,  felt  himself 
unable  to  recommend  sanction  to  the 
schranw  for  more  thau  11  houses  as 
stated  in  the  question.  Of  tiie  15  not 
recommended  two  were  withdrawn  by 
the  Guardians  at  the  inquiry  ;  the  sites 
for  five  others  were  not  suitable ;  and  the 
evidence  given  with  respect  to  the 
remaining  eight  the  Inspector  did  not 
consider  warranted  him  in  recommending 
them  for  approval.  No  objection  to  the 
Inspector's  Report  has  been'  received 
from  the  Board  of  Guardians,  and  it  is 
to  be  observed  that  78  cottages  have 
aheady  been  authorised  for  this  Union. 
With  regard  to  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
queattoD,  fresh  repmentations  would  be 
necessary  before  a  new  scheme  could  be 
made  by  the  Guardians. 


VEHICULAR  TBAFFIO  IN  PHffiNIX 
PABK,  DUBLIN. 
Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  any- 
thing further  has  been  done  by  the  Board 
of  Works  to  relax  their  proposed  closing 
of  the  Pbcenix  Park  roads  to  vehicular 
traffic  ;  is  it  the  fact  that,  while  trades- 
men's and  gardeners'  carts  are  excluded, 
permits  are  allowed  to  those  of  two  of 
the  local  gentry  ;  has  the  right  to  drive 
through  Koockmaruon  Gste  existed 
during  at  least  the  present  century ;  is 
he  aware  that  the  withdrawal  of  this 
right  will  lengthen  the  journey  between 
the  Strawberry  Beds  and  Dublin  by  two 
miles,  and  compel  the  asceut  and  descent 
of  the  steep  Knockmaroou  Htll,  which  is 
162  feet  over  sea  level,  and  also  that  the 
market  gardeners  of  the  district  feel 
acutely  the  closing  of  this  gate ;  and 
what  saving  to  the  Treasury  is  estimated 
to  result  from  the  snspeusiou  of  traffic 
through  the  park  via  Knockmaroou  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham)  : 
The  Board  of  Works  are  relaxing  the 
Regulations  with  reference  to  the  Knock- 
maroou Gate  in  favoiu*  of  all  previous 
passholders,  and  such  relaxation  will  hold 
good  until  the  next  Summer  ABsizes,  in 
order  to  give  the  Grand  Jury  the  oppor- 
tunity  of  making  provision  for  putting 
the  oounty  roads  in  proper  order  for 
heavy  ■tavffic.  No  riglit  to  use  the  pai^ 
road  has  ever  been  recognised,  permits 
having  invariably  been  required  for  all 
heavy  traffic.  I  am  informed  that  the 
closing  of  the  Knockmaroou  Gate 
lengthens  the  distance  from  that  gate  to 
Parkgate  Street  by  about  one  furlong, 
and  not  two  miles  ;  and  I  should  also 
point  out  that,  as  no  doubt  the  market 
gardenOTS  have  to  be  in  town  before 
6  a.m.  and  the  gate  ii  not  opened  till 
then,  the  actual  i  neon  valence  occasioned 
was  presumably  confined  to  the  ascent  of 
the  hill  on  the  home  journey.  The  object 
of  the  step  was  not  to  save  money  but  to 
prevent  an  abuse  which  directly  militates 
against  the  use  of  the  Park  as  a  pleasure 
resort  for  all  the  citizens  of  Dublin. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  explain  how  it  is  that 
the  privilege  is  granted  to  two  certain 
gentlemen  while  ordinary  common  people 
ore  shut  out  ? 
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•Sib  J.  T.  UIBBERT :  I  sboDld 
explain  that  light  traffic  has  never  heen 
in  qnestion,  bnt  only  heavy  traffic. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  on  the  Estimates  I  will  call 
attention  to  the  action  of  the  Board  of 
Works  in  Ireland,  and  their  general  con- 
duct in  connection  with  &e  Fbcenix 
Park. 

MANSLAUGHTER  BY  A  BELFAST 
SHIP'S  CARPENTER. 

Mr.  mains  (Donegal,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lor3 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that, 
on  the  3rd  of  Korember,  a  Belfast  ship's 
carpenter,  named  Aiken,  entered  the 
farm  of  a  Catholic,  named  Mallen,  at 
Garvagh,  County  Derry,  and  began  to 
beat  Mullen's  son,  who  was  working  in 
the  field,  with  a  loaded  stick,  and  that, 
on  the  boy  resisting,  Aikeu  drew  a  re- 
Tolrer  and  deliberately  fired  from  less 
than  a  yard's  distance,  killing  young 
Mullen  on  the  spot,  and  that  no  provoca- 
tion: for  the  maraer  was  given  ;  whether 
he  18  aware  that  the  entire  jury  were 
Protestants,  that  is  to  say,  of  the  re- 
Ifgioua  persuasion  of  the  prisoner ;  and 
will  any  steps  Bie  taken  to  restrain  the 
carrying  of  revolvers  ? 

Mr.  ROSS  (Londonderry)  :  Is  it  not 
a  fact  that  the  account  given  by  the 
deceased  man  was  proved  by  witnesses 
to  be  impossible  ;  was  not  the  prisoner 
himself  proved  to  have  been  injured  by 
the  blow  of  a  spade  ;  and  did  not  the  jury 
find  him  guilty  of  manslaughter  under 
provocation,  and  recommend  him  to  mercy 
on  account  of  the  marderous  assault  com- 
mitted on  him  before  the  pistol  was 
used  P  Further,  was  not  the  learned 
Judge — Justice  Andrews — entitled  to 
give  weight  to  the  view  of  the  jury  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot,  of 
course,  answer  questions  as  to  these 
detuls  without  notice.  The  facts  appear 
to  be  coirectly  stated  in  the  first  and 
second  paragraphs  of  the  question.  The 
jury  found  a  verdict  of  manslaughter, 
with  a  recommendation  to  mercy,  and  the 
learned  Judge  who  presided  sentenced 
the  prisoner  to  nine  months*  imprison- 
ment. I  presume  the  Jndge^  in  passing 
so  light  a  sentence,  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion on  the  facts  of  the  case  that  grave 
provocation  and  violence  preceded  the 
use  of  the  pistol.  The  police  are  of 
opinion  that  the  crime  was  due  to  the 


effects  of  drink.  With  regard  to  the 
thii^  paragraph,  the  County  of  London- 
derry is  not  proclaimed  against  the  carry- 
ing of  revolvers. 

Mit.  SEXTON  :  Is  it  not  the  case 
that  the  murdered  man  was  working  in  a 
field  while  the  murderer  was  swaggering 
about  all  day  with  a  revolver  ?  Is  it 
not  a  fact,  too,  that  the  sentence  will 
only  amount  to  about  four  months'  im- 
prisonment from  the  day  of  the  con- 
viction ;  and  can  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man explain  how  it  happened  that  in  the 
South  of  Ireland,  when  a  Catholic  is 
placed  on  his  trial  on  a  charge  involving 
Party  feeling.  Catholics  are  kept  out  ^ 
the  jury  box  and  an  entirely  Protestant 
jury  is  swom,  while  if  a  Protestant  is 
being  charged  the  whole  jury  is  composed 
of  Protestants  P 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  aware 
that  it  is  the  case  that,  since  I  have  been 
intimately  concerned  with  Irish  aLlminis- 
tration,  Irish  juriesihave  been  exclusively 
of  one  denomination.  I  think  the  con- 
trary is  the  case.  As  to  the  other  ques- 
tion of  my  hon.Friraid,  it  is  not  for  me  to 
review  the  conduct  of  the  Judge.  I  think 
my  hon.  Friend  is  in  error  in  stating  the 
length  of  the  imprisonment ;  I  think  the 
sentence  dates  from  the  day  of  committal. 
The  Judge  is,  I  understand,  a  scmpu- 
lously  fair-minded  Judge  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Criminal  Law,  and  he  came 
to  the  conclusion  he  ought  to  act  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  jury. '  I  believe 
he  does  not  co&sider  it  a  light  sentence 
under  the  circumstances,  and  if  he  thinks 
that  adequate,  it  is  not  for  me  to  revise  it. 

DRUNKEN  PaBLICANS. 

Sir  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN 
(Denbighshire,  £.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  report  in  the  local  news- 
papers of  a  case  decided  in  the  Wrexham 
Borough  Police  Court,  on  Monday,  the 
2nd  of  April,  from  which  it  appears  that, 
on  Monday,  the  2nd  instant,  a  licensee  of 
a  public-house  was  summoned  for  being 
found  drunk  on  his  licensed  premises- 
during  opening  hours  ;  th^  the  Magis- 
trate's clerk  said  a  publican  could  not  be- 
prosecuted  on  his  own  premises  during 
opening  hours,  and  based  his  advice  to 
the  Magistrate  upon  the  case  of  Warden 
V  Tye  "  ;  and  that  the  Bench  then  dis- 
missed the  Bummons  on  that  point ;  wher 
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ther  this  decision  is  correct  in  poiut  of 
law  ;  and  whether  any  authority  exists 
for  the  proposition  that  a  publican  is  at 
liberty  to  get  drunk,  provided  he  does^  so 
on  bis  nwa  premises  and  during  opening 

haOTB  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE 
FOR  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT 
(Mr.  AsQCiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  have  re- 
ferred to  the  case  of  "  Warden  v.  Tye," 
and  find  that  the  decision  was  that  a 
Uoensed  peruon  found  drunk  on  his  own 
premise  could  not  be  convicted  under 
Section  13  of  the  Licensing  Act.  1872, 
for  permitting  drunkenness  on  his  pre- 
mises. The  case  of  "  Warden  v.  Tye  " 
was  decided  in  1877,  and,  so  far  as  I 
kooir,  has  never  been  appealed.  I  con- 
clude, therefore,  that  the  law  wm  cor- 
rectly laid  down  in  that  case.  It  would 
appear,  however,  from  the  observations 
of  the  Judges  that  proceedings  might  be 
taken  under  Section  12,  which  imposes 
a  penalty  on  any  person  found  drunk  on 
Uoensed  premises. 

GOVERNMENT  CONTBACTOBS  AND 

TRADES  UNIONa 
Mr.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  :  I  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  he  is  aware 
that  Messrs.  Berry  and  Sons,  of  Ashbur- 
ton,  who  hold  a  contract  from  the  War 
Office  for  the  supply  of  serge,  have  dis- 
missed a  number  of  their  workmen  in 
consequence  of  their  having  joined  a 
Trade  Union;  and  ."Aether  he  will 
cause  inquiries  to  be  made  with  regard  to 
these  allegations  for  the  purpose  of 
ascertaining  the  facts  of  the  (;ase  ? 

■The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell-Banb<erman, 
Stirling,  &e.) :  No  complaint  or  report 
has  been  received  of  the  facts  stated  iu 
my  hon.  Friend's  question  ;  if  any  com- 
plaint should  uome  to  hand,  inquiry  will 
be  made  into  it. 

-  Mr.  FENWICK  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  of  his  own  initiative  make 
inquiries  into  this  case,  because  I  am 
•ssored  men  have  been  dismissed,  and 
only  recently  a  threat  was  made  that 
others  would  be  dismissed  if  they  joined 
the  Union  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
We  have  no  information  ;  and  I  do  not 
think  it  would  do  for  me  of  my  own 
accord  to  inquire  into  the  matter  without 
jsome  information  being  sent  me.  The 
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firm  in  question  have  a  very  small  con- 
tract. 

Me.  FENWICK  :  I  will  myself  sup- 
ply the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  in- 
formation. 

THE  ARRAN  FORKSHORE. 
Mr.  BIRKMYRE  (Ayr,  &c.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Thomas  Anderson,  fisherman, 
Ayr,  was  interdicted  by  the  Sheriff  of 
Bute  in  the  spring  of  last  year  from 
erecting  a  hut  ou  the  foreshore  of  Arran, 
on  uncultivated  ground  ;  and  whether  the 
right  lo  erect  such  a  hut  is  in  accordance 
with  the  Act,  Geo.  2,  c.  23,  entitled  "  An 
Act  for  Encouraging  the  Fisheries  in  that 
part  of  Great  Britain  called  Scotland  "  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
B.  Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c.)  :  I 
regret  that  I  have  not  seen  a  report  of  the 
case  referred  to  in  this  question,  but  the 
Act  of  29  Geo.  2,  c.  23,  which  my  hon. 
Friend  cites,  has,  I  think,  been  usually 
interpreted  to  give  to  fishermen  the  undis- 
turbed use  of  any  land  adjoining  the  sea- 
shore, which  may,  from  time  to  time,  be 
uncultivated,  for  purposes  incidental  to 
the  conduct  of  their  fishing  enterprise.  I 
am  not  aware  that  it  has  ever  been  ex- 
tended to  include  t\e  right  to  erect  a  hut 
or  other  structure  of  a  permanent  cha- 
racter. 

THE  VOLUNTEER  OFFICERS'  DECORA- 
TION. 

Mr.  BIRKMYRE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  it  is 
the  case  that  the  decorations  given  to 
Volunteer  officers  of  20  years'  standing 
are  withheld  from  officers  who  have 
served  part  of  that  time  in  the  ranks ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  proposes  to  adopt 
a  plan  by  which  the  decoration  will  be 
conferred  on  all  officers  who  have  com- 
pleted 20  years'  service  as  Volunteers, 
altogether  irrespective  of  the  rank  they 
have  held  during  any  part  of  their  period 
of  service  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
It  is  not  quite  as  the  hon.  Member 
supposes.  The  Roval  Warrant  expressly 
allows  half  the  time  in  the  ranks  to  count 
as  service  towanls  the  20  years'  service 
necessary  to  qualify  for  the  Volunteer 
officers'  decoration.  I  have  already 
stated,  in  reply  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Edinbnrgh,  that  officers  ^ 
20  years'  service  in  all  who  may  not  be 
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qaali6ed  for  the  officers*  decoration  will 
be  eligible  for  the  long  service  badge 
which  is  to  be  given  to  Volunteers  of 
20  yeara^  service  ? 

WBST  CORK  POSTAL  8BRV10E. 

Mr.  E.  BARRY  (Corli  Co.,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  re- 
BolutioDs  recently  passed  at  all  the  Poor 
Law  Boards  and  Town  Councils  of  West 
Cork,  and  also  by  the  Town  Council  of 
the  City  of  Cork,  protesting  aj^ainst  tlie 
existing  postal  service  in  West  Cork  as 
being  inadequate,  and  requesting  that  a 
mid-day*  train  be  despatched  from  Cork 
soon  Mter  the  arrival  of  the  Dublin 
train  ;  and  whether  steps  will  be  taken 
to  so  improve  the  postal  arraugemeuts  as 
to  secure  that  letters  arriving  from 
Dublin  and  England  by  the  morning  mail 
tu  Cork  may  be  transmitted  to  the  towns 
of  West  Cork  instead  of  being  re- 
tained as  at  present  in  Cork  for  three 
and  a-halF  hours  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEY,  Nottingham,  £.)  :  My 
attention  has  been  directed  to  this  sub- 
ject. The  delay  at  Cork,  mentioned  in 
this  question,  is  due  to  the  fact  that  there 
are  no  trains  from  Cork  to  the  West  by 
which  the  mails  are  carried.  The  Com- 
pany, who  have  been  approached  on  the 
subject,  are  apparently  of  opinion  that 
the  passenger  traffic  is  not  sufficient  to 
justify  them  in  running  a  train  at  the 
time  suggested,  and  demand  a  large 
additional  subsidy  if  sucb  a  train  is  run 
for  postal  purposes.  The  service  in  tlie 
district  referred  to  is  already  carried  on 
at  a  considerable  loss  to  the  revenue,  and 
I  regret  that  I  should  not  be  justified  in 
adding  to  the  loss  by  sanctioning  addi- 
tional payment  to  the  Railway  Company 
for  additional  service. 

Mr.  E.  BARRY  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  consent  to  receive  a  deputa- 
tion on  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  A.  MORLEY  :  Yes  ;  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  receive  a  small  deputation  on 
the  matter. 

FEES  OX  MAGISTERIAL  APPOINT- 
MENTS. 

Mr.  FARQUHARSON  (Dorset,  W.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  his  att%^tion 
has  been  called  to  the  fact  that  th&'j^f^k 
of  the  Peace  for  Essex  recently  c/ 

Mr,  CampheU'Bannerman  I 


the  16  new  Justices  of  the  Peace  a  fee 
of  £.2  12s.  6d.  each,  and  that  the  charge 
was  made  under  tlie  authority  of  a  Reso- 
lution of  the  Essex  Coart  of  Quarter 

Sessions  ;  and  whether  he  can  say  for 
whose  benefit  these  fees  are  imposed,  and 
to  what  expense  (if  anj)  the  Clerk  of 
the  Peace  or  the  County  is  put  when 
newly -appointed  Magistratoi  take  their 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Perhaps  I  may  bo 
allowed  to  answer  this  question.  The 
statement  in  the  first  paragraph  is  correct. 
I  am  not  able  to  give  any  definite  or  ade- 
quate answer  to  the  second  paragraph. 
The  whole  question  of  the  legality  of 
these  fees  and  of  their  amount  has  been 
for  some  time  under  consideration,  and  I 
am  about  to  issue  a  Circular  to  the  Clerks 
of  the  Peace,  which,  I  hope,  may  lead  to 
a  more  satisfactory  system. 

PAYMENTS  TO  MILITARY  PENSIONERtJ. 

Mk,  BARTLEY  (Islington,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  will  consider  whether  arrange- 
ments ran  be  made  by  which  pensions  to 
soldiers  and  Reservists  may  be  paid  weekly 
or  monthly  by  postal  orders  or  otherwise 
instead  of  quarterly  at  a  few  centres  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  hou.  Member  does  not  seem  to  be 
aware  that  the  payments  to  pensioners 
and  to  men  of  the  Reserve  are  now  made 
at  the  post  offices  near  which  they 
reside.  The  payments  to  pensioners  are 
made  quarterly  in  advance.  Supposing 
the  Post  Office  would  be  willing  to 
undertake  the  labour  of  monthly  Pay- 
ments, the  additional  cost  to  the  State 
would  be  great ;  it  has  been  estimated 
to  amount  to  at  least  £20,000  a  year. 
But  to  the  pensioners  themselves  the 
change  would  be  a  serious  hardship,  apart 
From  the  multiplied  formalities  which 
would  be  imposed  upon  Ihem.  Pensions 
being  paid  in  advance,  an  increased 
number  of  payments  involves,  of  course, 
a  permanent  postponement  of  the 
pension  ;  and  it  is  known  that  it  would 
be  most  distastufnl  to  the  great  majority 
of  the  men.  Moreover,  each  man  now 
receives  pensions  tor  a  period  extending 
on  the  average  to  six  and  a-balf  weeks 
after  his  death.  With  monthly  pay- 
ments this  boon  would  bo  reduced  to  a 
fortnight's  pension.  It  does  not  seem 
desirable  to  inflict  these  disadvantages 
upon  the  vast  majority  of  pensionera. 
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who,  I  am  glad  to  saj,  are  steady,  sober, 
and  weU-condacted  men,  for  the  sake  of 
a  few  who  caonot  resist  temptation. 
Besides,  an  incroase  of  the  number  of 
opportunities  of  temptation  would  be  a 
doubtful  benefit  eTon  to  these.  As  re- 
gards the  Reserve  men,  apart  from  the 
deferred  portion  of  their  pay,  which  ia 
issued  annually,  the  quarterly  payment  is 
30e.,  and  it  hardly  aeems  expedient  to 
divide  this  into  three  sums  of  10s. 

Mb.  BABTLEY  :  Then  do  I  under- 
stand the  right  hon.  Cientleman  that  he 
thinks  it  is  a  better  arrangement  for  the 
pensioners  to  get  three  months'  pay 
down  in  a  lump  sum  tlian  to  receive  a 
smaller  sum  at  shorter  periods  P  Would 
it  not  benefit  the  men  to  receive  it  in 
smaller  sums  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
If  a  man  receives  a  three  months'  pension 
in  adTance  it  must  be  a  greater  benefit  to 
him  tikan  if  he  were  paid  monthly.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  we  have  received  no  com- 
plaint from  the  men  themselves  as  to 
these  quarterly  payments.  The  evil,  such 
as  it  is,  is  confined  to  ft  few  men  who 
are  unable  to  resist  the  temptation  to 
drink. 

Mr,  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea)  :  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware 
that  the  present  system  of  pay- 
ing Reservists  prevents  men  moving 
about  from  place  to  place  to  secure  em- 
ploymrait,  with  the  result  that  they  are 
driven  to  low-class  lodging-house  keepers, 
and  small  beer  shopkeepers,  who  lend 
them  money  at  exorbitant  rates  of 
interest  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I  cannot  see  how  the  mode  of  paying 
Reserve  men  can  interfere  with  them 
seeking  employment.  The  money  is 
paid  at  the  post  office  nearest  to  a  man's 
residence,  and  if  he  changes  that  resi- 
dence even  two  or  three  times  in  one 
year  he  can  intimate  the  change  of  ad- 
dress to  the  paying  officer.  We  have  no 
complatDts  of  any  difficulty  in  this 
matter. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  prepared  to  appoint  a 
small  Departmental  Committee  to  hear 
the  views  of  the  London  Army  Reserve 
men,  who  feel  keenly  on  the  subject  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I  will  see  whether  there  is  room  for  the 
inves^gation   of  such   a  Committee. 


Indeed,  I  ahonld  be  glad  to  oonstitnte 
myself  a  Committee. 

STBIKB  AT  IHB  BOOTLE  JUTE 
COMPANY'S  WORKS. 
Colonel  SANDYS  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Bootle) :  In  the  absence  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  theMemberforCambridge 
University  (Sir  J.  Gorst),  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  strike  at  the  Bootle  Jute 
Company's  works  in  Liverpool,  wad  to 
the  ^legation  of  the  employes  ihat  the 
competition  of  Her  Majesty's  prisons  in 
sack-making  renders  the  employment  of 
women  at  the  wages  heretofore  paid  no 
longer  possible  ;  and  whether  he  will 
inquire  into  the  prices  at  which  sacks 
maide  in  Her  Majesty's  prisons  are  sold, 
and  so  regulate  the  price,  if  necessary,  as 
to  prevent  the  wages  of  other  workers 
being  forced  down  by  the  undue  com- 
petition  of  prison  labour  to  a  starvation 
point  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  According  to  the 
information  furnisbed,  the  strike  was  due 
to  a  threatened  reduction  of  the  hours  of 
labour  and  to  some  disputes  between  the 
women  and  their  employers  as  to  the 
time  at  which  their  wages  were  paid. 
With  regard  to  the  competition  of  Her 
Majesty's  prisons  in  sackmaking,  I  am 
informed  by  the  Chief  Constable  of 
Bootle  that  about  a  fortnight  prior  to 
this  strike  the  manager  of  the  Company 
made  arrangements  with  the  Governor 
of  Walton  Gaol  to  make  about  1,000 
sacks  per  week,  which  were  required 
for  a  special  purpose  bandsewn.  The 
manager  alleges  that  the  woric  at  the 
prison,  between  extra  curtiog,  packing, 
&c.,  costs  htm  about  50  per  cent,  more 
than  the  bag-making  at  his  own  works, 
which  is  all  done  by  machinery.  It  is 
stated  to  be  inconvenient  to  have  this 
work  done  on  the  premises  ;  and,  further, 
that  such  work  is  nowise  in  competition 
with  the  work  done  at  the  mill 

IPSWICH  BUBIAL  BOARD. 
Mb.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  action 
of  the  Rector  of  St.  Matthew's  parish, 
Ipswich,  who,  as  Chairman  of  a  Vestry 
meeting,  refused  to  entertain  a  demand 
for  a  poll  in  the  election  of  members  to 
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sit  on  the  Burial  Board  of  the  town  for 
that  parish,  he  himmlf  being  one  of  the 
candidates ;  whether  he  had  a  legal  right 
to  vefiue  a  poll ;  and  what  remedy,  if 
Mjy  the  parishioners  have  ? 

MB.ASQUITH:T&eChairman  states 
Uiat  nodemMid  for  a  p(^l  was  made,  and 
as  none  was  made  he  could  not  grant  one. 
QuestitMis  were  a&ked  as  to  the  right  to 
demand  a  poll,  but  according  to  the 
Chairmim  no  poll  was  in  fact  demanded 
by  aiqrbody.  As  to  the  legal  right  to 
refuse  a  poll,  I  may  remind  my  hon^ 
Friend  that  I  have  no  authority  over 
Vestries  in  their  action  with  respect  to 
the  election  of  members  to  Burial  Boards, 
and  no  opinion  of  mine  can  decide  the 
question  ;  bat  I  can  take  it  for  granted 
that  a  poll  can  be  legally  dema^ed  in 
Boch  cases,  inasmuch  as  the  Burial  Boards 
(Contested  Elections)  Act,  1885,  provides 
for  the  expenses  of  taking  such  polls. 
Perhaps  my  hon.  Friend  will  take  this 
as  an  answer  to  the  further  questions  lie 
has  put  to  me  privately. 

•Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingbam, 
Rusbcliffe)  :  Can  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man tell  us  what  the  Vicar  said  in 
answer  to  the  questions  about  a  poll  ? 
Did  he  say  there  was  no  right  to  demand 
one  ? 

Uk.  ASQUITH  :  I  cannot  say. 

INDIAN  OFFICIAL  PUBLICATIONS. 

Me.  H.  PLUNKETT  (Dublin  Co., 
S.)  :  I  b^  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether  he  is  aware  that,  of 
the  official  publications  issued  by  the 
Indian  Government  and  by  the  India 
Office  for  sale  to  the  public,  not  more 
than  60  per  cent,  are  to  be  found  in  the 
Library  of  the  British  Museum ;  and 
whether  he  will  undertake  to  ensure  a 
regular  supply  of  a  oopy  of  eftoh  official 
poblicntion  which  does  not  come  under 
the  provisions  of  "  The  Copyright  Act, 
lBi2,"  to  tbe  Natronal  Library  ? 

Th«  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlkr,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
facts  are  as  stated  in  the  hon.  Member's 
question.  Copies  of  all  official  publica- 
tions issued  by  the  Indian  Government 
and  sent  home  by  them,  and  of  all  such 
publications  issued  by  the  India  Office 
for  sale  to  the  pnblio,  are  sent  to  the 
British  Museum.  Moreover,  lists  of  all 
Indian  Government  publioationa  are  sent 
periodically  to  the   British  Museum 
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Avthorities  in  order  that  they -may,  if 
they  think  fit,  apply  for  a  copy  of  any 
woriE  which,  for  whatever  reason,  feAu 
not  been  already  supplied  to  them. 

CBTTEI/TT  TO  fiOBSlS  IN  LONDONV 
MH.BBOOKE  ROBINSON  (Dudley) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attenttoo 
has  been  called  to  the  charge  against 
William  Meet,  omnibus  proprietor,  on  the 
6th  of  March,  at  the  Guildhall,  for 
cruelty  to  his  horses,  when  it  appeared 
that  he  had  on  previous  occasions  been 
convioted  of  cruelty  to  his  omnibus 
horses ;  and  whether  the  attention  of 
the  au^orities  at  Scotland  Yard  is  called 
to  cases  where  a  person  has  been  con- 
victed more  than  once  of  (vnelty,  so  that 
they  may  refuse  in  suoh  coses  to  renew 
the  licences  ? 

Mk.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  informed 
that  charges  of  cruelty  bare  often  been 
preferred  concerning  horses  coming  from 
this  yard,  and  tbe  Magistrates  invariably 
have  a  difficulty  in  ascertaining  who  is 
responsible.  Th&  answer  to  tbfi  second 
part  of  the  question  is  in  the  affirmative. 
I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that  the  law 
should  be  rigorously  enforced  in  all  these 
cases,  and  I  have  suggested  to  the  Com- 
missioner of  the  City  Police  that  careful 
watch  should  be  kept  upon  horses  coming 
from  this  yard. 

MALICIOUS  BURNING  AT  CASTLEBAR. 

Dr.  R.  AMBROSE  (Mayo,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  claim 
for  damages  for  alleged  malicious  burning 
made  by  Martin  Conry,  of  Cairn,  at  the 
Presentment  Sessions  held  in  Castleliair  in 
December  last ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
there  was  the  clearest  evidence  to  show 
that  the' burning  was  the  result  of  an 
accident  arising  from  the  negligence  of 
Conry's  servant,  and  that  the  Head  Coo- 
stable  of  Police  at  Castlebar  gave  evi- 
dence to  the  effect  that  the  burning  was 
accidental  and  not  malicious ;  whether 
tbe  Presentment  Sessions,  composed  of 
Magistrates  and  associated  cesspayers, 
rejected  the  claim  ;  if,  notwithstanding, 
tbe  Grand  Jury  of  the  county,  with  Lord 
John  Browne  as  foreman,  refused  to  hear 
the  witnesses  against  the  claim,  and 
granted  to  Conry  £40,  which  was  about 
four  times  the  amount  of  the  damage 
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done  t  and  whetlier  any  eteps  etm  be 
taken  te  <  prevent  the  Grand  3mj  from 
w  toxMg  tiM  taxpayers  ? 

Hk.  J.  MORlilT  :  1  understand  that' 
tlie  claim  was  rejected  at  Presentment 
Sessions  held  in  November  laat,  but  that 
it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  Head  Con-, 
stable  was  examined  at  this  stage.  The 
Sessions  was  composed  of  one  Magi»- 
trate  and  three  cesapayers.     The  claim 
was  renewed  before  the  Grand  Jury,  and 
on  this  occasion  the  Head  Constable  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  that  the  fire  was- 
accidental.    The  Grand  Jury,  however, 
awarded  compensation  to  the  amount 
mentioned.   The  finding  of  the  Grand 
Jury  was  about  being  traversed  before' 
the  Judge  of  Atstze,  but  his  Lordship,  I 
am  informed,  stated  that  as  the  Grand 
Jury  were  so  unanimous  in  their  finding 
he  did  not  consider  it  a  case  to  be  in- 
quired into  by  him. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  Do  the 
Grand  Jury  have  to  pay  any  portion  of 
the  money  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  say, 

COMPLAINT  AGAINST  A  LTJEGAN 

POLICEMAN. 
Mb.  K  M'HUGH  (Armagh*  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  Ireland  whether  his 
attoitlon  bag  been  called  to  the  conduct 
of  Constable  Sands,  of  Union  Street 
Barracks,  Lnrgan,  towards  a  respectable 
young  man  named  Thomas  Brady  of  that 
town  ;  whether  he  charged  Brady  for 
obstructing  a  nurse  who  was  wheeling  a 
perambulator  in  Church  Place,  and  on 
Brady  remonstrating  with  the  constable 
that  he  had  done  nothing  of  the  kind, 
the  constable  beat  him  so  severely  with 
his  baton,  that  Brady  had  afterwiwds  to 
proeore  medical  assistance  to  have  the 
wound  in  his  head  stitched  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  Sands  then  arrested  Brady, 
and  brought  him  before  Mr.  M'Glynn, 
J.F.,  who  discharged  him,  and  directed 
a  summons  to  be  issued  ;  that  the  con- 
stable pursued  Brady,  re-arrested  him, 
and  brought  him  before  another  Magis- 
trate, Mr.  Crawford,  J.P.,  by  whom 
Brady  was  ordered  to  give  sureties  to 
appear  at  Petty  Sessions  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  nurse  swore  at  Petty 
Sessions  that  Brady  did  not  obstmct  her 
in  any  way ;  and  whether  he  will  make 
inquiries  into  the  irtiole  matter  ? 


Mr.'  J.  MOBLEY  r  1  am  informed 
that  the  constable  remonstrated  with 
Brady  for  pushlilg  another  man  against 
the  perambulator  which  contained  a  child; 
that  some  words  passed  between  l^em ; 
that  Brady  refused  to  give  his  name  to 
the  con8tid)le  who,  on  proceeding  to  arrest 
Brady,  received  from  him  a  blow  in  tho 
mouth ;  that  a  hostile  crowd  collected,  and 
that  in  the  course  of  the  melie  the  con- 
stable '  received  very  bad  treatment.  It 
is  tme  that  Brady  had  his  head  out  with 
the  baton,  but  the  constable  also  received 
several  cnts  about  the  face,  and  kicks  on 
the  body.  The  Ifagistrate  referred  to  in 
the  third  paragraph  ordered  the  prisoner 
to  be  discharged,  but  this  the  p^ice 
refused  to  do,  as  his  name  was  not  known 
to  them,  and  hedeclined  to.give  it.  The 
Magistrate  named  in  the  fourth  para- 
graph was  then  sent  for,  and  the  accused 
admitted  to  bail.  The  fact  is  as  stated 
in  the  fifth  paragraph,  but  one  of  the 
prisoner's  companions  admitted  having 
been  pnshed  by  Brady  against  the  per- 
ambulator, and  that  Brady  struck  the 
constable  first.  Brady  was  unanimously 
convicted  by  a  full  Bench  of  Magistrates 
on  the  20th  of  March,  and  fined  21s.  and 
costs. 

CANAL  TOLLS. 

Mr.  WILSON-TODD  (York,  N.B., 
Howdenshire)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  tho  Board  of  Trade  if  he  could 
say  when  the  Report  of  his  Department 
on  the  classification  of  goods  and  Schedule 
of  Tolls  submitted  by  the  Canal  Com- 
panies will  be  laid  before  Parliament,  and 
also  when  the  proposed  tolls  are  likely  to 
come  into  force  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Muxdella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  The  Draft  Provisional 
Orders  and  Schedules  of  Tolls  prepared 
by  the  Commissioner  appointed  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  are  in  a  forward  state, 
and  I  hope  shortly  to  introduce  Bills  to 
confirm  them.  It  will  be  proposed  that 
the  new  tolls  shall  come  into  operation  on 
January  1, 1895. 

DISTDRBANCES  IN  THE  GWEEDORB 

DISTRICT. 
Mr.  barton  (Armagh,  Mid.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  an  attnek, 
alleged  to  have  been  made  upon  a  small 
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bodj  of  poUce  engaged  on  protection 
duty  bj  a  crowd  of  persons  nambering 
several  hundreds,  on  the  29th  ultimo,  in 
the  Gweedore  district.  County  Donegal, 
in  which  a  Head  ConstaUe  was  rendwed 
nnconscious  by  wounds  on  the  head  and 
body,  and  a  sergeant  severely  wounded  ; 
whether  any  other  persons  were  injured  ; 
and  whether  any  of  the  attacking  party 
vere  identified  by  the  police,  and  any 
steps  taken  to  bring  them  to  justice  ? 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Donegal, 
W.)  :  Before  the  questiiHi  is  answered, 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
L«land  whether  be  is  aware  that  the 
rev.  gentleman  refnred  to  in  this  ques- 
ti(m  is  the  same  Ber.  Mr.  Nixon  who 
acquired  such  a  notoriety  some  years 
ago  for  carrying  oat  wholesale  and  heart- 
less evictions  ? 

Mb.  T.W.BUSSELL (Tyrone,  S.)  :  Is 
ttus  district  the  same  as  has  the  unhappy 
notoriety  of  being  the  locality  where 
District  Inspector  Martin  was  brutally 
murdered  ?  ^> 

Mk.  S.  M0RL£Y  :  I  beUeve  it  to  be 
the  same  district,  and  I  am  informed  that 
no  district  in  Ireland  has  been  more 
quiet  since  the  time  that  that  sad  occur- 
rence happened.  I  have  received  a 
Report  of  the  occurrence  referred  to,  the 
facts  as  to  which  are  substantially  as 
stated.  The  police  were  engaged  on  the 
occasion  in  protecting  a  process  server 
who  received  injuries  from  the  crowd, 
mnd  the  several  members  of  the  protecting 
party  were  also  strack  and  more  or  less 
injured.  No  arrests  were  made  by  the 
police  at  the  time,  but  they  hope  to  be 
able  to  identify  several  of  the  persons 
implicated. 

Ma.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  :  My  quee- 
tion  with  reference  to  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Nixon  has  not  yet  been  answered. 

!Ur.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  quiteunable 
to  answer  the  question,  because  there  ia 
no  name  of  any  clergy  man  mentioned  in 
the  question,  and  I  am  therefore  unable 
to  identify  the  rev.  gentleman  he  alludes 
to. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Have  I  correctly 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s 
answer.  He  has  said  that  no  district  in 
Ireland  has  been  quieter  since  the  murder 
id  Inspector  Martin  had  oocorred.  Does 
tile  right  hon.  Gentleman  connect  the 
death  of  Inspector  Martin  with  the  pre- 
sent quietness  of  the  district  ? 

Mr.BarUm 


Ms.  J.  MOBLEY:  I  should  hare 
thought  the  meaning  of  my  ronarks 
would  have  been  quite  obvious  to  any 
fair-minded  maii.  What  I  meant  to 
imply  was  this  :  that  at  the  time  when 
the  disastrous  and  criminal  affray  took 
place  thOTe  was  no  doubt  a  great  ex(»te- 
ment  in  the  district.  That  was,  how- 
ever, only  a  passing  excitement,  and 
since  that  time  uo  district  in  Ireland  has 
been  more  quiet. 

THE  IRISH  EDUCATION  ACT,  1892. 

Mb.  FIELD  (DubUn,  St.  Patrick's)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  yet  in  a  position  to  state  when  he  will 
introduce  his  Bill  to  remedy  the  defects 
in  "The  Irish  Education  Act,  1892  ;*' 
and,  if  not,  when  will  he  be  in  a  position 
to  make  the  announcement  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  at  present 
unable  to  say  when  I  will  introduce  the 
Bill ;  it  is  ready,  however,  and  will  be 
printed  in  the  course  of  a  few  days. 

COMP0LSOBY   SCHOOL  ATTENDANCE 
IN  RUBAL  DISTRICTS  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  FIELD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
teachers  of  Irish  National  schools,  at 
their  Congress  held  last  month,  and 
at  their  Congress  of  1893,  declared  that 
the  provisions  for  compulsory  attendance 
at  school  under  "The  Irish  Education 
Act,  1892,"  ought  to  be  extended  to  the 
rnr^  districts  ;  and  whether  he  intends 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  this  Session  for  the 
purpose  of  extwding  these  proviaions  to 
rural  districts  ? 

Ms.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  res(dutioa  in  fovour  of 
extending  the  provisionB  for  compulsory 
attendance  at  schools  to  rural  districts  ; 
but  I  am  not  prepared  at  present  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  for  this  extension  until  the  exist- 
ing provisions  of  the  Irish  Education  Act 
have  been  rendered  more  operative  than 
we  have  yet  been  able  to  make  them. 

NORTH  EASTERN  RAILWAY  TOLLS. 

Mb.  WBIGHTSON  (Stockon-on- 
Tees)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  with  reference  to  the 
decision  on  the  complaint  frf  Mesua.  A. 
Simpbon  and  Company,  of  Newoastle'On- 
Tyne,  against  the  Mmth  Eabtern  Bul- 
I  way  Company,  as  reported  in  the  |Hro- 
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ceediQgs  under  Section  31  of  the  Rail- 
way and  Canal  Traffic  Act  of  1888, 
whether  he  will  explain  on  what  grounds 
the  rating  therein  described  as  sanctioned 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  between  the  three 
northern  grain  ports  and  the  Town  of 
Sheffield  151  fixed  at  the  uniform  rate  of 
lis.  8d.  per  ton,  when  it  is  admitted  that 
the  Port  of  Stockton  is  30  miles  and  29 
miles  nearer  Sheffield  than  Newcastle 
and  Sunderland  reepefitiTely,  and  is 
tiierefore  by  this  uniform  rate  deprived  of 
the  geographical  advantage  of  her  posi- 
tion by  30  miles  of  rating  ;  and  whether 
the  Board  of  Trade  intends  to  allow  this 
rating  to  continue  to  the  disadvantage  of 
the  Stockton  traders  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  in  error  in  supposing  that  the 
uniform  rate  of  lis.  8d.  per  ton  between 
the  three  Northern  grain  ports  and  the 
Town  of  Sheffield  has  been  sanctioned  by 
the  Board  of  Trade.  The  Board  of 
Trade  have  no  power  to  sanction  or  to 
disallow  such  an  arrangement.  In  reply- 
ing to  the  complaint  made  by  Messrs.  A. 
Simpson  and  Company  the  Railway 
Company  stated  tbat  they  had  grouped 
the  three  Ports  mainly  for  public  con- 
venience. Whether  in  so  doing  the 
Company  have  or  have  not  subjected  the 
Port  of  Stockton  to  an  undue  preference 
in  favour  of  Newcastle  and  Sunderland 
ia  a  legal  question  upon  which  I  can 
express  no  opinion. 

CBUELTY  TO  SEAMEN. 

Mb.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON 
(Middlesbrough)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  alleged 
ill-treitmentof  a  seaman,  named  Larder,  on 
board  the  British  barque  Balkannah,  by 
Captains  Koope  and  Johnstone,  whilst  on 
a  voyage  from  Rio  de  Janeiro,  which 
resulted  in  the  death  of  Larder  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  man  Larder  was  put 
on  board  the  Balkannah  against  his 
will ;  and  whether  the  Board  ot  Trade 
propose  to  take  any  proceedings  against 
Captains  Roope  and  Johnstone  for 
causing  the  death  of  Larder  P 

•Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Yes.  Sir.  My 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  to  which  my  hon. 
Friend  refers,  and  I  am  informed  that  the 
seamau  in  question  is  stated  to  have  been 
put  on  board  the  Balkannah  against  his 
will.    The  wholo  circumntances  have 


been  laid  before  the  Public  Prosecutor, 
who  advises  me  that  no  criminal  pro- 
ceedings with  regard  to  the  death  of 
Leader  (or  Larder)  can  be  successfully 
taken.  The  Board  of  Trade  are,  how- 
ever, considering  whether  it  is  possible 
to  deal  with  the  certificates  of  any  of  the 
officers  who  were  to  blame.  I  may  add 
that  Roope  and  Johnstone  (or  Johnson) 
were  recently  summoned  at  Falmouth  for 
assault  and  were  fined. 

Mr.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  :  Is 
the  House  to  understand  that  if  a  seaman 
is  done  to  death  on  board  a  ship  by  a 
tyrannical  captain  there  is  no  law  in  this 
country  which  will  punish  the  captain  for 
the  act  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  Board  of 
Trade  brought  the  circumstances  under 
the  notice  of  the  Public  Prosecutor,  and 
he  advised  that  no  criminal  proceedings 
could  be  successfully  taken. 

Mr.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  :  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  of  the 
fact  that  within  the  past  three  weeks  two 
similar  cases  have  occurred,  and  that  no 
prosecution  has  taken  place  in  either 
case.  I  want  to  know  whether  there  is 
no  law  in  this  conntry  which  will  give 
the  same  protection  to  a  seaman  on  board 
a  ship  as  is  afforded  to  a  landsman  on 
shore  ? 

Me.  darling  (Deptford)  :  Does 
not  the  law  of  murder  and  the  law  of 
manslaughter  apply  on  board  ship  and 
give  the  same  protection  as  on  land  P 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  There  can  bono 
doubt  about  thai.  What  the  Board  of 
Trade  have  to  do  is  to  place  all  the 
evidence  before  the  Public  Prosecutor, 
and  it  is  for  him  to  determine  whether  he 
wilt  proceed  with  a  prosecution  or  not. 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  furnish  me  with 
particulars  of  the  two  cases  he  has  men- 
tioned I  will  take  care  to  see  tbat  they  are 
thoroughly  examined.  There  is  no  in- 
disposition on  the  part  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  afford  all  possible  protection. 

Mr.  WOLFF  (Belfast,  E.)  :  Is  there 
any  evidence  tbat  this  man  was  done  to 
death  by  the  captain  ? 

•Mr.  MUNDELLA:  The  Public 
Prosecutor  did  not  think  that  the  evi- 
dence was  sufficient  to  undertake  pro- 
ceedings. 

Mr.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  :  I 
do  not  attach  any  blame  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  lack  of  duty  in  this 
respect,  but,  knowing  the  circumstances 
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of  the  case,  I  ask  why  it  is  that  an  action 
cannot  be  laken  against  the  captain  when 
I  know  that  the  man  has  been  done  to 
death  ? 

[The  question  was  not  answered.] 

COST  OF  PRIVATE  BILLS. 
^  Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethual  Green, 
K.E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  he  is  aware  tbat 
there  is  some  difficulty  in  getting  the 
London  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill  and 
the  Thatoee  Couservauey  Bill  by  the 
outside  public ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  charge  for  those  Bills  is  6s.  to 
8b.  respectively  ;  and  whether  the  Go- 
vernment can  see  its  way  clear  to  issue 
those  Bills  like  Public  Bills  or  as  Parlia- 
mentary Papers  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  Standing 
Orders  of  the  House  of  Commons  require 
all  Private  Bills  to  be  printed  and 
delivered  at  the  Vote  Office  for  the  use 
of  Members  at  the  sole  expense  of  the 
promoters.  I  am  afraid  I  could  not,  in 
the  interests  of  economy,  recommend 
that  such  Bills  should  be  printed  at  the 
cost  of  the  taxpayer  like  Public  Bills  and 
Parliamentary  Papers. 

Mit,  HOWELL  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  these  Bills  pro- 
pose to  repeal  certain  Public  Acts,  and 
that  therefore  the  public  ought  to  be  able 
to  see  them  P 

Sir  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire)  : 
Surely  promoters  who  seek  to  repeal 
Public  Acts  shonld  6e  compelled  to 
print  their  Bills. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  stated  that 
die  Standing  Order  required  them  to 
print  and  deliver  the  Bills  at  the  Vote 
Office.  Bnt  the  question  of  the  hou. 
Member  refers  to  the  outside  public,  and 
I  do  not  see  why  the  taxpayers  of  the 
country  should  be  called  upon  to  pay  for 
the  printing  of  the  Bills. 

Mr.  HOWELL :  On  the  first  avail- 
able opportunity  I  shall  call  attention  to 
this  matter. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Cannot  a  rule 
be  laid  down  that  these  Private  Bills 
should  be  sold  to  the  public  at  the  same 
rate  as  Public  Acts  ? 

SirJ.  T.  HIBBERT:  I  do  not  think 
that  could  be  done.  I  am  told  that  the 
cost  of  printing  the  Bills  referred  to  in 
the  question  works  out  in  one  case  at  68. 
a  copy,  and  in  the  other  at  8s. 

Mr,  J.  ffaveloek  ffUaon 


LABODBERS'COTTiOKS  AT  NEWCASTLE 
WEST. 

Mr.  M.  AUSTIN  (Limerick,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  lis  the 
cause  of  the  deUy  in  tlie  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  not  taking  action  on  the  pro- 
posed scheme  of  labourers^  cottages 
promoted  by  the  Newcastle  West  Board 
of  Guardians  ;  and  will  an  Inspector  be 
sent  without  delay  to  hold  the  usual  in- 
quiry under  the  Labourers  Acts,  and 
facilitate  the  object  of  the  Guardianb  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEV  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  scheme  of  labourers*  cottages 
promoted  by  the  Newcastle  West  Bcuird 
of  Guardians  was  received  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  on  February  27  last. 
Proposals  of  this  kind  are  taken  in  order 
of  priority,  and  if  the  preliminaries  pre- 
scribed by  the  Act  are  found  to  have 
been  complied  with  by  the  Guardians, 
inquiries  are  arranged  for  at  the  earliest 
possible  date.  The  present  case  is  first 
on  the  list,  and  will  be  disposed  of  as 
quickly  as  possible.  Two  hundred  and 
fifty-seven  cottages  have  been  already 
built  in  this  Union,  and  the  new  scheme 
contemplates  the  erection  of  71  more. 

IMPOBTS  OF  8TBAW  BOTTLE 
ENVELOPES. 
Mr.  W.  KENNY  (Dublin,  St. 
Stepheu*ri  Green)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  it 
would  be  possible  to  grant  a  Return  of  the 
straw  bottle-envelope  imports  to  England, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland  ;  and  whether  in 
such  a  Return  particulars  could  l>e  given 
of  the  respective  quantities  derived  from 
the  convict  prisons  of  European  States  ; 
produced  by  steam  or  water-power  ma- 
chinery ;  nod  made  by  peasantry  as  a 
cottage  industry  ? 

"Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  It  Is  impossible 
for  the  Board  of  Trade  to  furnish  such  a 
Return.  Imports  of  straw  bottle  en- 
velopes are  not  distinguished  in  the 
Customs  Returns,  and  they  know  nothing 
of  their  mode  of  manu^ture. 

CESS  AND  STENT. 
Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  (Perth)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  he 
has  received  intimation  of  a  resolution 
unanimously  passed  by  the  Convention 
of  Royal  Burghs  with  regard  to  the 
taxes  of  cess  and  stent ;  if  so,  will  the 
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Goverament  shortly  iotrodnoe  the  legls- 
latioD  necesaary  to  give  effect  to  it  ? 

•Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  I  bave  re- 
cetred  no  Buch  intimation,  but,  if  it 
reaches  me,  the  question  whether  there 
sbonld  be  legislation  will  be  duly  con- 
sidered. 

FRAUDS  IN  THE  MEAT  TRADE. 
Me.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) :  I  beg  to  ask  tiie  Fresideot  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether,  if  a  case 
were  reported  to  him  of  a  butcher  selling 
froaen  meat  without  any  mark  or 
description  upon  it  as  fresh  English 
meatj  he  would  cause  a  prosecution  to  be 
instituted  under  the  Merchandise  Marks 
Acts  ? 

Mr.  CROMBIE  (Kiocaidineshire)  : 
At  the  same  time,  I  will  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether,  if  the  case 
were  reported  to  him  of  a  butcher  selling 
foreign  or  colonial  meat  which  was 
marked  as  English  meat,  or  which,  from 
the  invoice  given  with  it,  might  he  in- 
ferred to  be  English  meat,  he  would 
cause  a  prosecntion  to  be  instituted  under 
the  Merchandise  Marks  Acts  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Where  foreign 
or  Colonial  meat  is  described  in  the  in- 
voice as  "fresh  English  meat"  there 
would  seem  to  be  no  doubt  that  a  false 
trade  description  is  applied  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Merchandise  Marks  Acts, 
and  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  any 
person  or  Association  or  Local  Authority 
obtaining  a  conviction.  Last  week  a  case 
was  reported  in  which  the  Ham  and 
Bacon  Curers'  Association  obtained  con- 
victions and  penalties  where  Danish 
bacon  was  marked  Wiltshire.  Previous 
convictions  had  been  obtained  in  Liver- 
pool and  elsewhere.  The  Board  of 
Trade  would  consider  the  expediency  of 
taking  proceedings  if  a  suitable  case  was 
laid  before  them,  and  they  were  advised 
there  was  a  reasonable  prospect  of  con- 
viction ;  but  it  would  be  much  easier  for 
proceedings  to  be  taken  in  the  locality  by 
those  locally  interested  than  by  the  Board 
of  Trade. 

Mr.  JEFFRErS-:  Ma;y  I  ask,  in 
reference  to  the  bacon  case  in  which  the 
right  hoo.  Gentleman  says  a  prosecution 
was  Bucoesafally  carried  on— bacon  is  not 
always  marked  by  some  distinctive  mark. 
My  question  is,  whether  a  prosecution 
cannot  be  taken  against  a  botcher  who 
sells  foreign  meat  for  English  without 


marking  it,  and  whether  that  is  not  the 
reason  why  we  have  introduced  a  Bill  for 
the  marking  of  foreign  meat  ? 

Mb.  MUlf DELLA  :  Baoou  and  ham 
are  not  marked,  but  a  label  or  invoice 
are  put  upon  them.  There  is  no  penalty 
attached  to  the  selling  of  goods  that  are 
not  marked,  but  if  they  are  falsely 
described  a  person  can  be  prosecuted. 

Dr.  FARQUHABSON  :  May  I  ask 
whether,  if  a  proper  case  is  brought 
before  the '  right  hon.  Gentleman,  his 
Department  wilt  undertake  the  expense 
of  carrying  out  the  prosecntion  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Suppose  a  case 
occurs  in  Aberdeenshire^  would  it  not  be 
very  much  better  that  the  Aberdeenshire 
farmers  should  prosecute,  than  that  they 
should  ask  the  Board  of  Trade  to  come 
to  Aberdeenshire  and  prosecute  for 
them  ? 

Mr,  STUART -wort  LEY 
(Sheffield,  Hallam)  :  I  wish  to  ask  whe- 
ther there  is  anything  in  the  Statute,  or 
in  the  Regulations  made  under  it  at  the  time 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  M. 
Hieks-Beaoh)  was  at  the  Board  of  Trade» 
which  debars  the  Board  of  Trade  from 
prosecuting  in  cases  brought  to  their 
notice  by  individuals  ;  and  whether  in 
the  case  of  the  false  marking  of  files,  in 
which  an  entire  trade  was  interested,  the 
prosecution  was  not  instituted  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  when  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bristol  was  President  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  There  is  nothing 
to  debar  the  Board  of  Tradefrom  takingup 
a  prosecution  of  this  kind.  If  a  good  case 
is  laid  before  tbem,  and  it  is  found  that 
the  parties  cannot  do  it  better  thempelves, 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
prosecute.  In  regard  to  prosecutions  id 
the  file  trade,  ,  which  .  took .  place  first 
under  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  M. 
Hicks-Beach)  and  afterwards  in  my  own 
time,  that  was  a  case  in  which  a  number 
of  workmen  were  interested,  but  they 
were  unable  to  meet  the  expense  neces- 
sary to  carry  it  to  a  successful  couclusion, 
and  the  Board  of  Trade  took  it  up.  We 
would  do  that  in  the  case  of  any  general 
trade  placed  under  similar  circumstances. 
But  the  House  wiU  agree  that  in  the  case 
of  ftdse  marking  of  meat  it  is  better  to 
take  action  on  the  spot  thad  to  come  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  and  without  evidence 
to  ask  them  to  get  up  a  case. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  whether  in  the  Act  of  Parliameat ' 
amending  the  Merchandise  Marks  Act 
which  authorises  such  prosecutions  to  be 
taken  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  aud  in  the 
Regulations  which  were  laid  down  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  on  the  subject  of  prose- 
cutious  UDder  it,  a  diBtioctiou  was  not 
drawn  between  cases  which  affected  a 
whole  trade  and  oases  which  affected 
individuals,  it  being  considered  that  a 
prosecution  could  be  undertaken  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  in  the  first  case  and  not 
in  the  second,  and  whether  he  will  not 
apply  that  rule  which  was  acted  upon  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  in  the  case  of  the 
file  trade  to  the  meat  trade  also  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  In  regard  to  the 
power  of  prosecution,  a  great  deal  of 
discretion  is  given  to  the  Board  of  Trade. 
An  obligation  does  not  lie  on  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  prosecute.  It  is  ouly  in  cases 
where  the  Board  of  Trade  are  of  opinion 
that  the  public  interest  will  be  better 
served  by  their  taking  up  the  case  than 
by  their  leaving  it  to  the  individual  that 
they  prosecute.  I  think  in  the  case  of 
marking  by  a  false  description  it  would 
be  better  that  some  initiative  should  be 
shown  by  the  parties  interested,  than  that 
they  should  come  to  the  Board  of  Trade. 
I  have  not  yet  heard  of  a  single  prosecn- 
tiop. 

Dr.  FARQUHABSON  :  May  I  ask, 
in  regard  to  the  Aberdeenshire  case, 
whether  if  I  or  any  other  agriculturist  in 
the  North  of  Scotland  bring  a  case  to  his 
notice,  not  in  the  locality  but  in  London, 
he  will  prosecute  aud  bear  the  expense 
of  the  prosecution  P 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  If  it  is  shown  to 
me  that  the  agriculturists  of  the  North 
are  unable  to  pay  the  expenses  of  a 
prosecution,  the  Boud  of  Trade  will  be 
glad  to  do  so. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  May 
I  ask  whether  it  is  not  a  fnct  that  in  all 
parts  of  Scotland  there  is  a  public  prose- 
cutor who  prosecutes  in  nil  these  cases  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.]  „ 

THE  IRISH  L4NGUAGE  IN  IBISH  LAW 

COUKTS. 

Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  asl^  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  any  of  the  Magistrates  or 
Clerks  of  Petty  Sessions  in  the  Fro- 
vioces  of  Connaught  and  Munster,  and 
in  the  Counties  of  Donegal,  Derry, 

Sir  Si,  ffieks'Beack 


Tyrone,  Armagh,  aud  Cavan,  speak 
Trish,  and  how  many  ;  whether  a  proce- 
dure is  adopted  to  secure  that  persons 
who,  speaking  Irish  only,  charged  with 
offences  have  those  charges  and  the  evi- 
dence explained  to  them ;  have  any 
civil  proceedings  been  taken  against  or 
by  Irish-speaking  persons  in  recent 
times  at  Petty  Sessions ;  how  many 
persons  speaking  Irish  only  have  been 
confined  ia  gaols,  lunatic  asylums,  and 
Unions  ;  how  many  are  now  confined 
therein ;  and  how  many  of  the  officials 
in  gaols,  asylums,  and  Unions  speak 
Irish  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  There  are  no 
official  records  containing  the  detailed 
information  required  by  this  question. 
The  R^strar  of  Petty  Sessions  Clerks 
informs  me,  however,  that  in  497,  out 
of  a  total  number  of  606,  Petty 
Sessions  districts  in  Ireland  no  Irish- 
speakiug  persons  have  been  charged 
with  offences  within  the  memory  of  the 
present  clerks,  and  that  in  the  remaining 
109  districts  provision  is  made  for  an  in- 
terpreter, when  the  services  of  one  are 
required,  by  the  employment  of  a  person 
duly  sworn  so  to  act.  Provision  is  made 
by  the  Act  6  &  7  Will.  4,  c.  116,  for  the 
employment  and  remuneration  of  Irish 
interpreters  at  Assizes,  and  by  the  14  & 
15  Vict.,  c.  57,  at  Quarter  Sessions. 
There  is  no  statutory  provision  appli* 
cable  to  Petty  Sessions,  but  where  neces- 
sary, and  on  apjdioation,  I  have  been  in- 
formed the  Crown  provides  an  interpreter 
in  criminal  cases.  Paid  interpreters  are 
rarely  required,  however,  at  Petty  Ses- 
sions, as  there  are  usually  present  in 
Court  persons  who  volunteer  to  interpret 
upon  the  occasion  arising. 

THE  OBDNANCK  SCRVEY. 
Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  whe- 
ther,  having  regard  to  the  fact  of  the 
Ordnance  Surrey  being  an  excinaively 
civil  employment,  acd  not  by  any  means 
a  military  one,  he  woidd  ooosider  the  ad- 
visability to  work  the  Department  on 
the  same  lines  as  other  extensive  print- 
ing establishments,  by  abolishing  exces- 
sive boy  labour,  by  adopting  the  "fair 
wages  "  Resolution,  aud  by  employing  a 
staff  of  efficient  lithographic  draftsmen 
and  writers,  who  would  undertake  the 
work  at  once,  and  execute  it  in  an  ex- 
peditious manner,  tiier^yj  aoceloating 
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the  work  and  superseding  the  Bystem  at 
present  adopted  bj  the  Departmeot  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
or  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gard- 
VSR,  Essex,  SaffWm  Walden):  I  am 
afraid  I  can  only  refer  my  hon.  Friend  to 
the  reply  I  gave  to  the  question  he 
addressed  to  me  on  this  subject  on  the 
24th  of  August  last ;  but  I  may  perhaps 
add  that  the  present  staff  of  lithographic 
draftsmen  and  writers  is  entirely  effi- 
cient, and  that  as  the  work  is  kept  up  to 
the  publication  stage  without  any  undue 
delay  there  is  no  necessity  for  any  special 
acceleration  of  it. 

8CHULL  ANT)  BKIBBBRBBN  LIGHT 
RAILWAY. 

Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that, 
although  the  Schull  and  Skihbereen 
Light  Railway  is  now  extended  almost 
to  the  water's  edge,  the  engines  cannot 
run  over  the  new  sections  of  the  connec- 
ting rails;  whether  it  is  necessary  to 
obtain  an  Act  of  Parliameut  for  that 
purpose;  and  whether,  meantime,  pre- 
liminary permission  will  be  granted,  so 
that  the  railway  may  be  available  for  the 
approaching  fishing  season  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  advised  that 
hirther  legislation  to  effect  the  par- 
ticular object  mentioned  in  the  question 
is  not  necessary.  Under  Clause  33  of 
the  Schull  and  Skihbereen  Tramway  and 
Light  Railway  Order,  1892,  it  is  com- 
petent for  the  Committee  of  Manage- 
ment of  that  line  to  enter  into  an  agree- 
ment with  the  promoters  as  to  the 
maintenance  and  working  of  the  Sohall 
Pier  Extension  Line. 

SELECTION  (BTANDINO  COMMITTBB)— 
TRADE,  &c. 
Sir  J.  MOWBRAT  reported  from  the 
Committee  of  Selection  ;  That  they  had 
nominated  the  following  Members  to 
serve  on  the  Standing  Committee  for  the 
consideration  of  all  Bills  relating  to 
Trade  (including  Agriculture  and  Fish- 
ing), Shipping,  and  Manufacture  : — Mr. 
Addison,  Mr.  Arch,  Mr.  Barran,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks  Beach,  Mr.  Blake,  Mr. 
Bonsor,  Mr.  Boord,  Mr.  Brown,  Mr. 
Burt,  Mr.  Caine,  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man,  lit.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Channin^, 
Mr.  Jesse  Collings,  Mr.  Colman,  Sir 
Charles  Dalrymplci  Baron  Henry  De 


Worms,  Sir 'Frederick  Dixon-Hartland, 
Mr.  Everett,  Mr.  Charles  Fenwick,  Mr. 
Hayes  Fisher,  Mr.  Penrose  Fitzgerald, 
Mr.  Gilliat,  Sir  Julian  Goldsmid,  Mr. 
Goscheh,  Mr.  Qourley,  Sir  Reginald 
Hanson,  Mr.  Harrington,  Sir  John 
Hibbert,  Sir  William  Honldsworth,  Mr. 
Howell,  Mr.  Jackson,  Sir  James  Joicey, 
Mr.  Long,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr. 
Macartney,  Dr.  McDonnell,  Mr.  Mowbray, 
Mr.  Mundella,  Mr.  Murray,  Mr.  Naoroji, 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Oldroyd,  Sir  Richard 
Paget,  Sir  Joseph  Pease,  Mr.  Power, 
Mr.  Bandell,  Mr,  Rankin,  Mr.  Rathbone, 
Mr.  Roche,  Mr.  Bound,  Colonel  Saunder- 
Bon,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Thomas  Shaw, 
Mr.  Samuel  Smith,  Mr.  Solicitor  General, 
Sir  Mark  Stewart,  Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan, 
Mr.  Tomlinson,  Sir  George  Trevelyao, 
Sir  Richard  Webster,  Mr.  Webster,  Sir 
James  Whitehead,  Mr.  Stephen  William- 
son, Mr.  C.  H.  Wilson,  Mr.  John  Wilson 
(Goran),  and  Mr.  Young. 

LAW,  &c 

Sir  J.  MOWBRAY  further  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  Selection  :  That 
they  had  nominated  the  following  Mem- 
bers to  serve  on  the  Standing  Committee 
for  the  consideration  of  all  Bills  relating 
to  Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal 
Procedure  which  may,  by  Order  of  the 
House,  be  committed  to  such  Standing 
Committee: — Mr.  Ambrose,  Mr.  Asquith, 
Mr.  Atherley -Jones,  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Mr.  Bartley,  Mr.  Beach,  Mr. 
Bolitho,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright,  Mr.  Brodrick, 
Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  John  Burns,  Mr.  Carson, 
Sir  Edward  Clarke,  Mr.  Courtney,  Mr, 
Donald  Crawford,  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr, 
Curzon,  Mr.  Darling,  Sir  Charles  Dilke, 
Mr.  Dillon,  Sir  William  Hart  Dyke,'  Mr. 
Tatton  Egerton,  Mr.  John  Ellis,  Sir 
Thomas  Esmonde,  Mr.  Evans,  Sir  Walter 
Foster,  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler,  Mr.  Her- 
bert Gardner,  Mr.  Gathorne-Hardy,  Mr. 
Herbert  Gladstone,  Mr.  Haldane,  Sir 
Charles  Hall,  Sir  Edward  Harland,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Staveley  Hill,  Mr. 
Samuel  Hoare,  Mr.  Henry  Hobhouse, 
Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shutileworth,  Mr. 
Kenyon,  Mr.  Knox,  Mr.  Lawrence,  Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre,  Mr.  Lloyd-George,  Mr. 
Lockwood,  The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr. 
Mac  Neill,  Mr.  Matthews,  Mr.  John 
Morley,  Mr.  Edward  Morton,  Mr.  Mount, 
Mr.  MulholUnd,  Mr.  Mnnta,  Mr.  William 
O'Brien,    Sir   Charles   Peanon,  Mr. 
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PickarJ,  Mr.  Picton,  Mr.  Jofao  Redmond, 
Mr.  Brya  Roberto,  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  Sir 
George  BDSsell,  Mr.  Parker  Smith,  Mr. 
Francis  Stevenson,  Mr.  Storey,  Mr. 
Taylor,  Sir  Richard  Temple,  Mr.  Webb, 
Mr.  Whitmore,  and  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley. 

Reports  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
ORDERS  OF  THE  DAF. 

SOPPLT— COMMITTBB. 
Supply, — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

NAVY  BSTIHATS8,  1894^. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  Bum,  not  exceeding  £1,771,800,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  liefray  the  Expense 
at  the  Personnel  for  Shtpbuilcung,  Repairs, 
and  Maintenance,  incliuling  the  cost  of  &tab- 
lishmenu  of  Dockyards  and  Naval  Yards  at 
Home  and  Abrorul,  Which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  endhig  on  the  81st 
day  of  Uarcb,  1895." 

Mr.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  said,  that  when  the  Kavy  Esti- 
mates W6re  laid  before  the  tiouse  a 
promise  was  made  on  behalf  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  there  should  be  full  dis- 
cussion at  a  later  stage  iu  consideration 
of  the  Estimates  being  quickly  passed 
for  the  convenience  of  the  public  Ser- 
vice, and,  therefore,  if  in  the  course  of 
his  remarks  he  travelled  beyond  the 
immediate  Vot«  before  .the  House,  he 
hoped  tbo  Chairman,  foUowiog  the  usual 
practice  iu  the  case  of  a  mutual  arrange- 
mentbetweeu  the  two  sides  of  the  House, 
woukl  allow  him  some  latitude.  The 
Home  Secretary  bad  recently  made  a 
speech  in  the  country,  when  he  was 
endeavouring  to  catch  votes,  iu  the  course 
of  which  he  alluded  to  what  he  was 
pleased  to  term — 

"  The  action  of  the  predecessors  of  the  present 
GoTemmeut  in  r^anl  to  naval  policy." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
they 

"Had  built  a  nnmber  of  additional  ships 
without  making  any  provision  for  additional 
men  to  man  them ; ' ' 

and  added— 

"  If  we  Indalge  In  soch  expenditure  ve  shall 
neither  conceal  the  amonnt  of  It  nor  transfer 
the  burden  to  sacceediug  yeara." 

He  had  hoped  that  the  Debate  might 
have  been  kept  outside  Farty  and  poli- 
tical oonsideratioDS,  mud  he  regretted 


that,  for  the  purpose  of  catching  a  few 
votes  in  a  Scotch  constituency,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  have  thought 
it  his  duty  to  go  to  the  country  and 
make  these  assertions  on  the  eve  of  the 
polling  wheu  no  reply  could  be  made  to 
bim.  The  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
had  made  a  similar  statement  in  a 
Northern  town,  and  neifher  gentleman 
could  have  informed  himself  of  what  the 
late  Admiralty  administration  had  done, 
or  of  what  the  present  Government  was 
doing.  As  to  the  charge  of  not  pro- 
viding for  additional  men,  the  Esti- 
mates of  1886-87,  the  last  year  of 
the  Liberal  Administration  at  that  time 
iu  Office,  provided  for  61,400  men, 
and  the  Elstimates  of  1892-93,  prepared 
under  the  guidance  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Middlesex,  provided  for 
74,100  men,  an  increase  of  nearly  13,000. 
As  to  the  charge  of  concealing  expendi- 
ture, it  was  clear  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  opened  this  year's  Esti- 
mates. For  the  first  time  for  many  years 
the  Estimates  failed  to  give  the  coat  of 
the  various  vessels  for  the  building  of 
which  the  House  was  asked  to  vote 
money.  The  tnformatlou  was  withheld 
even  in  respect  to  vessels  contracted  for 
as  long  ago  as  lost  December.  Further, 
it  would  have  been  fairer  and  more 
accurate  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  Civil  Lord,  in  speaking  of  the 
transfer  of  burdens  to  succeeding  years, 
had  added  that  within  the  year  after  the 
last  of  the  vessels  built  under  the  Naval 
Defence  Act  was  completed,  every  six- 
pence spent  upon  those  vessels  would 
have  been  provided  for.  The  present  Go- 
vernment, in  fact,  would  not  have  any 
burden  cast  upon  it  to  pay  for  tbo 
ships  built  by  the  late  Government, 
The  charge  had  already  been  laid  on  the 
taxpayers.  He. thought  he  would  be  able 
to  show  that  the  policy  of  casting  the 
burden  upon  future  years  was  the  policy 
which  had  been  adopted  throughout  the 
present  Estimates.  He  was  sorry  to 
have  to  repeat  some  of  the  points  he  men- 
tioned on  the  last  occasion  the  subject 
was  before  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  answered  for  the  De- 
partment in  this  House  was  good 
enough  to  desoribe  the  speeches  made 
before  he  rose  as  mist  and  driszle. 
He  (Mr.  Forwood)  was  sorry  that 
the  sunshine  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman^s  eloquence  did  not  dispel 
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that  mist  and  drizzle.  He  had  as^ed 
upon  what  standard  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty had  based  their  present  provision 
for  new  ships.  Was  it  based  upon  naval 
expert  opiaioo,  or  upon  the  exigencies 
of  finance  ?  He  could  not  think  it  was 
based  upon  oaval  expert, opinion.  He 
could  not  believe  that  responsible  officers 
in  high  positions  would  take  to-day  so 
different  a  view  of  the  strength  at  which 
the  British  Navy  ought  to  be  maintained 
from  what  they  took  five  or  six  years  ago. 
Comparing  what  the  Government  pro- 
posed to-day  with  the  relative  strength 
laid  down  by  expert  naval  officers  in 
1888,  which  the  British  fleet  should 
maiutaln  in  order  to  cope  with  a  com- 
bination of  the  Fleets  of  .  two  great 
European  Powers,  he  found  an  inferiority 
of  four  first-class  battleships,  nine  second- 
elass  battleships,  eight  first-class  cruisers, 
and  five  seoond-class  cruisers.  He  knew 
they  were  assured  that  iu  the  succeeding 
years  there  was  to  be  an  addition  to  the 
pn^Amme,  but  what  that  addition  was 
to  be  was  carefully  concealed  from  that 
House.  They  had  this  fact  established — 
that  if  they  were  to  raise  the  standard  of 
the  British  Navy  up  to  that  position 
considered  necessary  by  naval  officers 
five  or  six  years  ago,  it  would  be 
necessary  to  add  to  the  number  already 
provided  for  those  vessels  he  had  just 
r^erred  to,  and  they  would  cost  beyond 
the  figures  already  placed  before  the 
country  something  like  £14,000,000. 
He  would,  then,  ask  what  provision  had 
been  made  in  order  to  enable  the  ti-overn- 
ment  to  carry  out  the  incomplete  pro- 
gramme which  they  had  actually  laid 
before  the  country  ?  He  had  taken  some 
trouble  in  going  through  the  Estimates 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  an  answer 
to  his  question,  and  he  had  btien  com- 
pelled to  make  an  estimate  for  himself  as 
to  the  probable  cost  of  the  new  vessels 
that  were  about  to  be  constructed.  He 
found  that  the  dockyard  ships  now  in 
course  of  construction  would  cost 
£7,750,000.  To  meet  that  expenditure 
the  G^>v6mment  took  in  this  yearns 
Estimates  £2,318,000.  If  a  propor- 
tionate rate  of  progress  was  to  be  made 
with  these  vessels  as  was  made  with 
those  built  under  the  Naval  Defence 
Act,  the  sum  required  iu  1895-6,  in- 
stead of  being  £2,318,000,  would  be 
£3,150,000,  or  an  increase  on  the 
present  Estimate  of   about  £800,000 
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on  dockyard  ships  alone.  He  attributed 
the  unequal  proportion  of  expenditure 
in  the  present  and  future  years  largely 
to  the  delay  in  proceeding  with  the 
tliree  firet-claas  battleships  and  in  com- 
mencing others.  Had  those  vessels  been 
advanced,  as  it  was  intended  they  should 
be  in  1893-4,  there  would  have  been 
a  fairer  and  more  equitable  distribution  of 
the  expenditure  on  this  Vote.  The  cost 
of  the  two  battleships  and  certain  smaller 
ships  that  were  to  be  built  by  contract 
would  be  just  under  £5,000,000.  For 
pushing  on  these  ships  the  Government 
only  provided  in  the  present  Estimates  a 
sum  of  £874,000.  If  these  vessels  were 
to  make  substantial  progress,  instead  of 
£874,000  provided  in  1894-5  tliey  would 
require  at  least  £2,500,000  in  1895-6. 
Taking  the  total  in  the  shipbuilding  pro- 
gramme of  the  Government  for  1894-5, 
the  amount  they  proposed  to  expend,  and 
the  amount  that  must  be  spent  upon 
them  in  1895-6,  he  found  that  for  18tf4-5 
£4,500,000  in  ronnd  figures  was  included 
in  the  Estimates ;  whereas  in  1895-6,  if 
proper  progress  iu  their  constrnction  were 
to  be  made,  they  would  have  to  find 
no  less  than  £5,670,000,  or  an  increase  of 
£1,170,000.  If  that  was  not  concealing 
the  real  financial  state  oE  the  matter 
from  the  conntry,  and  if  that  was  not 
postponing  expenditure  to  the  future,  he 
really  did  not  know  the  meaning  of  the 
words.  But  this  increase  on  the  Ship- 
building Vote  was  only  the  beginning 
of  the  increase,  for  they  were  promis^ 
by  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  that 
next  year  there  would  be  an  additional 
programme.  If  that  farther  programme 
was  to  be  one  intended  to  raise  the 
strength  of  the  Navy  at  alt  to  the 
standard  to  which  it  was  raised  under  the 
Naval  Defence  Act,  there  must  be  a 
very  considerable  additional  expenditure 
next  year.  He  could  not  put  that  at 
less  than  £1,000,000,  and  he  believed 
the  new  constrnction  next  year  would  be 
£2,000,000  in  excess  of  that  which  was 
provided  this  year.  One  reason  given 
for  the  position  in  which  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  fonnd  themselvra  to-day  was 
the  excessive  expenditure  sprung  upon 
them  in  regard  to  the  cost  of  new  torpedo- 
boat  destroyers.  He  attached  some  weight 
and  importance  to  this  point.  These  tor- 
pedo-boat destroyers,  of  which  43  were  to 
be  built  at  a  cost  of  £1,500,000,  of  which 
£1,229,000  was  included  in  the  Estimates 
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of  next  year,  were  entirety  a  new  depar- 
ture ID  naval  shipbaiUiug.  Shipbuilding 
experts  in  the  House  would  know  that 
one  of  the  latest  modern  inventions  was 
tubulous  boilers.  They  had  been  used  in 
France  in  ships  of  the  Belleville  type 
with  fair  results  for  some  years,  and  he 
had  no  reason  to  suppose  that  in  time 
they  would  not  develop  into  snch  a  form 
and  character  as  to  be  used  on  a  large 
aeale  in  Her  Majesty's  Navy.  But  be 
tiionght  that  before  the  coantry  was 
committed  to  so  large  an  ezpeuditure  on 
a  class  of  vessel  fitted  with  a  new 
deacription  of  boiler  it  would  have  been 
better  if  they  had  had  some  of  these 
Tessels  teated  under  all  sorts  of  con- 
ditions, to  see  if  those  boilers  really 
answered  the  expectations  formed  of 
them.  He  would  not  hold  back  in  the 
matter  of  experiments.  No  doubt  in  one  or 
two  of  these  vessels  very  fast  speeds  would 
be  maintained ;  and  he  hoped  they  would 
bear  the  hard  wear  and  tear  under  all 
circumstances.  This,  however,  had  yet 
to  be  ascertained,  and  he  thought  the 
Government  should  not  have  ordered  42 
of  these  boats  until  a  good  test  of  them 
had  been  obtained.  He  knew  it  would 
be  said  that  the  French  Government,  or 
or  some  other  nation,  had  gone  largely 
into  this  class  of  vessels.  It  was  very 
necessary,  undoubtedly,  to  take  care  that 
their  Navy  was  provided  with  vessels 
fully  equal  to  the  most  modem  require- 
ments ;  but  they  were  a  class  of  vessel 
which  could  be  built  in  a  comparatively 
short  time,  and  it  would,  in  his  opinion, 
have  been  far  better  to  have  devoted  a 
good  proportion  of  the  money  set  aside 
for  these  torpedo-boat  destroyers  to  push- 
ing on  the  large  battleships,  which  took 
three  or  four  years  to  complete.  He 
might  mention  that  he  had  desired  to 
put  one  of  these  tubulous  boilers  for 
experimental  purposes  into  a  merchant 
vessel  carrying  passengers ;  bat  the  Board 
of  Trade  hail,  so  far,  declined  to  grant  a 
passenger  certificate  for  that  boiler  as 
being  safe.  He  was  bound  to  say  that 
Lloyd's  hod  consented  to  the  boiler 
being  introduced,  but  the  Board  of  Trade 
held  aloof ;  so  that  they  had  one 
Department  of  the  Government  de- 
clining to  allow  a  boilerj  of  this  descrip- 
tion to  be  put  into  a  merchant  vessel, 
while  another  Department — the  Admi- 
ralty— were  putting  them  wholesale  into 
those  vessels  on  which  they  depended 

Jfr.  ForvHtod 
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for  the  security  and  welfare  Of  the 
country.  Another  reason  why  there 
must  be  a  large  growth  in  their  Esti- 
mates was  that  the  .  present  Board 
declined  to  take  the  warning  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty (Lord  G.  Hamilton)  last  year — that 
if  they  pushed  vessels  on  to  completion 
tliey  would  find  themselves  compelled, 
if  they  wanted  to  keep  the  s^ime  number 
of  men  employed  at  the  docks,  to  make 
A  greater  demand  for  material ;  and  the 
present  Estimates  showed  this^  for, 
although  they  were  employing  500  fewer 
men,  and  the  wages  bill  was  £25,000  less 
than  last  year,  the  quantity  of  material 
and  contract  work  necessary  to  be  pur- 
chased to  give  employment  to  the  smaller 
number  of  men  was  £750,000  more  tban 
last  year.  As  to  the  unfair  burden 
which  it  was  said  the  late  Government 
had  thrown  upon  the  future,  he  found 
from  the  Auditor  General's  Eeport  of 
1892-93  Estimates,  which  had  just 
reached  their  hands,  that  £503,000  pro- 
vided for  that  year  was  left  unspent  by 
their  successors,  and  but  for  the  Nav^ 
Defence  Act  that  sum  would  have  liad 
to  be  returned  to  the  Exchequer  at  the 
end  of  the  year,  and  then  be  levied  in 
new  taxation  in  the  present  y^u*.  But 
that  £503,000  did  not  represent  all  the 
surplus  supplied  by  the  late  Government 
and  unspent  by  their  successors.  The 
stock  of  naval  stores  purchased  out  of 
the  fund  the  late  Government  had  left 
had  increased  in  12  months  by  no  less  a 
sum  tban  £100,000,  while  the  stock  of 
victualling  stores  had  increased  by 
£50,000,  and  the  Admiralty  had  also 
been  able  to  undertake  further  works 
without  additional  demands  upon  the 
Exchequer.  Therefore,  this  statement 
of  the  late  Government  haviug  thrown  a 
heavy  burden  on  their  successors  would 
'not  bear  a  minute's  investigatiou. 
In  the  present  Estimates  the  Admi- 
ralty provided  a  sum  of  £2,920,000 
for  contract  work,  of  which  £1,227,000 
was  for  propelling  machinery.  The 
Government  bad  discarded  the  system 
of  the  Naval  Defence  Act,  under 
which,  if  contractors  did  not  earn  the 
money  which  the  House  of  Commons  had 
voted  during  the  current  year,  the  balance 
was  available  to  pay  contractors  daring 
the  year  following.  It  was  impossible  to 
estimate  that  contractors  would  earn  the 
whole  sum  in  one  twelvemonth,  and  there 
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-would  be  a  large  amoant  to  be  soireDclered 
to  the  Treasury  in  the  next  year.  He 
would  now  deal  with  anotber  point 
wbich   be  considered   of  considerable 
importance,   and    that    was    the  em- 
ployment of  Indian  troopships.  These 
ships  occupied  something  like  1,600  feet 
of  quay  space.     Now  the  GoTerument 
were  asking  for  an  increase  in  the  dock 
accommodation,  and   he   thought  that 
before  they  embarked  on  this  large  ex- 
penditure and   on   the  expenditure  in 
repairing  these  troopships,  they  should 
consider  whether  they  could  not  save  this 
valuable  quay  space.    Every  sixpence 
that  we  could  save  the  revenue  of  India 
wae  also  of  vast  importance  at  the  present 
date.    He  had  asked  a  question  as  to  the 
comparative  cost  of  carrying  troops  in 
merchant  vessels  and  in  these  troopships, 
and  the  answer  which  he  had  received 
was  that  the  merchant  vessel,  ton  for  ton, 
carried  fewer  adults,  and  therefore  there 
was  less  overcrowding,  while  the  cost 
was  £7  18s.  4d.  per  head,  as  compared 
with  £12  Os.  Id.  by  the  Indian  troopships. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  had  then  gone  on 
to  say  that  since  the  number  of  the  latter 
had  been  reduced  from  five  to  four,  the 
cost  had  been  reduced  to  £9  9s.  per  head. 
The  right   hon.  Gentleman   had  said, 
further,  that  the  hiring  of  the  merchant 
troopship,  which  was  a  vessel  belonging 
to  the  Cuoard  Company,  was  at  an  ex- 
ceptionally low  figure ;  but  he  (Mr.  For- 
wood)  would  ifrom  his  own  experience 
gay  that  that  vessel  was  obtained  at  an 
abnormally  high  price,  and  that  if  the 
Admiralty  had  promised  not  a  period 
(tf  employment  of  two  months,  but  the 
period  during   which    that  merchant 
vessel  had  been   engaged,   the  hire 
would   not   have  been  within   26  per 
cent,  of   what   the  Government  paid. 
If  the  right  hon.  Barouet  would  give  the 
Peninsular  aud  Oriental  and  other  im- 
portant Companies  trading  to  India  an 
opportunity  of  carrying  the  troops  the  Go- 
Temment  would  get  the  troops  carried 
oat  at  £7  per  bE»d,  whereas  under  the 
present  system  of  their  troopship  service 
It  cost  altogether  something  like  £13 
per  head.    By  adopting  the  system  he 
suggested,  the  Government  would  effect 
a  saving  of  £6  per  head,  and  the  troops, 
instead  of  being  crowded  up  in  the  way 
they  were  now,  would  be  carried  out  in 
detachments  of  smaller  numbers  at  greater 
^)eed  and  with  much  more  satisfaction 


to  all  concerned.   It  might  be  said  that 
they  had  a  number  of  naval  men  employed 
in  these  ships.    He  said  that  when  they 
were  rather  put  to  it  to  obtain  a  suffi- 
ciency of  men  to  man  their  vessels  in  the 
Fleet,  it  was  not  good  policy  to  lock  up 
their  blue-jackets  iu  carrying  troops  to 
India,  because  whilst  employed  iu  such 
service  they  did  not  gain  that  experience 
which  it  was  absolutely  uecessary  they 
should  gain  if  tliey  were  to  be  employed 
in  these  ships  of  war.    He  hoped  they 
should  see  very  shortly  the  gradual  t«- 
mtnation  of  the  system  of  carrying  troops 
by  Indian  troopships,  and  the  system 
adopted  of  carrying  men  to  aud  from 
India  by  merchant  vessels.    There  was 
another  point  upon  which  he  should  like 
to  say  one  or  two  words.    They  were 
asked  to  largely  iucrease  the  number  of 
Beamen  for  the  manning  of  the  Fleet. 
No  one  would  doubt  the  propriety  of  the 
Government's  proposal  in  that  respect, 
and  he  was  sure  it  had  been  cordially 
welcomed  by  the   House.     But  they 
should  take  care  that  when  they  got 
the  men  that  they  gave  them  and 
the    officers    the    fullest  opportunity 
of  learning  their  business  and  gaining  sea 
experience.  This  country  was  very  much 
exercised   a  few  months  ago   by  the 
return  of  one  of  their  finest  ironclads 
after  encountering  a  terrible  gale  in  the 
Bay  of  Biscay,  and  the  first  impression 
upon  the  minds  of  the  country  was  that 
they  had  an  unseaworthy  and  unsafe 
vessel ;  that  they  bad  spent  millions  of 
mouey  upon  this  and  other  sister  ships, 
and  that  this  money,  as  many  people 
thought,    had   been    almost  wasted. 
Happily,  since  that  statement  appeared 
in  the  Freas,  they  had  had  from  the  very 
distinguished  and  able  man  who  presided 
over  the  Constructive  Department  of  the 
Admiralty  a  Paper  upon  the  performance 
of  that  ship  at  sea,  and  they  had  had,  in 
very  simple  language,  the  fact  brought 
out  that  the  periods  of  the  swell  of  the 
waves  in  the  trough  of  which  this  ship 
proceeded  were  such  as  to  impart  to  her 
her  maximum  roUing  propensity,  aud 
that  if  the  commanding  officer  had 
pointed  her  in  the  direction  she  was 
going  she  would  have  been  as  steady  as 
a  rock.   Later  on,  when  a  gale  sprung 
up,  they  found  the  ship  was  overwhelmed 
with  the  sea  ;  her  hatches,  which  had 
been  battened  down,  were  brokeu  open  : 
her  ventilators  opened,  and  the  water 
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found  its  way  into  the  stokeboles.  The 
explanatioD  given  of  the  veBsel'a  putting 
back  was  that  the  Captain  was  afraid 
there  was  not  sufficient  coal  onboard.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  at  the  time  she  began  to 
put  back  she  had  double  the  quantity  of 
coal  on  board  that  was  necessary  to  carry 
her  to  her  destination.  He  repeated 
what  he  had  said  in  this  House,  and 
elsewhere,  that  what  they  wanted  was 
more  experience  on  the  part  of  the 
officers  of  the  vessels  of  which  they  were 
going  to  be  put  in  command.  It  was 
not  fair  to  take  an  officer  out  of  a 
moderate-sized  ship  and  put  him  in 
responsible  command  straight  away  of 
one  of  these  monster  irouclads.  They 
must  give  an  opportunity  to  the  officer 
as  well  as  the  crew  to  know  from  experi- 
ence what  these  vessels  did  tn  the  sea- 
way. He  would  give  the  Committee 
some  facts,  so  that  they  might  form  an 
idea  of  the  amount  of  eicperience  the 
present  officers  and  seamen  of  the  Navy 
had  an  opportunity  of  obtaiDing.  They 
bad  a  traiuiug  squadrou  in  which  some 
1,500  boys  were  trained,  in  the  training 
sliips  or  bulks  at  the  ports,  into  seamen. 
He  was  only  taking  one  year's  operations. 
Of  these  1,500  boys,  the  training  ships 
accommodated  only  408,  so  that  scarcely 
one-third  of  the  boys  who  were  trained 
for  the  sea  at  ve^  considerable  expense 
had  an  opportunity  of  going  to  sea  in 
the  training  ships.  He  was  not  sure 
whether  this  was  the  best  form  of  train- 
ing, and  whether  it  was  not  better  that 
the  boys  should  be  buffetted  about  in 
larger  vessels,  and  their  duties  learned  in 
the  vessels  in  which  they  would  be 
called  upon  to  fight  in  case  of  war. 
These  40B  youths  went  to  sea  in  the 
training  ships  iu  the  fairest  weather  and 
in  the  pleasantest  latitudes.  The  vessels 
had  both  sailing  and  steaming  power, 
and  in  bad  weather  they  went  under 
steam.  These  408  youths  oat  of  the 
1,500  had  only  150  days*  experience  in 
the  course  of  the  year  on  the  blue  water, 
and  the  rest  of  the  time  they  occu- 
pied in  the  ports.  What  opportunity 
was  there  afforded  to  these  young  men, 
therefore,  to  acquire  the  art  of  seaman- 
ship ?  Again,  taking  six  vessels  iu  the 
Mediterranean  Fleet  and  the  Channel 
Squadron — and  these  were  typical  of  the 
rest — he  found  that  the  average  number 
of  days  on  which  these  six  ahips  were  ont 
of  harbour  in  one  twelvemonth  was  80. 

Mr.  Forwood 


That  meant  that  they  were  less  than  one- 
fourth  of  their  time  at  sea.  Of  those  80 
days,  they  wero  only  48  days  under 
steam,  the  average  speed  at  which  they 
proceeded  when  under  steam  being  barely 
eight  knots.  How  was  it  possible  Uiey 
could  give  their  officers  fair  experiencO 
of  real  sea-goiog  work  if  they  had  only 
48  days  a  year  under  steam  ?  How  were 
they  likely  to  gain  from  such  limited 
service  that  experience  that  would  stand 
them  in  good  stead  when  they  were 
compelled  to  undertake  the  work  of 
dealing  with  large  and  heavy  ships,  w^ch 
proceeded  at  a  high  rate  of  speed  and 
under  such  circumstances  as  would  arise 
iu  the  case  of  a  war  ?  There  was 
another  point  be  should  like  to  mention, 
and  that  was  the  proposal  to  enlist  in  the 
sea  service  800  men  from  the  Royal 
Naval  Reserve  as  permanent  or  con- 
tinuous hands  in  the  Royal  Navy.  There 
was  no  one  more  anxious  than  he  to  see 
the  bonds  of  union  between  the  Mercan- 
tile and  Royal  Navy  drawn  closer  to- 
gether. He  believed  that  the  closer  the 
fellowship  they  established  between  the 
two  Services  the  better  it  would  be 
for  both  Services  and  decidedly  the  better 
for  the  nation.  This,  he  thought,  was  a 
very  opportune  time  for  looking  this 
matter  fairly  and  squarely  in  the  face. 
They  were  calling  upon  the  men  from  the 
Mercantile  Navy  to  come  and  serve  as 
continuous  service  men  on  ships  of  war. 
As  further  new  ships  were  required  to  be 
built,  undoubtedly  they  should  have  to 
look  for  the  manning  of  the  ships  more 
to  the  Mercantile  Navy  than  they  had 
done  in  the  past.  He  was  sorry  to  say 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  Mercantile 
Marine,  as  the  reserve  or  nursery  of  the 
English  Fleet,  was  not  improving.  He 
thought  the  education  and  training  of 
their  modern  mercantile  seamen  was  not 
what  it  used  to  be,  and  as  steamers  in- 
creased year  by  year  the  opportunity  of 
training  men  through  the  Mercantile 
Marine  for  the  Royal  Navy  would  grow 
less  and  less.  Steamers  did  not  take 
apprentices,  the  boys  they  took  being  for 
the  purpose  of  looking  after  the  cabins 
and  mess-rooms,  so  that  they  could  not 
learn  the  duties  of  seamen  on  board  such 
vessels.  The  supply  of  British  seamen 
for  the  Mercantile  Service  would  be- 
come a  burning  question  some  day,  and 
had  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
been  present  he  should  have  appealed  to 
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the  right  hoD.  GeotlemaD  to  allow  the 
Committee  he  was  going  to  appoint  to 
also  inquire  into  the  means  of  the  better 
supply  and  traioing  of  men  for  the  Mer- 
cantile Marine.  Formerly  compulsory 
apprenticeship  was  enforced,  and  every 
shipowner  had  to  take  a  certain 
number  of  apprentices,  according  to 
the  tonnage  of  bis  vessel.  For 
example,  when  the  tonnage  of  this 
country  was  only  3,000,000,  the  number 
of  apprentices  was  nearly  16,000.  To- 
day, when  the  tonnage  of  the  country 
was  10,000,000,  the  number  of  appren- 
tices enrolled  was  only  2,200,  showing 
that  abaolately  there  was  no  proper 
nursery  or  provision  being  made  for  the 
Mercantile  Navy.  Another  point  worthy 
of  notice  was  the  growth  of  the  employ- 
ment of  foreigners  in  the  British  Mer- 
cantile Navy,  and  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  that  largely  arose  from  the  grow- 
ing difficulty  of  finding  experienced  and 
sober  men  to  man  British  ships.  In  1860 
the  number  of  foreigners  was  14,000,  or 
about  9  per  cent. ;  last  year  there  were 
31,000  foreigners,  or  16  per  eent.  In 
addition  to  that,  there  had  been  an  in- 
crease in  the  last  five  years  in  the  em- 
ployment of  Lascars  of  from  15,000  to 
25,000.  They  had  excelleut  training 
bulks  in  which  to  bring  boys  up  for  two 
years  at  their  ports.  The  cost  of  train- 
ing these  boys  was  comparatively  small ; 
but  the  question  was  whether,  if  the 
Navy  could  not  absorb  all  the  boys  that 
were  trained  in  these  ships,  the  Admi- 
mlty  might  not  train  a  larger  number  of 
hoys  who,  after  they  had  served  their 
time,  might  join  merchant  ships  under 
contract  and  strict  regulations  as  to 
their  return  to  the  Navy  from  time  to 
time  for  drill,  and,  in  the  case  of  war,  for 
employment  on  warships  ?  If  they 
got  hold  of  a  youth,  trained  him  well, 
taught  him  good  discipline,  order, 
and  cleanliness,  they  would  make  a 
far  better  boy  for  the  Mercantile 
Marine,  and  they  could  bring  that  youth 
as  a  seaman  back  to  the  Navy  whenever 
they  wanted  him,  much  better  qualified  to 
undertake  the  duties  on  hoard  a  ship  of 
war  than  possibly  could  be  any  man  at 
pre&ent  picked  up  from  a  merchant  ship. 
Now  that  a  Committee  was  going  to  in- 
quire into  the  manning  of  their  ships,  and 
the  question  of  taking  the  Mercantile 
into  the  Royal  Navy,  he  hoped  they 
would  go  a  step  further,  and  see  whether 


they  could  not  devise  some  means  of 
drawing  closer  together  the  Royal  and 
Mercantile  Navies,  making  one  assist  the 
other  in  the  great  duties  they  had  to 
undertake.  On  the  question  of  manning 
the  Navy  he  would  make  an  appeal  on 
behalf  of  the  engineers  of  the  Mercantile 
Navy,  and  that  was  that  the  Royal 
Navy  should  offer  a  better  and  more 
satisfactory  inducement  to  the  engineers 
of  the  Mercantile  Navy  to  become  mem- 
bers of  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve.  The 
officers  of  the  Merchant  Navy  were  given 
a  retaining  fee  ;  a  certain  number  of  them 
were  allowed  to  serve  their  12  months 
on  board  vessels  of  war,  where  they 
acquired  experience  valuable  to  the  Navy 
and  very  valuable  to  those  mercantile 
vessels  for  which  they  were  engaged. 
But  why  offer  no  such  inducemeuts  to 
the  engineers  of  the  Mercantile  Navy  ? 
He  knew  there  was  a  feeling  on  the  part 
of  the  Royal  Navy  that  the  men  who 
were  engineers  of  their  great  ships  were 
not  in  that  social  position  or  of  that 
status  they  would  like  to  see  in  the 
ward-room  or  the  gun-room  of  a 
vessel  of  war.  He  declared  that  they 
would  find  in  the  British  Mercantile 
Marine  aa  able  and  competent  a  body  of 
men — accustomed  to  drive  great  ships  at 
a  high  rate  of  speed  under  most  trying 
conditions — as  they  could  find  anywhere, 
and  men  who,  although  they  would  take 
off  their  coats,  go  into  boilers,  and 
examine  them  themselves,  were  yet  such 
men  as  one  would  be  glad  to  meet  at  the 
captain's  table.  All  he  asked  was  that 
they  would  extend  to  the  Mercantile 
engineers  the  same  Opportunities  of  join- 
ing the  Royal  Naval.  Reserve  as  they 
gave  to  the  officers  of  the  Mercantile 
Service ;  and  if  they  did,  and  if  the 
Mercantile  engineers  were  made  to  feel 
they  were  part  and  parcel  of  the  naval 
defence  of  the  country,  he  was  convinced 
the  Goverumeut  would  never  stand  in 
need  of  fit  and  competent  engineers  to 
manage  the  engines  of  their  largest  ships 
of  war.  The  Navy  was  the  Service  upon 
which  this  country  depended  more  than 
upon  any  other,  and  it  was  their  bounden 
duty  as  trustees  for  the  public  to  do  their 
best  to  have  that  Service  as  efficient  and 
satisfactory  as  possible. 

Mr.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON 
(Middlesbrough),  speaking  as  one  who 
knew  something  of  the  men  who  manned 
the  Navy  and  the  Mercantile  Marine, 
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ventured  to  say  that  the  question  which 
this  country  had  to  grapple  with  at  the 
present  time  was  not  so  much  the 
ships  as  the  question  of  getting 
efficient  men  to  man  the  ships. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to 
throw  great  discredit  upon  their  Mer- 
cantile sailors,  but  he  altogether  forgot 
to  mention  the  fact  that  the  British  ship- 
owners themselrea  were  more  responsible 
for  the  present  state  of  aflairs  than  any- 
one else.  They  had  been  told  that  the 
British  iiailor  and  fireman  were  nut  aa 
steady  and  reliable  as  the  foreigner.  His 
experience  was  just  the  reverse.  He  had 
had  some  20  years'  experience  of  seamen, 
and  he  ventured  to  say  that  their  seamen 
were  steadier  to-day  than  ever  they  were. 
In  former  days  sailors  used  to  sign 
their  engagements  on  sailing  ships 
about  a  week  before  the  vessels  were 
ready  for  sea,  and  they  bad  what  the^ 
called  "  a  jolly  good  spree  "  for  the  week 
until  the  ship  was  ready  to  start.  That 
was  not  the  custom  nowadays.  The  men 
did  not  sign  until  a  few  hours  before  the 
vessels  wore  ready  for  sea,  and  he  could 
personally  testify  that  the  seamen  were 
steadier  to-ilay  than  they  were  20  years  ago. 
Xt  was  not  because  of  sobriety  that  foreign 
seamen  were  employed,  but  it  was  because 
the  shipowners  found  the  foreign  seamen 
much  cheaper.  Every  year  no  fewer 
than  5,000  or  6,000  British  seamen  were 
discharged  in  continental  ports,  who  were 
receiving  each  about  £4  per  month, 
and  foreigners  yreta  shipped  in  their 
places  by  the  British  shipowners  at 
the  rate  of  £3  10s.  per  month. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
shown  that  whilst  the  tonnage  of 
British  ships  had  greatly  increased  the 
number  of  apprentices  had  decreased 
very  considerably.  Again,  he  lay  the 
responsibility  for  that  state  of  affairs  at 
the  door  of  the  British  shipowner.  They 
charged  a  premium  of  £50  or  £100  to 
boys  who  went  to  sea,  and  who  were 
worked  Hko  staves  and  received  no 
mges,  and  in  face  of  such  a  barrier  they 
could  not  expect  lads  to  go  into  the 
Mercantile  Navy.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  there  were  very  few 
apprentices  on  board  steamers,  and  that 
it  WHS  impossible  for  youths  to  learn  the 
duties  of  seanmn.ship  in  this  c)ai»s  of 
vessels.  He  disagreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  to  that,  for  he  Iwlioved 
that  lads  could  learn  the  duties  of  sailors 
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very  well  on  board  an  ordinary  steamer. 
British  shipowners  would  get  a  large 
number  of  apprentices  if  they  would  pay 
them  wages  and  learn  to  feed  them  pro- 
perly, as  they  ought  to  be  fed,  so  that 
they  could  do  their  work.  The  ship- 
owners ought  to  assist  the  Government 
in  providing  a  body  of  seamen  of  which 
the  country  might  be  proud.  Unless 
they  did  that  tiiey  had  no  right  to  com- 
plain that  the  Navy  was  not  strong 
enough.  With  regard  to  the  conveyance 
of  troops,  he  hoped  the  contracts  would 
not  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Steam- 
ship Companies,  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  suggested,  seeing  that  those 
Companies  did  nothing  to  strengthen 
the  Navy  by  the  improvement  of  their 
own  service.  The  treatment  seamen  got 
in  the  Royal  Navy  was  not  such  as  to 
encourage  men  to  join.  They  were  led 
to  believe  that  their  clothes  were  found 
by  the  Admiralty,  but  that  was  altogether 
a  mistake.  The  men  had  to  purchase 
their  own  outfit.  The  Government  onght 
to  pay  for  outfits  and  not  take  the  cost 
of  them  out  of  the  wages  of  the  men. 
That  grievance  would  have  to  be 
remedied  before  mercantile  jacks  would 
rush  jnto  the  Royal  Navy.  Then  with 
reference  to  the  food,  when  merchant 
seamen  complained  of  their  food  the 
owners  told  them  that  it  was  better  than 
that  of  the  men  in  the  Navy.  That  was 
true,  but  it  did  not  show  that  it  was  satis- 
factory in  the  Mercantile  Marine.  In  the 
Navy  the  men  continually  complained  of 
having  to  spend  a  considerable  amount 
of  their  wages  in  food.  It  was  about 
time  the  Admiralty  remodelled  their 
provision  scale.  It  appeared  that  the 
old  scale  of  30  or  40  years  ago  was 
still  in  force.  It  was  an  important  con- 
sideration for  the  Admiralty,  who  spent 
£200  or  £300  in  making  a  man  efficient, 
that  as  soon  as  his  10  years  were  np 
he  was  glad  to  leave  the  Service  and 
go  elsewhere.  It  would,  perhaps,  be 
a  surprise  to  some  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
hear  that  the  American  Navy  was  largely 
composed  of  men  who  bad  left  the 
English  Navy.  There  could  be  only 
one  reason  for  that,  and  that  was  that 
the  conditions  of  service  were  l>etter. 
Then  there  was  the  question  of  pro- 
motion. There  onght  to  1#  nothing 
to  prevent  a  man  from  ri.sing  from 
the  lowest  nmg  of  the  ladder  to  the 
highest.   That  was  possible  in  the  Mer- 
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cantile  Marine,  aod  he  ventared  to  aay 
that  meroantile  officers  would  compare 
Cavoarably  with  those  of  the  Royal  Navy. 
The  time  had  o<»ne  when  some  altera- 
tion in  that  respect  should  be  made. 
It  was  a  question  that  would  have 
to  be  dealt  with  at  an  early  date. 
The  Admiralty  hail  been  advertising 
for  men  to  transfer  from  the  Mercantile 
Marine  into  the  Royal  Navy,  and  he 
understood  that  not  more  than  12  had 
been  secured  iu  more  than  12  months. 
They  might  build  ships,  but  what  use 
would  they  be  if  there  were  no  men 
to  man  them  ?  From  where  were  the 
men  to  come  ?  There  were  10,000  first- 
class  Reserve  men,  but  it  might  be 
reckoned  that  half  of  them  would  be 
away  when  war  broke  out.  Were  the 
merchant  vessels  to  be  left  in  the  hands 
of  foreigners  ?  The  Board  of  Trade 
Returns  gave  the  number  of  foreign 
seamen  employed  in  the  British  Mer- 
cantile Marine  as  30,000.  He  ven- 
tured to  say  the  number  was  nearer 
45,000,  and  if  hon.  Members  would 
go  to  the  Mercantile  Marine  offices 
they  would  see  that  eight  out  of 
every  ten  seamen  who  signed  on  were 
foreigners.  It  would  be  a  sorry  day  for 
this  country  if  we  had  to  depend  for  onr 
food  supply  upon  foreigners.  A  large 
number  of  lads  would  be  only  too  pleased 
to  join  the  Mercantile  Marine  in  order  to 
learn  the  trade  of  a  sailor  provided  that, 
after  they  had  served  their  apprentice- 
ship, they  were  treated  as  sailors  and  not 
as  labourers.  In  the  large  shipbuildiug 
yards  of  the  country  the  very  best  of 
onr  seamen  were  to  be  found  working  as 
labourers  for  21s.  and  228.  a  week  ;  and 
if  in  the  Nary  the  conditions  of  service 
were  better — if  men  were  not  required  at 
4  o*clock  in  the  moniing  to  scrub  the 
decks — they  would  not  he  so  eager  to 
leave  the  Service. 

Admiral  FIELD  :  I  never  heard  of 
a  man  being  required  to  scrub  decks  at 
4  o'clock  in  the  moniing. 

Mb.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON 
said,  that  he  and  other  Members  of  the 
House  knew  the  contrary.  They  could 
tell  a  very  different  story  to  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Admiral,  and  such  treatment 
would  have  to  be  altered.  Reasonable 
conditions  would  have  to  be  given  to  the 
men,  and  then  they  might  expect  to 


have  a  good  body  of  merchant  seamen 
ready  to  volunteer  into  the  Navy.  He 
would  also  suggest  to  shipowners  who 
were  Members  of  the  House  that  they 
should  endeavour  to  give  the  British 
sailor  a  chance  of  earning  his  living,  and 
the  British  sailor  would  theu  show  his 
gratitude  by  being  prepared  to  defend  his 
country  in  time  of  war.  '  > 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holderness)  said  that,  whatever  else  the 
hon.  Grentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
knew  about  matters  pertaining  to  the  sea, 
he  had  not  a  very  intimate  acquaintance 
with  the  internal  economy  of  aman-of- war. 
He  agreed,  howevtr,  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  thinking  that  the  time  was  rapidly 
approaching  when  Parliament  would  have 
closely  to  inquire  into  the  condition  of 
the  Mercantile  Marine  to  ascertain  what 
were  the  causes  which  had  brought  such 
large  numbers  of  foreigners  into  the 
Service,  aud  to  see  whether  some  of  the 
conditions  might  not  be  altered,  so  aa  to 
make  the  Mercantile  Marine  more  popular 
with  the  people  of  our  country.  With 
reference  to  the  construction  of  ships,  he 
urged  that  the  Admiralty  should  always 
call  to  their  aid  a  committee  of  experts, 
aud  said  that  had  this  course  been  pur- 
sued in  the  past  many  grave  mistakes 
would  have  been  avoided.  Three  of 
these  mistakes  would  have  been  avoided 
in  the  last  20  or  30  years.  With  such  a 
committee  existing  the  Admiralty  would 
not  have  persistently  adhered  to  the  sys- 
tem of  muzzle-loading  guns  when  it  had 
been  proved  lime  after  time  and  year 
after  year  that  breech-loading  guns  were 
much  better.  The  second  mistake  was 
the  baildiug  of  low-&eeboard  ships. 
He  turned  to  the  third  great  mistake— 
and  he  begged  the  Committee  to  observe 
that  he  was  only  pointing  out  these 
things  as  an  illustration  of  his  argument 
that  they  should  have  a  council  of  offi- 
cers to  whom  to  appeal.  The  third 
mistake  was  the  construction  of  vessels 
like  the  Admiral  class.  He  very  much 
doubted  whether  a  body  of  navat  officers, 
assisted  by  naval  architects,  would  ever 
have  agreed  to  the  construction  of  these 
ships.  Their  peculiarities  had  been 
pointed  out  time  after  time,  and  by  such 
a  council  the  arguments  of  his  hon. 
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Friead  opposite  would  have  received  the 
greatest  utteutiou.  Auotber  mistake 
was  oue  which  was  uot  so  well-kuowu, 
aud  which  was  not  bo  Herious  perhaps. 
It  WB8  a  mistake  that  had  been  made 
even  in  recent  years  —  putting  in 
boilers  too  light  for  the  veasele  they 
were  intended  to  drive.  That  was  a 
paint  upon  which  a  council  of  engineer 
officero,  had  they  been  appealed  to,  would 
have  given  sound  advice.  Taking  these 
four  cases,  he  thought  he  was  justified  in 
saying  that  they  thoroughly  marked  the 
disadvantages  they  had  esperienceil 
during  the  past  25  or  30  years  in  not 
having  a  council  of  professional  officers 
from  whom  they  could  get  the  best  pro- 
fessional opinion  of  the  time.  But,  on 
contrary,  the  giving  of  advice  had  prac- 
tically been  confined  to  a  small  official 
hierarchy  which,  in  the  nature  of  the  case, 
could  not  be  so  good  and  useful  as  that  of 
a  proper  couDcil.  He  did  not  mean  to  sug- 
gest that  this  committee  or  coaneil  should 
have  anything  to  do  with  the  details. 
He  was  speaking  generally  on  broad 
principles.  He  did  not  know  what  the 
views  of  the  present  Government  were, 
but  he  had  offered  the  right  lion.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  these  arguments  as 
founded  ou  experience.  Passing  to  the 
programme  announced  by  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  in  his  speech,  in  introducing 
the  Estimates,  it  included  seven  first- 
class  battleships  and  a  certain  number  of 
cruisers.  Mo  doubt  it  was  presumptuous 
for  one  who  had  no  recent  professional 
experience  to  call  in  question  the  policy 
of  constrnctiug  these  ships.  Yet  he 
would  venture  to  place  before  the  Com- 
mittee the  reasons  which  had  made  him 
distrust — -and  which  stilt  made  him  dis- 
trust— the  policy  of  building  very  large 
vessels  instead  of  a  smaller  type  of  ship. 
The  seven  first-class  battleships,  he  sup- 
posed, would  cost  £7,620,000,  aud  the 
questi<m  was  whether,  for  the  advantage 
of  the  country  aud  the  security  of  the 
Kavy,  they  could  have  employed  that 
£7,520,000  better.  He  submitted  that 
it  would  have  been  better  to  have  had, 
say,  12  second-class  ironclads  of  the 
BarfleuT  aud  Centurion  class — vessels 
of  an  equal  speed  with  the  first-class 
ships,  of  an  equal  radius  of  action,  and 
of  equal  sea-going  capacity.  These 
second-class  ships  were  Inferior  in  weight 
of  guns  aud  in  thickness  of  armour,  aud 
io  those  two  matters  only  could  it  be 
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said  that  in  any  serious  thing  the  second- 
class  battleships  were  inferior  to  the 
first-class.  Formerly  our  forefathers 
used  to  build  the  largest  ship  with  the 
largest  number  of  guns,  confident  that 
that  ship  would  be  well  able  to  beat  a 
smaller  one.  If  the  line  of  reasoning 
were  the  same  to-day,  he  admitted  that 
he  should  have  no  case.  'But  he 
doubted  whether  that  were  true  now. 
He  thought  it  open  to  doubt  whether 
there  was  such  a  great  advantage 
iu  large  guns  over  comparatively  small 
ones.  He  would  remind  the  Committee 
that  there  had  beeu  a  curious,  silent, 
change  made]  in  this  matter,  larger  than 
any  that  was  suggested  now.  They  had 
entirely,  and  he  thought  very  wisely,  put 
on  oue  side  the  100-ton  gun.  They  bad 
come  down  to  the  gun  of  67  tons.  The 
100-ton  gun  would  strike  a  blow  at  the 
muzzle  of  55  tons,  whilst  that  now  in 
use  would  strike  a  blow  of  35  tons. 
That  enormous  chauge  had  beeu  made, 
aud  he  would  suggest  that  they  might  go 
further,  aud  descend  from  the  67 -ton  gun 
to  guns  of  30  or  32  tons  without  sufier- 
ing  any  material  or  great  loss.  Why  did 
he  say  this  ?  Because  now  armoured 
parts  for  a  ship  were,  comparatively 
speaking,  limited.  The  principal  batteries 
on  either  of  the  ships  could  be  penetrated 
by  any  of  the  larger  guns.  They  could 
be  easily  penetrated  by  the  30-tou  gun, 
whilst  the  precision  of  that  gun  was  the 
same  as  that  of  the  67-ton  gun,  perhaps 
better.  The  distance  at  which  they 
could  be  fired  was  somewhat  smaller ;  but 
he  miiintaioed  that,  considering  the  small 
amount  of  armour  there  was  in  our 
battleships,  part  of  it  being  under  water, 
and  the  heavier  portion  being  confined  to 
the  turrets  aud  redoubts,  the  very  heavy 
guns  were  uot  essential  and  little  would 
be  lost  if  slighter  ones  Were  substituted. 
No  doubt  the  arguments  for  and  against 
the  adoption  of  lighter  guns  were  evenly 
balanced.  He  could  only  offer  a  genwal 
opinion.  It  was  pretty  much  the  same 
in  the  irattcr  of  defensive  armour,  and 
it  was  on  the  balance  of  argument  that 
he  depended.  On  that  balance  of  argu- 
ment ho  said  that  rather  than  have  the 
seven  first-class  ships  that  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  build,  he  would  have 
12  of  the  second  -  class  battleships, 
designed  by  the  same  experts,  and  which 
be  believed,  so  far  as  was  known,  bad 
proved  themselves  desirable  Teasels.  By 
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almost  a  parity  of  reasoning,  while  lie 
critteiaed  the  Ailmiralty  iu  regard  to 
their  new  battleships,  be  supported  them 
in  reference  to  their  new  cruisei-s.  When 
they  had  built  all  tbe  vessels  tbey  now 
proposed,  the  fleet  would  have  been 
brought  to  the  condition  of  a  very 
formidable  force,  whicb,  he  thought, 
would  be  able  to  cope  with  any  possible 
combinatiou  that  could  Iw  brought 
against  it.  The  Admiralty  had  been 
criticised  a  good  deal  for  the  action  they 
had  taken  last  year  in  delaying  the  con- 
straction  of  large  battleships  in  order  to 
accelerate  the  construction  of  torpedo- 
catchers.  That  policy  had  been  criticised 
from  two  points  of  view.  It  had,  first, 
been  maintained  tliat  as  a  policy  it  was 
bad  ;  and,  secondly,  it  had  been  argued 
that  the  Admiralty  had  uo  right  to  divert 
the  money  giveu  by  the  Departmeut  for 
the  construction  of  special  vessels  to  the 
constructioD  of  torpedo-catchers.  So  far 
as  the  question  of  policy  was  concerned, 
he  agreed  with  the  Admiralty.  It  had 
aeraaed  to  him  for  some  years  that  the 
most  formidable  danger  to  which  we 
were  exposed  in  the  case  of  a  war  with 
our  neighbonrs  across  the  Channel  was 
that  our  ironclads  would  be  exposed  to 
the  attacks  of  numerous  torp^o-boats 
coming  from  a  number  of  ports  in  the 
English  Chanuel.  This  was  really  a 
grave  danger,  and  one  which  the 
Admiralty  could  not  be  too  highly  com- 
meoded  for  grappling  with.  It  had  been 
proved,  be  thought  beyond  doubt,  that, 
at  any  rate  at  night,  battleships  could 
easily  fall  victims  to  torpedo-boats.  If, 
thereCore,  it  had  been  decided  that  the 
best  way  to  avert  this  danger  was  to 
bnild  vessels  called  torpedo-oatcbers,  even 
though  it  might  be  somewhat  ques- 
tionable procedure  to  divert  money 
from  one  purpose  to  another,  he  thought 
the  policy  pursued  by  the  Admiralty 
was  most  highly  to  be  commeuded. 
They  must  all  assume — it  would  be 
monstrous  if  tbey  did  not  assume — that 
at  this  moment  the  Admiralty  had  pre- 
pared some  plan  by  which,  iu  the  eveut 
of  war  breaking  out,  they  would  be  able 
to  clear  the  torpedo-boats  out  of  the 
various  ports  on  the  const  of  Fnmce,  He 
assamed  that  the  Admiralty  had  some 
such  plan  in  their  pigeon-holes,  and  he 
asked  whether,  in  connection  with  such  a 
system,  an  esseutial  feature  would  not  be 
theuseof  much  smaller  ironclads  than  were 


built  at  present  Such  small  ironcUds 
might  form  coast  defence  vessels  as  well. 
He  confessed  that  at  ooe  time  he  thought 
the  building  of  coast  defence  vessels  of 
comparatively  small  speed  and  compara- 
tively sea-keeping  duration  was  a  mis- 
take ;  but  he  confessed  that  he  had 
rather  come  round  to  the  conclusion  that, 
in  addition  to  the  ordinary  seagoing  men- 
of-war,  we  ought  to  have  a  umall  type  of 
ironclad,  which  should  be  kept  almost 
altogether  at  home,  bnt  might  be  utilised 
partly  for  the  purpose  of  clearing  torpedo 
vesselsout  of  French  ports.  He  regretted 
that  no  such  vessels  had  been  designed  by 
the  Admiralty.  Before  he  sat  down  he 
had  one  other  subject  to  call  attention  to 
— in  connection  with  the  repairs  of  ships. 
Some  of  our  old  vessels,  like  the  Monarch 
and  the  Sultan^  were  being  repaired  at 
great  cost.  He  believed  that  something 
like  £100,000  was  being  spent  upon  the 
Monarchy  and  yet  we  were  not  uiaking  a 
thorough  job  of  it,  because  the  old 
muzzle-loading  guns  were  being  kept  on 
board  that  ship,  and  also  on  certain  other 
ships,  upon  which  large  sums  of  money 
were  being  spent.  Of  course,  the  muzzle- 
loading  gun  was  a  good  weapon,  although 
it  was  inferior  to  the  breech-loading  guu, 
and  the  great  objection  to  continuing  to 
use  it  was  that  iucouveuience  and  danger 
might  arise  from  having  various  sorts 
of  ammunition  and  charges  in  tho 
reserves  abroad.  We  had  suffered  from 
this  difficulty  even  iu  recent  years. 
A  ship  armed  with  these  muzzle- 
loading  guns  might  run  short  of 
ammunition  whilst  serving  abroad,  and 
might  find  on  applying  to  the  resrave  for 
a  fresh  supply  that  there  was  none  avail- 
able for  use  iu  a  muzzle-loading  guu.  He 
had  been  told,  also,  that  some  ships  after 
coming  home  from  a  foreign  station  at 
the  end  of  their  commissiou,  and  being 
re-comraissioned  were  sent  abroad  at 
once,  only  to  be  laid  up  for  five  or  six 
months  undergoing  repairs  at  a  foreigu 
station.  It  seemed  to  him  that  when  a 
ship  at  the  end  of  her  commissiou  arrived 
iu  England  it  would  be  just  as  well  to 
carry  out  any  repairs  that  were  necessary 
iu  this  ooantiy.  He  understood  the  fact 
to  be  that,  as  a  result  of  the  prevalence 
of  this  system,  instead  of  the  whole  of 
the  fleet  at  a  foreign  station  behig  fit  for 
service,  there  might  be  two  or  three  or 
four  ships  laid  up  for  some  months  in 
the  dockyard.    The  remaining  point  he 
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had  to  mention  was  one  vbiofa  he  had 
brwight  forward  before,  and  on  which 
he  had  never  yet  succeeded  in  extracting 
much  ajmpathy  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. He  would  tike  to  ask  bis  rigbt 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  U.  Kay-S  buttle  worth) 
to  look  down  his  list  of  ships,  and  see 
how  much  compHcatiou  and  trouble  arose 
from  the  present  system  of  nomenclature 
and  also  from  the  system  of  classing 
Tesaels.  There  were  at  present  two  kinds 
of  first-class  cruisers- — namely,  cruisers 
with  belts  and  protected  cruisers,  and 
there  were  also  second  and  third-class 
cruisers.  He  should  like  the  Admiralty  to 
apply  to  one  of  these  classes  of  cruisers 
the  old  name  of  frigate,  which  had  been 
associated  witli  the  Naval  Service  for 
300  years.  The  frigates  had  utterly 
vanished  from  the  Service,  although  the 
work  which  the  old  frigates  did  was 
exactly  the  work  done  by  the  cruisers. 
As  to  nomenclature,  the  Admiralty  had 
got  six  or  seven  new  ships  to  name,  and 
he  would  respectfully  appeal  to  the  Go- 
vernment, in  selecting  names,  not  to  con- 
fine themselves  to  adjectives  which  were 
in  the  dictionary,  but  to  have  recourse 
to  great  names,  great  deeds,  aud  great 
things,  all  of  which  would  be  honoured 
by  being  placed  on  the  sterns  of  the 
vessels  of  the  British  Navy.  If  this 
were  dona,  as  education  advanced,  senti- 
ment, which  always  played  its  part, 
would  assist  in  maintaining  the  loyalty 
of  our  sailors  for  the  noble  profession  of 
the  Navy. 

•Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  said,  he  had  thought  it  his  duty  to 
put  on  tbe  Paper  a  month  ago  a  Motion 
rslating  to  a  special  point  in  connection 
with  naval  matters,  but  he  had  not  since 
had  anopportnnity  of  bringing  tbatMotion 
before  tbe  House.  He  felt  very  clearly, 
however,  that  the  present  occasion  was 
not  one  on  which  it  would  be  convenient 
for  tbe  House  to  deal  with  the  subject 
to  which  the  Motion  related,  and  there- 
fore he  would  not  further  refer  to  it  on 
that  occasion,  although  it  was  a  matter 
of  some  importance,  and  one  which  did 
involve  a  matter  of  charge  against  the 
administration  of  tlie  Department.  With 
regard  to  the  programme  which  the 
Committee  was  disoussing,  he  should 
like  to  say,  once  for  all,  that  it  appeared  to 
him  to  be  an  honest  and  straightforward 
programme,  and  to  bear  evident  marks  of 
being  a  naval  officers'  programme.  It 
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sketched  out  a  scheme  of  additions  to  the 
Navy  wh  ich  would  be  of  enormous  serviee 
if  they  were  carried  through.  It  appeared 
to  him  to  be  a  naval  officers*  programme, 
not  merely  or  chiefly  on  account  of  the 
ships  which  it  was  proposed  to  add  to 
the  effective  list,  but  on  account  of 
many  of  the  smaller  details,  which 
appeared  to  him  to  be  almost  as  im- 
portant as  the  main  additions  to  the 
Navy.  He  was  aware  that  the  power 
of  naval  officers  to  regulate  these 
matters  ended  at  a  very  definite  point, 
and  he  was  anxious  that  their  powers 
should  not  in  future  be  allowed  to  end  at 
that  point.  There  appeared  to  be  «i 
impression  in  the  House — and  there  was 
certainly  an  impression  outside  the 
House — that  the  present  programme 
was  something  in  the  nature  of  an  ab- 
normal effort,  aud  that  something  very 
extra  special  was  being  done  this  year 
for  which  all  who  were  interested  in  Che 
Navy  ought  to  feel  very  grateful.  That 
effect,  no  doubt,  had  been  produced  very 
largely  by  the  fact  that  tbeNaval  D^eoce 
Act  oontributionB  had  now  come  to  an 
end.  He  believed  it  would  be  a  snr^Hise 
to  many  to  be  told  that  the  whole  amount 
to  be  devoted  to  construction  during  the 
present  year  was  not  only  not  more  than 
had  been  devoted  to  that  purpose  in 
recent  years,  but  was  £1,000,000  less 
than  the  amounts  spent  in  construction 
in  1890-1  and  1891-2  ;  that  it  was  only 
£200.000  more  than  the  average  of  the 
five  years  ending  in  1892—3,  and  that  the 
average  expenditure  of  the  last  two 
years,  since  the  present  Government  had 
been  in  Office)  was  less  than  the  average 
of  the  previous  five  years.  Thisr  there- 
fore, was  no  abnormal  efibrt.  The  Go- 
vernment were  merely  asking  the  House 
to  continue  the  ordinary  process  of  addi- 
tions to  the  Navy,  and  it  was  only  because 
tbe  sum  which  bad  been  contributed  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund  under  the  Naval 
Defence  Act  was  now  brought  into  the 
ordinary -Estimates  that  there  was  an 
apparent  excess  in  the  matter  of  con- 
struction over  the  expenditure  of  recent 
years.  He  was  prepared  to  hear  that 
the  public  agitation  which  had  preceded 
this  new  programme  bad  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  its  initiation.  It  had 
been  his  fate  to  hear  the  same  argu- 
ment put  forward  on  three  separate 
occasions  when  large  expenditure  on 
tbe  Navy  had  been  proposed,  and  it 
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was,  therefore,  entitled  to  all  the  respect 
due  to  an  old  friend.  Everybody, 
however,  knew  very  well  that  the  ex- 
penditure on  two  previous  occasions 
would  not  have  been  incurred  if  it  had 
DOt  been  that  the  activity  of  the  respon- 
sible officials  at  the  Admiralty  was 
stimulated  by  the  action  of  independent 
persons  outside.  That  was  a  matter  of 
great  regret.  AnothOT  point  with  re- 
gard to  this  programme  was  that,  although 
nominally  for  a  single  year,  1894r-j, 
•it  was  really  a  programme  for  three 
years.  They  were  told  there  were  to  be 
nine  battleafaipe,  seven  to  be  laid  down 
this  year,  and  two  being  constructed. 
It  was  an  entire  mistake  to  suppose  that 
those  nine  battleships  represented  the  pro- 
gramme for  this  year,  for  it  represented 
in  fact  last  year,  this  year,  and  the  greater 
part  of  next  year.  Two  of  the  vessels, 
whose  names  had  already  been  introdnced 
to  the  notice  of  the  House,  bad  been 
delayed  in  construction,  and  it  might 
safely  be  said  that  the  only  reason  why 
Chose  vessels  had  not  already  reached  one- 
third  of  their  total  advancement  was  that 
they  had  been  postponed  from  causes 
which  need  not  be  gone  into,  thongh 
deeply  to  be  regretted.  Those ^two  ships, 
the  Majestic  and  the  Magnificent,  were 
no  more  part  of  this  year's  programme 
than  they  were  of  that  for  1880.  With 
regard  to  two  other  battleships-— 
Nos.  4  and  5 — a  nominal  amount 
only  was  asked,  some  £25,000  or 
£30,000,  bat  they  would  not  be  com- 
menced within  this  calendar  year.  He 
Tentnred  to  doubt  very  much  whether,  in 
▼iaw  of  what  had  happened  during  the 
past  12  months,  those  two  vessels  would 
be  laid  down  during  the  present  financial 
year.  That  reduced  the  number  of 
battleships  really  to  be  commenced  from 
Dtne  to  five,  a  matter  wliich  ought  to  be 
clearly  understood  whea  considering  this 
programme.  How  was  this  money  to  he 
spent  ?  Last  year  several  millions  were 
▼oted  for  construction,  but  that  money 
was  not  spent  for  ^e  purpose  for  which 
it  was  voted.  No  doubt  great  progress 
had  been  made  with  the  JUagnifioent 
and  the  Majestic  and  the  cruisers  within 
the  last  quarter  of  the  financial 
^ear,  but  if  that  rapid  progress  could 
be  made  now  it  could  equally  have 
been  made  months  ago.  He  admitted 
there  was  some  reason  for  postponing 
those  vessels   for    some   months,  but 


they  ought  to  have  been  began  loi^ 
before  they  were  actually  commenced. 
The  House  ought  to  be  very  vigilant, 
and  ought  to  take  every  means  to  secure 
that  money  voted  was  really  expended 
in  the  most  profitable  way,  and  as  soon  as 
possible  for  the  objects  for  which  it  was 
intended.  It  seemed  very  strange  that 
it  shonld  be  possible  for  so  large  a  sum 
as  that  voted  last  year  for  building  first- 
class  cruisers  to  be  diverted  to  another 
purpose.  The  wlu>la  sum  intended  for 
the  Terrible  was  devoted  to  the  ooustruc- 
tion  of  torpedo-boat  destroyera,  thongh 
he  was  glad  they  had  been  put  in  hand, 
and  wished  more  of  them  could  have 
been  completed.  If  it  was  competent  to 
the  Admiralty  to  divert  £300,000  from 
the  construction  of  a  large  protected 
cruiser  to  the  building  of  20  or  30  torpedo- 
boat  destroyers,  it  would  be  equally 
competent  to  them  to  divert  the  money 
voted  for  a  battleship  to  thecoustructionoE 
a  cruiser  or  a  coal-hulk.  It  would  have 
been  simpler  if  the  Admiralty  had  told 
the  House  that  this  alteration  bad  been 
made.  He  confessed  he  had  been  unable 
to  trace  any  similar  case,  and  it  was 
wasting  the  time  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  vote  £400,000  or  £500,000  for 
a  particular  purpose,  and  to  find  some 
months  afterwards  that  the  whole  of  that 
money  bad  been  diverted  to  a  totally  dif- 
ferent object.  He  would  say  only  a  word 
or  two  upon  the  subject  of  construction. 
In  the  first  place,  lie  was  hardly  com- 
petent to  give  any  technical  information 
to  the  House,  and,  in  the  second,  he  did 
not  think  the  House  was  a  competent 
body  to  decide  such  matters  over  the 
heads  of  the  Admiralty.  But,  fortunately, 
these  mattera  wore  not  dependent  wholly 
upon  technical  considerations,  but  upon 
considerations  which  were  within  the 
information  and  knowledge  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  House.  He  felt  pretty 
sanguine  there  would  be  a  develop- 
ment in  one  direction  in'  the  method 
of  GonstrnctioD.  A  great  change 
had  taken  place  in  our  canons  of  con- 
struction, and  one  hon.  Member  had 
alluded  to  a  case  where  we  had  followed 
French  types.  The  fact  was,  that  we 
had  spent  millions  of  money  iu  adopting 
a  system  directly  at  variance  with  the 
French,  and  then  time  after  time  had 
abandoned  our  own  designs  to  foUowthem. 
We  discarded  breech-loading  guns  in 
1860,  when  the  French  adopted  them,  and 
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after  10  yean'  postponemeDtira  followed 
their  example.  Again,  when  we  were 
eoDStmcting  low  freeboard  sbipB  the 
French  were  building  high  freeboard 
vessels  ;  and  they  were  building  long 
cruisers  while  we  were  constructing  short 
ones.  Our  naval  officers  had  protested 
strongly  against  those  short  vessels,  and 
now  at  last  we  were  at  this  moment  laying 
downcruisers  longer  than  any  others  in  the 
world.  He  had  always  warmly  supported 
the  view  that  we  were  making  a  mistake 
in  the  way  we  were  arming  our  miisers, 
putting  only  one  gun  f<n*ward  and  one 
gan  whereas  every  French  cruiser 
of  recent  constraotion  had  from  three  to 
five  guns  forward  and  aft.  CrniserB 
were  intended  for  purposes  of  chase, 
or  avoiding  chase,  and  would  generally 
use  their  bow  and  stern  guns.  In 
that  respect  the  superiority  of  the 
French  cruisers  would  be  overwhelm- 
ing. We  had  actually  built  30  cruisers, 
costing  from  £250,000  to  £280,000 
a-pieoe,  with  single  fore-and-aft  guns, 
but  now  only  within  the  last  two  months 
orders  were  sent  down  for  sponsons  to 
be  put  on  to  nine  crnisers  already  built, 
and  the  same  plan  was  to  be  followed  in 
ike  Eclipse,  Talbot,  and  Minerva,  and 
in  all  the  new  cruisers  to  be  batlt. 
In  fact,  we  were  now  following  the 
French  pattern  for  those  vessels,  but 
the  others  were  still  deprived  of  that 
gun  power.  They  might  hope  to 
see  a  change  in  another  respect. 
Every  Kuglisbman  knew  bow  great 
a  loss  our  Navy  sustained  by  a 
shot  from  an  armed  top,  causing  the 
death  of  Lord  Nelson.  The  French 
vessela  engaged  on  the  Mcnam  some 
time  ago  had,  acoordiug  to  jAoto- 
graphs  which  he  possessed,  armoured 
tops.  Our  cruisers,  with  their  armament 
open  on  deck,  would  be  exposed  to  a  fire 
from  the  French  tops  in  a  most  dangerous 
degree.  At  tbe  bombardment  of  Bangkok 
a  correspondent  had  informed  hira  that 
the  French  made  great  use  of  their 
armed  tops,  and  that  in  his  opinion,  as  a 
competent  sailor  and  gunner,  the  French 
gunboats  could  absolutely  have  put  our 
gunboat  the  Swift  out  of  action  by 
sweeping  her  decks  from  the  tops.  He 
hoped  Uist  would  cease  to  be  a 

possibility,  and  that  we  should  put 
armoured  tops  in  our  vessels.  A  large 
sum  had  been  spent  on  the  Monarch, 
a  ship  which  he  knew  to  be  one  of  the 
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most  seaworthy  ships  in  the  Navy.  Up 
to  the  present  she  had  cost  £500,000 
sterling,  and  it  seemed  a  mi^wtune  that 
we  should  allow  to  r«Dain  upon  that 
ship  four  guns  which  were  really  of  the 
worst  type  in  the  whole  Navy.  They 
were  wrongly  described  in  the  Esti- 
mates as  35-ton  guns,  and  were  really 
only  25-ton  guns  firing  obsolete  pro- 
jectiles, and  had  been  so  loog  in  the 
Service  that  they  had  practically  be- 
come smooth-bores,  and  he  hoped  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  would  be  able 
to  state  that  something  had  been  done  to 
render  them  more  effective,  for  if  tlwt 
defect  were  remedied  the  vessel  might  be 
placed,  if  not  in  the  first  line,  at  any  rate 
high  up  in  the  second.  Referring  to 
cruisers,  he  argued  that  from  our  British 
poiut  of  view  to  be  effective  they  must 
work  in  couples.  The  present  neutrality 
laws  were  so  strict  that  it  would  be 
absolutely  impossible  for  a  single 
cruiser  of  ours  to  follow  an  enemy's 
cruiser  when  she  took  refuge  in  a 
neutral  port.  What  happened  in  the 
Bahamas  during  the  American  War  ? 
An  enemy's  cruiser  would  run  in,  and  we 
must  remain  in  the  offing  or  follow  her 
in,  bound  to  give  24  hours'  law  before 
we  followed  her  out.  A  cruiser  with  24 
hours*  law  allowed  her  would  certainly 
escape.  Our  vessel  would  have  to  lie 
off  the  harbour  with  her  bottom  becom- 
ing foul  aud  ber  fires  banked.  What 
was  required  was  to  have  two  cruisers, 
one  to  lie  inside  and  the  other  outside 
alternately,  sealing  the  mouth  of  the 
port,  which  it  would  be  absolutely  im> 
possible  to  do  with  a  single  cruiser.  We 
should  not  forget  the  Soitia,  the  Bwikf 
and  other  vessels  of  that  type,  and  make 
some  attempt  to  cope  with  them.  He 
ui^ed  upon  the  Admiralty  the  advis- 
ability of  our  availing  ourselves  of  the 
material  at  handfor  manning  the  first-class 
torpedo-boats.  It  could  not  be  too  often 
insisted  upon  that  to  take  crews  out  of  our 
men-of-war  for  that  purpose  was  a  gross 
error,  never  committed  by  the  French. 
Yachtsmen  and  men  around  our  coast  ac- 
customed to  handle  small  vessels  should  be 
employed,  and  in  that  way  an  effective 
force  of  torpedo-boats  might  be  provided 
for  our  coasts,  which  would  add  enor- 
mously to  the  security  of  this  country. 
SomeUiing  bad  been  said  about  the 
persoHnel  of  the  Navy.  It  was  not  his 
business  to  take  up  the  cudgels  ou  behalf 
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of  the  officers  and  men  of  the  Royal 
Navj ;  but  he  had  received  ao  much 
courtesy  and  help  from  officers  and  men 
that  he  thought  ibiej  would  not  resent  his 
saying  a  word  on  their  behalf.  His  ac- 
quuntance  with  the  men  on  the  lower 
decks  was  perhaps  as  extensire  us  that  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Middles- 
brough, but  he  seemed  rather  to  have 
over-stated  the  feeling  of  resentment 
existing  tn  the  Royal  Navy  as  to  the 
arrangements  made  for  their  comfort  ; 
but  there  certainly  were  causes  of  com- 
plaint which  might  be  removed,  though 
to  say  that  there  was  any  reason  for 
auch  discontent  as  was  stated  was,  he 
believed,  a  libel.  Something  had  been 
said  about  the  desirability  of  increasing 
the  number  of  commissioned  officers  from 
the  ranks  of  the  warrant  officers.  The 
latter  were,  no  doubt,  an  enormous 
element  of  strength  in  the  Navy,  but  it 
would  be  doing  them  an  ill-service  to  carry 
out  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesbrough.  But  they  must 
not  altogether  forget  the  commissioned 
officers.  Those  officers  were  certainly 
not  overpaid,  as  far  as  money  went.  As 
he  had  once  before  told  the  House,  for 
a  considerable  period  of  their  service 
those  officers  received  2s.  8d.  a  day 
less  than  was  paid  to  the  com- 
positors who  set  up  in  type  the  Orders 
of  that  House;  but  they  were  further 
paid  partly  in  prospects  and  partly 
in  social  advantages.  That  might  be  a 
wrong  system,  though  he  did  not  think 
Eto ;  but  things  must  be  looked  at  as  they 
were,  and  if  they  were  goin^  to  break 
up  the  present  system  they  must  be 
prepared  with  a  better  one.  The  general 
feeling  in  the  Navy  was  against  In-eak- 
ing  up  the  social  conditions  and 
organisation  of  the  ward-room.  And 
the  warrant  officers  themselves  had 
never  asked  for  that.  The  demand  of 
the  warrant  officers  was  not  a  demand 
for  more  public  money.  The  demand 
was  for  greater  social  distinction  and 
a  better  position  in  the  Service.  They 
did  not  ask  to  be  placed  in  the  ward- 
rooms of  our  men-of-wat*  as  commis- 
sioned officers,  but  they  asked  for  a 
status  to  be  given  them  as  officers 
in  the  Royal  Navy,  and  to  ask  for  more 
for  them  would  be  to  do  them  a  disservice. 
Thnrs  WM  a  just,  honourable,  and 
reasonable  demand,  and  he  toistisd  the 
vanrant  officers  of  the  Navy  would  find 


some  better  advocate  than  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesbrough.  Naval 
officers  had  few  of  the  social  ad- 
vantages of  officers  in  the  Army.  For 
many  months  in  the  year  they  had  no 
society  except  that  on  board,  and  the 
House  should  be  carefnl  that  justice  was 
done  to  their  position.  Other  matters 
would  eome  up  and  would  have  to  be 
dealt  with  on  later  Votes.  But  one  of 
the  most  important  matters  in  the  whole 
Navy  Estimates  was  not  dealt  with  here 
— the  dock  and  mole  at  Gribraltar.  He  was 
at  a  Ibss  to  understand  why,  unless  for 
purposes  of  public  advertisement  and  to 
obtain  a  favourable  notice  in  the  news- 
papers, this  miserable  Vote  of  £1,000 
was  brought  into  the  Estimates  at  all. 
But  £1,W0  would  not  pay  for  the  uni- 
forms worn  out  by  the  men  going  to  look 
at  the  works.  The  House  ought  not  to 
be  misled  by  such  palpably  fictitious 
statements.  Until  the  G-ibraltar  question 
was  fairly  faced  the  supremacy  of  this 
country  at  sea  was  in  deadly  peril.  He 
trusted  that  they  would  see  this  Pro- 
gramme carried  out,  and  that  the  neglect 
which  certainly  occurred  in  1893  would 
not  take  place  in  1894. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOCR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  think  everyone  who  is  familiar 
with  this  question  must  have  listened 
with  interest  to  the  most  able  speech 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  delivered, 
and  I  regret  that  my  hon.  Friend  has  de- 
ferred to  a  later  stage  in  our  proceedings 
and  upon  other  Votes  the  bringing  for- 
ward of  questions  which  are  more  or  less 
germane  to  the  great  Debate  iu  which 
the  Committee  is  now  engaged.  I  do  not 
rise  to  contribute  any  personal  views  of 
my  own  to  this  Debate.  But  it  is  perhaps 
one  of  the  most  important  in  which  we 
shall  be  engaged  during  this  Session,  and 
I  do  not  think  I  should  remain  silent. 
But  what  I  rose  for  was  to  say  that  I 
think  the  interests  of  business  would  be 
served  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
try  at  once  to  deal  with  the  points  w  licb, 
up  to  this  moment,  have  been  brought 
forward.  We  have  listened  to  four 
speeches  delivered  by  four  gentlemen  re- 
presenting various  interests.  There  was 
the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  who 
spoke  with  great  ability  and  from  know- 
ledge he  derived  partly  from  his  long 
connection  with  the  Adnuralty  and  partly 
from  his  knowledge  of  the  business 
which  he  is  so  distinguished  a  rapresen- 
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tative.  He  was  followed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesbrough  (Mr.  J.  H. 
Wilaon),  who  spoke  as  the  reiHreBentative 
of  the  Seamen's  Union.  That  speech 
was  followed  by  one  from  a  naval  officer 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  then  came 
the  speech  of  mj  hoo.  Friend  who  has 
just  resumed  bis  seat.  Every  one  of  those 
speeches  was  crammed  with  detail,  was 
marked  with  great  ability  and  know- 
ledge, and  required  a  detailed  answer 
from  the  Minister  in  charge  of  these 
Estimates.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
defers  his  reply  to  a  later  period  in  the 
evening  it  will  be  impossible  in  the 
scope  of  one  speech  to  do  those  speeches 
justice.  Recollect  what  we  have  still  to 
go  through  in  this  Debate.  We  are  asked 
to  discuss  a  programme  which,  however 
modestly  it  may  appear  in  the  Estimates, 
will  cost  between  £20,000,000  and 
£30,000,000  to  have  carried  to  comple- 
tion, aa  I  hope  it  will  be  carried  to  a  com- 
pletion. In  dealing  with  this  we  have 
not  only  to  deal  with  the  actual  ships 
that  have  to  be  built,  their  type,  their 
class,  their  number,  and  their  cost,  but 
also  with  the  method  in  which  the  Go- 
vernment propose  to  meet  the  financial 
liabilities  which  this  great  programme 
will  necessarily  involve,  and  these  are 
questions  which,  if  I  may  say  so  without 
disrespect  to  the  present  occupants  of 
the  Front  Bench,  cannot  be  discussed  in 
the  absence  of  a  Cabinet  Minister  and  in 
the  absence  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  I  am  not  asking  for  his 
presence  now,  as  I  am  aware  that  he  can- 
not be  here,  but  the  point  I  respecfuUy 
lay  before  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  is 
this :  It  may  be  that  he  can  completely 
and  adequately  deal  with  all  the  ques- 
tions that  have  been  laised,  but  before 
this  Debate  concludes  still  larger  issues 
will  have  to  be  brought  on,  and  as  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  is  not  in 
this  House  it  is  impossible  that  they  can 
be  discussed  in  the  absence  of  those  who 
are  responsible  for  the  Cabinet  policy.  I 
think  the  time  has  come  when  we  may 
receive  a  reply  from  that  Bench  to  the 
speeches  that  have  already  been  made. 
There  is  some  advantage  in  carrying  on 
these  discussions  with  the  Speaker  out  of 
the  Chair,  and  one  of  thegreatadvantagM 
of  that  system  is  that  the  Ministo'  in 
charge  can  speak  as  often  as  he  pleases; 
therefore,  instead  of  covering  sheets  of 
paper  with  notes,  I  would  suggest  that 
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before  we  proceed  further,  and  plunge 
more  deeply  into  the  innermost  recesses 
of  this  great  conboversy,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  deal  with  ^e 
Debate  so  far  as  it  has  gone. 
•Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWOBTH  : 
I  understood  that  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  this  side  of  the  House  desired  to  offer  ob- 
servations to  the  Committee,  and  I  thought 
it  only  respectful  to  them  that  I  should 
not  intervene  before  them  in  the  Debate  ; 
but,  after  the  courteous  appeal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  at  once  rise 
to  reply  to  the  speeches  that  have  been 
made.  I  thought  it  my  duty  to  take 
notes  of  the  observations  of  those  gen- 
tlemen who  have  taken  part  in  the 
Debate,  and  I  rely  upon  those  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  an  adequate  reply. 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated, 
the  speeches  made  have  been  in  Very 
large  detail,  dealing  with  many  figures, 
and  if  I  fail  to  answer  every  point  raised 
I  hope  hon.  Gentlemen  will  not  suppose 
it  is  out  of  any  disrespect  to  them.  I 
will  first  of  all  address  myself  to  a 
point  connected  with  the  manning  of  the 
Navy,  which  was  raised  by  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  opposite,  the  Member  for  the 
Ormskirk  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr. 
Forwood).  He  took  some  notice  of  a 
speech  made  by  the  Home  Secretary, 
which  I  did  not  have  the  advantage 
of  reading,  but  I  would  remind  him 
that  in  anything  I  said  in  the 
speech  I  made  on  the  20th  of  March, 
when  I  introduced  these  Estimates  to  the 
notice  of  the  House,  I  was  careful  to  say 
that  I  did  not  wish  to  make  any  contro- 
versial remarks  about  the  late  Govern- 
ment on  this  subject.  I  at  once  admit 
it  is  perfectly  true  Uiat  the  late  Govern- 
ment added  12,700  to  the  numbers  of  the 
Navy.  That  was  at  the  rate  of  2,100 
a  year.  But  we  have  proposed  to  add  in 
two  years  9,300,  which  is  4,150  a  year,  or 
rather  more  than  double  the  average  of 
the  late  Government.  I  do  not  wish  to 
carry  it  further  than  this — that  a  heavy 
burden  has  been  laid  upon  us  ;  and  when 
hon.  Grentlemen  seek  to  minimise  wjiat 
is  being  done  by  the  Govmiment  they 
should  remember  that  we  are  fully 
giving  effect  to  what  is  necessary  in 
respect  to  manning  the  Navy.  I  pass 
from  that  to  the  remarks  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  as  to  giving  the 
men  and  officers  the  fullest  opportunity 
of  learning  their  duties.    He  aUuded,  in 
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connectioQ  with  this,  to  the  inctdeot  in 
respect  to  the  Resolution^  Aa  the  late 
GrOTernment  were  responsible  for  the 
design,  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  is 
anxious  to  establish  there  is  nothing 
wrong  with  that  ship.  While  I  concur 
in  that  view,  I  am  a  tittle  doubt- 
fal  whether  it  was  quite  juBt,  or 
whether  it  was  in  the  best  taste,  to 
attempt,  in  saving  the  reputation  of  the 
ship,  to  cast  a  slur  on  the  reputation  of 
our  officers  generally,  imd  of  tlie  very 
gallauC  and  able  officer  who  commanded 
in  particular.  The  right  hon.  Geutleman 
cannot  have  been  aware  that  when  the 
Resolution  went  to  sea  Captain  Hall 
was,  unfortnuatelv,  suffering  from  illness. 

,Mr.  FORWOOD  :  I  was  not  aware 
of  that. 

Sib  V.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
I  pass  from  that — I  lay  no  stress  upon 
that— and  I  come  to  his  remark  in 
which  he  said  that  officers,  before  they 
are  sent  to  sea  in  a  big  ship,  should  have 
some  experience  of  the  management  of 
these  ships.  Perhaps  he  is  also  unaware 
that  Capttdn  Hall  commanded  with  great 
distinction  a  very  lai^  cruiser,  the 
Blenheim^  during  the  manoanvres.  My 
right  hon.  Frigid  has  a  panacea  for 
enabling  our  officers  to  more  adequately 
disohai;^  their  duties  ;  it  is  a  panacea 
that  comes  from  LiTerpool,  and  it  is  that 
they  should  be  sent  as  piusengers  in  one 
of  the  Atlantic  liners  to  and  fro  across 
the  Atlantic.    That  is  his  panacea. 

Mr.  FORWOOD:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  allow  me  to  say  he  has  mis- 
interpreted and  is  misrepresenting  what 
I  said.  What  I  said  was,  that  if  there  is 
not  afforded  an  opportunity  of  gaining 
'  experience  of  large  vessels  in  heavy 
weather  at  sea,  and  if  the  Admiralty 
could  not  afford  the  coal  to  keep  them  so 
employed,  it  would  be  far  better  that  our 
junior  officers  should  gain  experience  in 
Atlantic  liners,  not  as  passengers,  but  as 
mercantile  officers. 
•Sib  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  right  hon. Gentleman  ou  this  and  other 
subjects  thinks  there  is  nothing  like 
leather  ;  that  there  is  nothing  like  the 
ships  tiiat  sail  from  Liverpool,  and 
nothing  like  the  troopships  that  could  be 
hired  there.  I  think  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  our  officera  can  obtain  all  tiie  ex- 
perience that  is  necessary  in  the  manage- 
ment of  ships  in  rough  weather  on  board 
Her  Msjesty^s  ships,  and  the  Admiralty 


is  not  prepared  to  adopt  the  suggestion 
of  my  right  hou.  Friend.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  critieised  the  amount  of  sea  train- 
ing given  to  officers  and  men,  and 
alluded  to  some  facts  he  obtained  by 
means  of  questions  he  put  on  the  Paper 
with  respect  to  the  amount  of  time  Her 
Majesty's  ships  spent  at  sea,  and  the 
speed  at  which  they  run.  We  are  not 
prepared  to  admit  that  you  can  thus  judge 
of  the  efficiency  that  officers  aud  men 
attain — iu  the  Mediterranean,  for  example 
— when  at  sea.  During  some  period 
of  that  time  they  are  engaged  in  steam 
tactics.  Sometimes  they  are  running 
at  a  high  rate  of  speed,  but  for  the  most 
part  they  are  at  a  low  speed.  But  the 
officers  would  certainly  not  be  doing  their 
duty  if  they  were  continually  to  run  Her 
Majesty's  ships  at  a  high  rate  of  speed 
under  forced  draught.  I  would  venture 
to  remind  my  right  hou.  Friend  that  on 
these  various  subjects  he  has  criticised  a 
state  of  things  which  existed  during  the 
six  years  he  was  a  responsible  Member 
of  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  and  I  do  not 
know  that  he  took  any  steps,  or  that  the 
Board  approved  of  any  steps  which 
he  may  have  suggested,  for  carry- 
ing out  alterations.  With  regard  to 
what  the  hon,  Membec  for  Middles- 
brough (Mr.  J.  H.  Wilson)  said 
upon  the  clothing  and  victualling  of 
the  seamen,  I  would  rather  reserve  any 
remarks  I  have  to  make  for  the  Vote  for 
the  victualling  of  the  Navy,  with  this 
exception,  that  my  hon.  Friend  omitted 
to  notice  the  fact  that  a  seamau  receives 
a  free  kit  when  he  joins,  or  an  allowance 
in  lieu  of  it,  aud  an  allowance  for  uniform 
when  promoted  to  be  a  petty  or  a 
warrautofficer.  I  cannot  at  all  admit  what 
my  hon.  Friend  says  respecting  the  vic- 
tualling of  the  Navy.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr. 
Arnold-Forster)  is  much  nearer  the 
truth  when  he  says  the  men  are  well 
treated  both  in  the  victualling  and  the 
clothing,  and  that  they  are  content.  Now 
I  pass  on  to  the  subject  which  I  think  is 
more  immediately  before  the  House  to- 
day, and  that  is  the  various  subjects  con- 
nected with  shipbuilding.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Ormskirk 
Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr.  Forwood) 
made  a  charge  against  the  Government 
that  they  are  concealing  the  cost  of  the 
new  vessels,  and  that  they  are  laying  the 
burden  on  future  years  without  telling 
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the  House  what  that  burden  would  be. 
Well,  there  are  figures  it  is  not  desirable 
fully  to  state  in  the  Estimates,  while 
contracts  are  yet  to  be  obtained 
in  the  open '  market.  And  in  taking 
that  ItQB  we  are  following  a  precedent 
set  by  the  late  Government.  I  have  the 
Ealimatea  for  1892-3  before  me,  for  which 
the  late  Goverumeut  were  responsible. 
You  will  find  there  that  three  new  ships 
were  announced,  and  exactly  the  Bame 
course  was  taken,  and  no  doubt  on 
equally  good  grounds.  The  details  were 
not  complete,  and  exactly  the  same  course 
was  taken  then  as  now. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  It  was  proposed  to 
expend  £60,000  on  the  Majestic  and  the 
Magnificent, 

SiH  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
lu  regard  to  the  Majestic  and  the  Magtii- 
ficent^  they  are  being  built  in  dockyards. 
We  are  inviting  contracts  for  similar 
ships,  and  at  the  moment  when  wc  were 
inviting  contracts  it  was  not  desirable 
to  say  what  was  the  estimated  probable 
cost  in  the  dockyards  of  exactly  similar 
ships.  There  was  no  desire  or  intention 
to  conceal  anything  from  Parliament ; 
but  we  followed  the  precedent  of  former 
years,  and  had  excellent  reasons.  So 
mnch  for  concealment.  I  stated,  approxi- 
mately, the  cost  of  the  Powerful  and 
Terrible  last  year  at  about  £700,000  ;  I 
submitted  the  amount  to  the  House,  and 
that  is  on  record.  Then  my  right  hou. 
Friend  says  the  Government  propose 
only  taking  £2,300,000  for  new  ships 
and  those  now  building.  He  knows  per- 
fectly well  that  the  early  stages  of  ships 
are  not  so  costly  as  a  later  stage.  The 
Comptroller  la  satisfied  that  the  amounts 
in  the  Estimates  are  what  we  are  likely 
to  spend  on  those  ships,  pushing  them 
forward  as  rapidly  as  possible.  The 
House  cannot  expect  us  to  do  more  than 
that.  Coming  to  another  criticism  of 
the  right  hon.  Grcntleman,  he  says  that 
the  sum  provided  in  the  Estimates  of 
1892-3  for  another  battleship  was  not 
spent.  That  is  going  back  again  to  the 
time  when  the  present  Government  took 
Office.  What  was  the  amount  in  the 
Estimates  in  that  year  P  It  was  £10,000, 
and  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty  left  oif 
record  a  determination  arrived  at  in  the 
month  of  April — that  is,  four  months 
before  we  came  into  Office— that  they 
would  reduce  that  amount  to  £6,000,  so 
that  the  amount  which  he  complains  that 
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we  did  not  expend  was  only  £5,U00.  I 
may  also  mention  that  when  we  came  into 
Office  no  steps  had  been  taken  towards 
the  building  of  that  ship.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  went  into  a  number 
of  statistical  calculations,  and  I  confess 
I  did  not  follow  him  then,  and  do  not 
intend  to  follow  him  now.    Finally,  he 
asked  two  questions  :    First,  was  the 
programme  based  on  the  advice  of  our 
□aval  advisers  ?    I  think  the  House  has 
already  been  informed  on  that  subject, 
and  I  answer  emphatically  "  Yes,  it  is 
based  on  the  counsel  of  our  naval  ad- 
visers."   Secondly,  is  it  the  intention  of 
the  Admiralty  to  make  the  Fleet  equal 
to  meeting  two  Foreign  Powers  ?  and  I 
answer  that  that  is  our  intention.   I  now 
come  to  the  points  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Amold- 
Forster).    I  was  glad  to  hear  in  that 
iuteresting  and  able  speech  that  he  spoke 
of  our  programme  as  an  '  honest  and 
straightforward  one.    I  can  assure  him 
— I  hope  he  will  not  mistrust  my  assur- 
ance— it  is  the  full  intention  of  Lord 
Spencer  to  carry  that  programme  through 
if  he  has  the  opportunity.    He  asked 
what  was  the  reason  of  the  changes 
made  in  the  expenditure  of  last  year,  and 
be  seemed  rather  to  suggest  they  were 
changes  made  by  Lord  Spencer  or  the 
civil  members  of  the  Board,  and  not  by 
the  Board  as  a  whole.    I  think  my  hou. 
Friend  will  see  that  is  a  reflection  on 
our  naval  advisers  that  we  made  a  change 
which  they  did  not   approve.  The 
changes  that  were  made   were  most 
strongly  urged  on  the  Board  by  their 
naval  advisers,  and  were  accepted  by 
Lord  Spencer  and  his  civil  colleagues, 
because  we   were  convinced  of  the 
extreme  importance  of  these  changes, 
I  would  deal  wiUi  one  other  point 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  and   that   is,  be 
says  a  mere  nominal  amount  appears  in 
the  Estimates  for  two  of  our  battleships. 
The  sum  is  £57,000 — close  upon  £60,000 
— and  I  cannot  regard  that  as  a  nominal 
sum.    The  reason  for  not  taking  mora 
is  because  more  cannot  be  spent  upon 
those  two  ships  in  the  dockyards,  as  the 
dockyards  will  he  fully  occupied  with 
other  work  till  the  year  is  far  advanced  ; 
it  is  as  much  as  can  be  spent  on  them 
conaideriug  the  other  work  of  the  dock- 
yards. I  now  come  to  the  many  suggestions 
made,  that  the  money  last  year  was  not 
spent  as  it  bad  been  voted.     In  regard 
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to  the  expenditure  of  last  year,  I  think 
there  haB  been  a  good  deal  of  exaggera- 
tion, and  I  would  like  to  remind  the 
House  that  my  hon.  Friend  himself  ad- 
mitted, in  respect  to  the  Majestic  and 
the  Magni/icenty  that  two  or  three 
months^  delay  was  perfectly  justified. 
When  the  loss  of  the  Victoria  took  place 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  would  not  send 
out  the  designs  of  the  new  ships  until 
Uiey  satisfied  themselves  that  the  evidence 
in  respect  to  that  loss  threw  no  new 
light  ou  the  design,  which  would  make 
it  wise  to  alter  the  desigu  of  those  two 
ships  before  the  actual  construction  was 
begun.  At  the  earliest  moment,  as  sooo 
as  they  were  satisfied  about  the  desigus, 
they  sent  them  in  to  the  dockyards. 
That  was  the  sole  reason  for  the  post- 
ponement of  the  Majestic  and  the  Mag- 
nificent. I  have  heard  a  descrip- 
tion of  a  search  the  hon.  Member 
made  at  the  dockyard  in  order  to  dis- 
cover the  keel  of  the  Majettic,  If  he  had 
gone  to  tiie  Admiral  Superintendent  he 
wonld  have  beeu  taken  to  the  place 
where,  under  cover,  with  great  advantage 
to  the  workmeu  and  witli  great  advantage 
to  the  work,  for  weeks  the  operations  for 
building  the  Majestic  were  going  on. 
The  result  of  adopting  that  sysiteui  is 
that  ships  will  now  be  built  more  rapidly 
than  was  the  case  under  the  old  method, 
and  the  Dockyard  Aathorities  have  in- 
formed me  that  they  may  commence  to 
lay  keels  even  later  than  they  did  in  the 
case  of  the  Majestic^  so  very  much 
greater  is  the  progress  thus  made 
with  the  work.  The  hon.  Member 
has  often  said  that  the  Majestic  is 
very  much  behind-hand.  Well,  in  spite 
of  the  two  or  three  months'  delay  which 
took  place  through  causes  not  within 
our  control,  but  owing  to  the  loss  of  the 
Victoria,  out  of  £74,oO()  taken  in  the 
Estimates  for  the  Majestic^  we  have 
spent  £oo,2 1  b.  The  Majestic,  as  I  stated 
the  other  day,  is  advancing  by  leaps  and 
bounds,  and  idie  is,  we  hope,  being  built 
more  rapidly  than  any  battleship  was 
ever  bult  befwe.  That,  I  think, 
answers  the  point  that  my  hon.  Friend 
has  brought  forward.  Let  me  state  this 
generally — and  I  think  the  House  will  be 
pleased  to  hear  it,  and  it  is  only  just  to 
the  Admiralty  that  it  should  be  stated — 
that  taking  labour  and  materials,  whioh, 
ttfter  ail,  are  the  points  under  control, 
while  contract  work  is  npt,  so  we  have 
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spent  more  in  labour  and  matoials  on 
new  construction  daring  the  past  year 
than  we  expected  we  should  have  been 
able  to  spend  and  slightly  more  than  we 
took  in  the  Estimates.  The  Estimate 
was  a  very  close  one,  but  we  were  dis- 
appointed, as  previous  Governments  have 
been,  in  the  amount  which  we  thought  we 
could  spend  on  contract  work.  The 
contractors  do  not  succeed  in  earning  all 
that  tiie  sanguine  expectations  of  the 
Admiralty  lead  thran  to  expect.  That 
has  happened  year  after  year.  But  I 
am  happy  to  say  that  our  expectations 
are  being  more  and  more  realised  every 
year.  Each  year  the  performances  of 
the  contractors  approach  the  Estimates 
more  nearly  than  before,  and  last  year 
they  succeeded  in  approaching  them  nearer 
than  has  been  the  case  in  any  previous  year. 
I  think  I  may  say  that  the  late  Govern- 
ment had  considerable  experience  of  dis- 
appointment by  contractors,  and  th6y 
found  that  their  Estimates  of  what  would 
be  spent  on  the  contracting  part  of  the 
shipbuilding  programme  were  often  too 
sanguine.  In  1889-90  they  were  too 
sanguine  by  £349,964  ;  in  1890-91  by 
£230,443  ;  in  1891-92  by  £190,582  ;  in 
1892-93  by  £146,650;  and  in  1893-94 
by  £98,232.  These  figures  reUte  to 
contract  work  on  shipbuilding  out  of 
Navy  Votes.  Moreover,  under  the 
Special  Fund  of  the  Naval  Defence  Act 
in  1890-91  there  was  a  short  expendi- 
ture of  £1,016,000  on  contract  work 
as  compared  with  the  Estimate.  I  hope 
we  are  arriving  at  a  point  when  we  may 
be  able  to  estimate  more  closely  in  these 
matters.  The  Admiralty  went  into  the 
subject  with  great  care,  and  the  result 
is  that  we  have  in  the  present  Estimates 
attempted,  I  hope  with  success,  to  estimate 
much  more  closely.  We  may  again  have 
made  a  mistake,  but  we  have  done  our 
best.  While  on  this  subject,  will  the 
House  allow  me  to  state  the  actual 
figurra  as  to  the  expenditure  on  labour 
and  materials  in  the  Estimates,  and  the 
actual  results,  because  I  think  tiiem  very 
satisfactory  ?  The  estimated  expendi- 
ture on  the  Naval  Defence  Act 
dockyard-built  ships,  including  the 
completion  of  contract-built  nhips,  was 
£997,600 ;  the  actual  expenditure 
has  been  £1,003,357,  so  that  we 
have  slighdy  exceeded  the  Esti- 
mate in  labour  and  materials.  On  the 
further  programme  our  expenditure  was. 
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eBtimated  at  £430,430  ;  we  have  actnatly 
■pent  £447,511.  I  do  laj  some  streHs 
upon  that,  because  I  bare  repeatedly 
given  aBBurancee  to  the  House,  which 
Me  DOW  fully  borne  out,  that  we  should 
be  able  to  spend  the  money  we  had  taken 
for  new  construction.  Within  the  last 
few  days  a  good}  deal  of  stress  has 
been  laid  upon  the  diversion  ot  ezpendi- 
tara  from  torpedo-boat  destroyers,  and  I 
should  like  to  state  to  the  House  what 
has  been  the  actual  amount  of  money 
thus  diverted.  In  the  Estimates  we  took 
for  20  torpedo-boat  destroyers  an  ex- 
penditure of  £237.786,  and  the  actual 
amount  expended  in  the  year  on  42  of 
these  vessels  has  been  £27,859,  so  that 
when  wo  hear  this  talk  of  a  diversion  it 
is  only  a  diversion  of  £27,359. 

Lord  6.  HAMILTON  :  Yon  have 
spent  £27,000,  and  you  have  a  liability 
of  £800,000. 

Sib  U.  KAT-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  point  I  am  dealing  with  at  the 
present  moment  is  that  of  the  diversion 
of  money.  The  amount  of  diversion 
has  been  £27,000,  so  that  not  much  can 
be  made  of  that.  I  will  go  at  once  to 
the  further  point,  and  that  is  whether 
we  ought  to  have  diverted  the  money  at 
all,  and  whether  we  were  right  in  order- 
ing 42  torpedo-boat  destroyers.  I  have 
already  ioformed  the  House  that  the 
step  was  taken  on  the  very  urgent 
oouDsel  of  our  naval  advisers,  and 
was  unanimously  approved  by  the 
Board  after  mature  consideration.  I 
should  also  like  to  remind  the  Honse  that 
it  was  all  done  above-board,  and  the 
approval  of  the  Treasury  was  obtained 
to  this  change  of  policy.  And  what  is 
the  policy  and  practice  of  Parliament 
with  respect  to  Estimates  ?  It  is  this  : 
that  Governments  ought  to  adhere  to  the 
Estimates  as  far  as  possible  and  not  de- 
part from  them  without  the  authority  of 
the  Treasury.  The  Treasury  exists  for 
the  purpose,  when  the  necessity  arises,  of 
being  consulted  by  a  Grovotiment  or  a 
Department,  and  (if  it  sees,  fit)  of 
sanctioning  a  departure  from  the  Eeti- 
matt>.  We  have  obtained  Treasury 
sanction  to  the  step  we  took.  But 
what  is  of  far  greater  importance  to 
the  House  than  any  question  of  that  sort 
is  the  question  of  policy.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  desirable  to  emphasise  too  strongly 
the  necessity  which  has  arisen,  in  oon- 
seqaenoe  of  action  alwoad,  of  supplying 
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one  deficiency  in  our  naval  strength — 
namely,  our  means  of  meeting  torpedo 
attack.  But  that  was  borne  in  more  and 
more  strongly  upon  the  present  Board  of 
Admiralty  as  month  after  month  they 
continued  in  OfBce,  and  they  deliberately 
came  tp  the  conclusion  that  it  was  their 
duty  to  do  a  great  deal  more  in  the  way 
of  provision  of  torpedo>boat  destroyers 
than  they  originally  put  in  the  Estimates, 
and  iu  doing  so  tiiey  have  had  the 
approval  of  the  House  as  a  whole  and 
of  the  country.  The  noble  Lord  opposite 
in  his  speech  in  the  last  Debate  spoke 
of  the  torpedo-boat  destroyers  as  if  they 
possessed  no  powers  of  offence.  But  his 
view  is  dissented  from  by  the  Naval 
Members  of  the  Board,  who  are  of 
opinion  that  these  vessela  will  prove  of 
great  offensive  value.  Their  armament 
has  been  designed  with  that  object. 
And  the  experimental  trials  that  have 
lately  taken  place  have  shown  that 
these  vessels  possess  considerable  offen- 
sive powers.  I  could  say  a  great 
deal  more  on  this  subject,  but  I  do 
not  wish  in  any  way  to  introduce  what 
may  be  regarded  as  controversial  matter. 
I  will,  therefore,  only  say  that  this  was 
an  element  in  our  naval  security  and 
power  which  we  considered  had  been 
somewhat  overlooked,  and  that  without 
additional  torpedo-boat  destroyers  we  had 
not  the  requisite  strength  to  cope  with 
Foreign  Powers. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  (interposing) 
said,  that  the  point  made  was  not  that 
the  money  had  been  ill-spent,  but  that  it 
was  spent  for  a  different  purpose  from 
that  for  which  it  was  asked  and  voted, 
and  without  any  notice  being  given  to 
the  House  even  in  the  form  of  a  Supple- 
mentarv  Estimate. 

Sir  "U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  change  was  made  after  the  Esti* 
mates  had  passed  through  the  House. 
The  announcement  was  made  formally 
in  Parliament — ^first  in  a  Paper  presented 
in  August — that  we  should  spend  more 
money  than  we  originally  intended  in 
pushing  on  tiie  14  torpedo-boat  de- 
stroyers. Subsequently  it  was  found 
that  that  would  not  be  possible,  and  it 
was  determined,  as  a  matter  of  policy  of 
the  gravest  charaet^,  to  increase  the 
number  of  these  torpedo-boats  to  42, 
and  we  informed  Parliament  of  the 
fact  in  December,  and  also  obtained  Trea- 
sury sanction.  Astotheliability,thewbole 
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remaiDiiig  expenditure  on  these  torpedo- 
boat  destroTors  is  tnclnded  in  this  year's 
Estinmtes,  and  no  doabt  it  is  a  large 
liabtlitj  ;  bat  ve  deliberately  say  to  this 
Honse  that  this  is  the  most  essential  and 
most  {Hressing  part  of  naval  expen- 
diture we  have  to  bring  before  Parlia- 
ment, and  we  ask  the  House  to  ratify 
what  we  have  done  by  approving  of  this 
liability  and  i^cing  it  on  the  year 
1894-5.  On  the  subject  of  designs  of 
ships,  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfest  Division  has  made  some 
eritieisms.  These  criticisms  affect  the 
naval  defence  ships  more  than  ours. 
It  is  perfectly  tme  uiat  sponsons  for  four 
guns  are  being  added  to  eight  vessels, 
Mid  the  hon.  Member  will  be  glad  to 
hear  that  we  are  introducing  armoured 
tops  in  the  masts  of  some  of  the  new 
cruisers.  Then  the  hon.  Member  for 
HoldernoBS  has  suggested  that  the 
Admiralty  should  seek  outside  advice  in 
the  shape  of  Committees,  and  he  said 
that  had  they  done  so  mistakes  might 
have  been  obviated  in  regard  to  a  tow 
freeboard  and  in  constructing  ships  of 
the  Admiral  class.  The  hou.  and 
gimant  Gentleman  will  be  surprised  to 
lewn  that  a  special  Committee,  summoned 
about  25  years  ago,  and  including  many 
representative  men,  actually  considered 
and  approved  the  vessels  of  the  Devtuta- 
lion  class  with  moderate  freeboard. 

COHUAMDEB  BETH£LL :  Will  the 
right  boo.  Gentleman  be  surprised  to 
learn  that  that  was  in  reference  to  one 
ship — the  Captain  f 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWOHTH  : 
That  is  the  recommendation  made  by  one 
of  these  Committees,  and  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  is  perhaps  a  little  indis- 
ereet  in  reminding  the  House  of  that 
case  of  the  Captain. 

CoxHANDEB  BBTHELL  said,  he 
believed  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  no 
Committee  reported  in  that  case,  though 
he  admitted  that  pressure  was  brought 
to  bear  on  the  Admiralty  from  outside. 

Sib  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWOBTH  : 
Tes,  she  was  pressed  upon  the  Admiralty. 
The  mistakes  made  in  the  Captain  were 
not  Admiralty  mistakes.  She  was  spoken 
of  as  **  a  House  of  Commons  ship."  She 
certainly  was  not  an  Admiralty  ship. 
My  hon.  and  g^lant  Frirad  is  evidently 
not  enamoored  of  die  Admiral  elass.  Is 
he  aware  that  Lwd  DafEerin's  Committee 
on  Darigiu  in  1871  reeommended  tiie 


adoption  of  unarmoured  ends  and  central 
armoured  citadels  ? 
•Sib  £.  J.  BE£D  (Cardiff :  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  tb©  un- 
armoured end,  as  ouried  out  in  the 
Admiral  class,  was  ever  recommended  to 
that  extent  by  Lord  DnfferiD^s  Com- 
mittee ? 

•Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWOBTH  : 
All  I  say  is  that  Lord  Duflferiu's  Com- 
mittee recommended  the  adoption  of  the 
unarmoured  ends  and  the  central  armoured 
citadel.  I  was  very  glad  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Holderness  approved  of  the  laying 
down  of  the  Talbotg,  and  I  should  like  to 
say  a  few  words  in  answer  to  What 
tlie  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  G. 
Hamilton)  said  on  Uiis  point.  The 
noble  Lord,  in  the  last  Naval  Debate, 
argued  that  it  would  have  been  wiser  to 
build  four  first-clasB  cruisers,  capable  of 
taking  part  in  any  great  naval  engage- 
ment, rather  than  the  six  Taibott.  He 
added :  "  What  we  want  are  big  vessels," 
In  Lord  Spencer's  Statement  (page  6)  it 
is  explained  that  the  New  Programme 
embraces  various  types  of  cruisers,  alt  to 
be  completed  within  five  years.  The 
Admiralty  must  necessarily  decide  the 
order  in  which  these  types  shall  be  laid 
down.  In  the  exercise  of  this  discretion 
they  have  thought  it  best  to  commence 
with  six  Taibott.  Although  these 
vessels  are  styled  "second-class  cruisers," 
they  compare  favourably  with  the  most 
recent  first-class  cruisers  (Edgar  class) 
in  regard  to  speed,  coal  capacity,  and  sea- 
keeping  power.  In  armameut  and  pro- 
tection they  Mre  not  equal  to  the  recent 
first-class  cruisers,  but  they  are  superior 
to  second-class  cruisers  of  earlier  con- 
struction. The  draigns  have  been  largely 
influenced  by  the  provisions  necessary 
for  distant  service,  in  the  protection  of 
commerce,  involving  long  periods  at  sea. 
But  the  vessels  are  also  suitable  for 
service  with  fleets  as  attendant  cruisers. 
They  are  wood-sheathed  and  coppered, 
in  order  to  maintain  their  speed,  without 
the  necessity  for  frequent  docking.  They 
have  bunkers  equal  in  capacity  to  those 
of  first-class  cruisers,  and  will  be  able  to 
carry  1,100  tons  of  coal.  The  leugth  is 
only  10  feet  less  than  that  of  the  Edgar 
class.  The  Talhott  are  vessels  of  5,600 
tons.  Tbeyare50feetlonger,thoughtwo 
feet  narrower,  than  tiie  belted  cmiserB 
{Orlando  typo),  which  rank  as  first- 
class.   They  an  of  the  same  nominal 
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dieplftcement  as  the  belted  cruisers,  but 
faster,  and  have  larger  coal  storage. 
They  are  not  so  heavily  armed,  and  have 
protective  decks  without  vertical  armour 
on  the  sides.  I  would  point  out  that  the 
noble  Lord  has  scarcely  realised  what 
these  ships  are ;  and,  although  they  are 
named  second-class,  what  a  us^ul  addi- 
tion tJiej  will  be  to  the  Navy*  I  mast 
Bay  one  wonl  abont  reconBtruction.  The 
case  of  the  Monarch  has  been  mentioned, 
and  the  hon.  Member  who  mentioned  it 
objected  to  our  retaining  muzzle-loading 
guns  in  some  of  these  old  ships  like  the 
Hereulet.  But  the  decision  in  this 
matter  is  not  peculiar  to  the  present 
Board.  The  hon.  Member  does  not  fully 
take  into  account,  first,  that  when  these 
ships  are  reconstructed  they  receive  an 
adequate  quick-firing  armament ;  and, 
second,  that  experienoe  has  shown  that 
the  expense  of  the  structural  aJtna- 
tions  that  are  necessary  to  alter 
the  broadside  armoured  ships  and 
adapt  them  for  carryiug  breecbloading 
guns  is  so  very  great  that  the  late  Go- 
vernment would  not  face  it,  and  the 
present  Board  of  Admiralty  will  not  face 
it.  These  will  be  very  useful  ships 
with  that  quick-firing  armament  in  the 
second  line  of  reserve  in  case  of  war. 
One  of  these  ships  was  altered  fay  the 
late  GovernmeDt,  and  the  experience  they 
gained  was  that  it  was  not  worth  while 
to  incur  that  expenditure  of  money 
which  would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board 
of  Admiralty,  be  better  spent  on  new 
ships  than  in  reconstructing  old  ones  to 
that  extent.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Ormskirk  Division 
raised  certain  questions  on  the  Expense 
Accounts  which  can  best  be  dealt 
with  by  the  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee, and  therefore  I  shall  resist  the 
temptation  of  replying  to  them.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  the  Committee 
that  the  Admiralty  would  have  to  snr- 
roader  a  oonBiderable  part  of  the  money 
they  are  now  taking  iu  respect  of  con- 
tract work.  I  hold  a  contrary  opinion  ; 
I  think  we  have  estimated  very  closely. 
But  I  would  put  this  question  to  the 
Opposition,  Are  .  the  Government  taking 
too  much  money  or  are  they  taking  too 
little  ?  lion.  Gentlemen  must  ride  on 
the  one  horse  or  on  the  other  ;  it  is  in- 
consistent to  seek  to  ride  on  both.  On 
the  subject  of  troopships,  I  have  to  say 
that   communications    ore  proceeding 
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between  the  Indian  Government  and 
the  Admiralty.  For  the  present  we  must 
use  hired  troopships,  with  the  exception 
of  the  Malabar.  What  will  be  done  in 
the  future  will  depend  on  the  negotiations 
uow  going  on  between  the  Indian  and 
the  Home  Governments.  The  case  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gives  was  entirely 
an  exceptional  cas^  the  Botknia  being 
taken  at  a  time  when  the  rates  were  ex- 
ceedingly low  ;  so  that  no  comparison 
of  the  cost  of  hiring  as  comparwl  with 
Government  troopships  can  be  founded 
upon  it.  I  think  I  have  now  answered 
all  the  points  that  have  been  raised,  and 
I  apologise  to  the  Committee  for  having 
detained  them  so  long. 

*Mb.  KEARLEY  (Devonport)  said,  the 
Debate  very  properly  had  not  been  con- 
fined to  material,  but  the  subject  of 
pi»raonnel  had  been  alludctd  to  by  almost 
a|l  who  had  taken  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion. It  was  being  realised  at  last 
that  it  was  a  waste  of  money  and 
time  to  build  ships  without  an  adequate 
supply  of  men  to  man  them.  He  thought 
it  was  admitted  oo  all  sides  that  iu  the 
past  inadequate  steps  had  been  takeu  to 
meet  the  demands  bearing  on  the  Fleet. 
When  it  was  considered  that  in  nine 
years  they  had  had  three  programmes, 
eacli  larger  than  its  predecessor,  it  natu- 
rally followed  that  the  requirements  oi 
the  personnel  were  lai^^e  indeed.  He 
found  in  the  Navy  Estimates  of  188&-90 
there  was  a  Return  showing  what  would 
be  the  total  number  of  ships  which 
would  be  added  to  the  Navy  between 
April  1,  1889,  and  April  1,  1894.  That 
included  ships  building  and  those  pro- 
vided under  the  Naval  Defence  Act,  and 
the  total  was  113  ships.  Further,  they 
had  to  add  the  additional  ships  since 
built  or  projected,  and  also  take  within 
their  pnrview  those  that  were  to  be  in- 
cluded in  what  he  might  term  the  Spencer 
Programme.  The  estimate  most  freely 
relied  on  was  that  the  Navy  in  the  matter 
of  manning  was  about  10,000  men  short, 
and  some  who  had  a  right  to  speak  with 
considerable  authority  went  softiras  to  say 
thatl5,000woutdbenearerthefigure;  but 
he  could  not  help  feeling  that,  although 
much  was  being  done  to  catch  up  these 
arrears,  so  far  they  had  fallen  very  short 
of  the  requirements  indeed.  He  ven- 
tured to  say  that  the  total  which  was 
put  down  in  the  present  estimate — 
6y500  men — were  altogether  ioadeqnat* 

Digitized  by  GoOglc 


73  Supply— Nttvy  {10  Apbil  1894}        E$Hmate$,  1B94-5.  74 


for  the  reqairemeDts  of  the  Seiriee.  The 
first  qaestion  thftt  arose  wu  how  to 
oreroome  these  difficulties — to  find  men 
to  man  the  fleet  not  onlj  .to  meet  present 
deficiencies,  bnt  to  meet  fatnre  require- 
mflnto.  He  ventured  to  suggest  that  if 
moreindDcements  were  offered thej  would 
Dot  onl 7  BDcceed  in  getting  more  men  to  join 
the  Navy,  but,  what  was  more  important, 
would  longer  retain  the  services  of  those 
already  in  it.  They  found,  from  the  Return 
published  in  June,  1 890,  that  the  wastage 
during  the  first  10  years  of  a  man's 
service  was  very  large.  The  percentage 
of  seamen  and  stokers  lost  before  com- 
pleting their  first  term  was  seamen  46 
per  cent,  and  stokers  39  per  cent.  That 
was  to  say,  that  only  54  out  of  100  sea- 
men completed  their  first  term  and  only 
€1  stokers.  Steps  might  be  most 
advantageously  taken  to  induce  men  to 
complete  their  full  term — that  was,  20 
years'  man's  time — instead  of  leaving  at 
the  age  of  38.  He  did  not  think  there 
was  a  single  walk  in  life  where  men 
abandoned  their  profession  at  such  an 
age  as  33.  They  all  believed  that  a 
man  at  that  period  of  life  was  positively 
in  his  prime,  and  it  did  seem  curious  that 
the  Admiralty  did  not  take  steps  to 
recognise  this  and  offer  some  inducement 
for  the  men  to  serve  on.  He  would  be 
told,  of  course,  that  some  men  re-engaged, 
and  that  those  who  did  not  re-engage  came 
into  the  Seamen's  Pension  Reserve.  That, 
he  admitted,  would  be  a  very  fair  re- 
joinder were  tbey  not  face  to  face  with 
the  fact  that  the  requirements  for  the 
existing  Fleet  were  not  sufficiently  met. 
How  could  they  take  satisfaction  in  the 
fact  that  these  men  fell  back  into  the 
Reserve  wben  they  considered  tliat  the 
Fleet  in  commission  was  altogether  short 
of  men  ?  There  shonld  be  some  method 
whereby  these  men  who  ooiv  retired  at 
38  years  of  age  might  be  induced  to  serve 
on.  If  they  re-engaged  for  a  fifth  term, 
Chen  they  had  their  pension  assured  to 
them.  He  would  offer  the  suggestion 
(bat  the  Admiralty  should  allow  the  men 
Co  draw  the  value  of  the  pension  they 
had  earned  by  a  full  term  of  service, 
while  they  made  it  a  condition  in  return 
that  they  should  re-engage  not  for  five 
jears,  but  for  12  years.  Then  they  would 
get  the  most  splendid  men,  the  very  pick  of 
the  Fleet,  serving  until  they  were  50  years 
age.  It  would  be  impossible  for  anyone 
to  argue  that  a  man  of  50  would  not  be 


a  desirable  acquisition.  The  commisBioned 
officers,  the  warrant  officora,  and  the  enfri- 
neers  servotl  to  that  age,  and  he  failed  to 
see  why  these  men  who  were  so  serviceable 
should  not  continue  to  the  same  age.  It 
might  be  suggested  that  were  the  men  to 
draw  their  pension,  which  was  not  very  ^ 
great,  ranging  only  from  £28  to  £38  a 
year»  they  would  have  an  amount  of  inde- 
pendence which  would  be  detrimental  to 
the  Service.  But  he  would  point  out  that 
when  these  men  left  the  Navy  they  had 
to  seek  other  employment  in  private 
life ;  and  speaking  with  some  experience 
of  them,  he  could  say  that  in  civil  em- 
ployment they  pursued  their  work  with 
as  mnoh  assiduity  as  they  did  when  under 
the  Service  of  the  Crown.  Passing  to 
the  general  inducements  to  get  men  to 
join  the  Service,  it  was  becoming  well 
understood  by  the  public  outside  that  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  service  were  not 
such  as  to  attract  young  men  to  join  the 
Navy.  One  of  the  great  grievances,  and 
one  which  had  been  pushed  forward  for 
25  years  in  the  House,  was  in  respect  to 
warrant  officers,  which  was  the  highest 
rank  the  lower  deck  could  aspire  to. 
When  they  considered  what  were  the 
qmiiifications  these  men  must  possess 
before  they  reached  that  rank,  that  they 
must  have  faultless  characters  and  pass 
stringent  qualifying  examinations,  it 
would  be  admitted  some  attention  should 
be  given  to  their  desire  for  a  larger  avenue 
of  promotion  to  be  opened  for  them.  Quali- 
fied men  reached  this  rank  generally  at 
about  27  years  of  age,  and  then  they 
were  face  to  face  with  a  blank  wall  till 
50  years  of  age,  when  they  became 
Chiefs.  Certainly  they  received  some  in- 
crease of  pay  at  intervals,  but  it  was  in 
diminishing  ratio  to  the  time  served, 
which  was  altogether  out  of  the 
Uitual  custom  of  the  generality  of 
employments  of  which  one  had 
experience.  The  request  the  men  made 
was  very  simple  indeed,  that  they  should 
be  able  to  secure  the  rank  of  Chief  after 
10  years'  seniority  as  warrant  officer,  and 
that  after  20  years  in  that  position  there 
should  be  some  new  rank  obtainable 
to  stimulate  their  interest  in  the  Service. 
It  had  been  saggested  the  position 
should  be  called  *' fleet  rank,"  seemg 
that  that  term  was  in  acceptance 
in  the  Navy,  and  he  thought  that 
it  was  a  very  admirable  snggestion. 
The  men  nattmlly  pointed  out  with  a 
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great  amouot  of  juBtification  that  the 
Army  was  altogether  different  iu  this  re- 
spect.   There  was  there  not  only  the 
open  gate  for  continuous  pramotion^  but 
a  way  to  obtain  cmnmissioned  rank  itself. 
The  warrant  officers  in  the  Navy,  how- 
ever,  were  not  asking  for  that.  He 
thought  the  Admiralty,  after  the  strong 
expression  of  opinion  they  had  beard 
from  both  aides  of  the  House,  would  luve 
little  excuse  for  putting  these  deserving 
men  off  any  longer.    The  late  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  gave  very  favourable 
consideration  to  their  desire  in  1092.  He 
(Mr.  Kearley)  was  not  accustomed  lo 
sing  the  praises  of  bis  political  opponeuts 
as  a  rule,  but  be  did  think  it  was  only 
right    to   say   it    was    hii    firm  be- 
U^,  and  the    belief   of  many  others, 
that    had  the  noble  Lord    (Lord  G. 
Hamilton)  continued  at   the  head 
the  Admiralty  this  question  would  have 
been  solved  long  ere  now.     The  ex- 
pense of  this  additional  rank  had  been 
mentioned.     The  total  expense  which 
would   occur  to  bring  about  the  pro- 
motion   advocated    would  jiot  exceed 
£3,000.    There  was  no  expectation  on 
the  part  of  the  men  that  after  10  years' 
swvice  they  should  all  be  promoted  to 
be  Chi^s,  but  only  that  the  best  of 
their  men,  those  who  had  passed  such 
examination  as  the  Admiralty  liked  to 
set  forth,  should  be  eligible  to  secure 
Ae  rank  of  Chief.    They  also  d^ired 
to  see  not  less  than  26  of  their  number 
advanced  to  Fleet  rank.    For  the  sake  of 
£3,000  it  seemed  altogether  a  pity  that 
this  inducement  and  stimulus  should  be 
withheld  any  longer.    Then  there  was 
the  case  of  the  engine-room  artificers. 
Here,  too,  there  was  a  lack  of  pro- 
speot  which  prevented  many  meu  join- 
ing who  would  otherwise  do  so.  They 
went  into  the  Navy  with  all  their  skill, 
having  qualified  by  serving  an  appren- 
ticeabip  to  their  trade,  while  the  executive 
petfy  officers  of  the  Navy  who  joined  as 
boys,  and  were  trained  at  the  country's 
expense,  had  access  to  higher  rank  than 
that  open  to  the  engine-room  artificers. 
The  rank  of  cbi^  petty  officer  was  alto- 
gether inferior  to  the  rank  they  ought 
to  hold.    While  the  pay  of  the  executive 
petty  officer  averaged  2s.  9d.  a  day,  the 
engine-room,  artificer  averaged  6s.  Id. 
Thus  on  the  pay  basis  alone  it  was  clear 
that  the  rating  should  be  a  higher  one. 
Now,  in  ooncItiBioiifhe  would  like  to  say  one 
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word  with  regard  to  the  stokers.  These 
men,  it  was  generally  admitted,  were  the 
worst  treated  in  the  whole  Navy.  They 
were  badly  paid,  they  bad  very  onerous 
duties  to  perform,  and  yet  there  did  not 
seem  to  be  on  the  part  of  the  Admiralty 
any  intention  or  wish  to  encourage  the 
men.  By  denying  to  them  the  re-enga^ 
ment  money  it  was  clear  they  did  not 
wish  them  to  serve  on  for  pension.  The 
trained  stoker  was  just  as  requisite  for 
the  Navy  as  the  trained  uigiueer.  It 
was  very  frequently  demonstrated  who 
were  the  trained  men,  especially  in  hot 
climates,  for  it  was  no  infrequent  occur- 
rence for  the  young  bands  to  be  hoisted 
out  of  the  stokeholes  in  a  collapsed  con- 
dition, whilst  the  older  and  more  matured 
men  were  not  so  affected.    Last  year  he 
called  attention  to  the  way  the  marines 
were  not  only  underpaid  but  underfed. 
The  men  were  given  to  suppose  on  join- 
ing that  they  would  receive  a  free  kit 
and  rations  free.    But  they  soon  found 
it  was  not  so.    The  clothing  served  out 
to  them  was  inadequate,  aud  they  were 
obliged  to  supplement  their  daily  allow- 
ance of  food  out  of  their  pay,  which  was 
very  small.    He  hoped  the  Admiralty 
would  be  willing  to  recognise  it  would  be 
to  the  advantage  of  the  Service  generally 
if  they  offered  more  inducements  to  the 
men  to  join  and  remain.   The  sugges- 
tion he  bul  heard  that  there  should  be  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  to  consider  such 
matters  was  a  good  one,  and  he  felt  sure 
the  Admiralty  themselves  must  begin  to 
recognise  that  some  investigation  should 
be  made  into  the  subject. 
•Sir   E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :  The  Debate  has 
ranged  over  a  wide  subject,  and  I  do  not 
propose  to  follow  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
have  spoken  at  all  closely.    I  propose  to 
deal  with  the  general  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  since  they  have 
come  into  Office,  and  especially  during 
the  past  year.    Better  late  than  never  is 
the  best  that  can  be  said  for  their  new 
naval  proposals.     Exactly  19  months 
after  they   took  Office  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  began  to  awake  to  a  sense  of 
their  responsibility  for  the  naval  supre- 
macy of  England,  which  means  the  safe- 
guarding of  our  msritime  commerce,  of 
our  splendid  Merchant  Navy,  of  our  Im- 
perial connections  and  greatness,  and  of 
our  food  supplies.   In  a  word,  Ministers 
who  took  Office  in  August,  1892,  did  not 
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realiBe  till  Ifarofa,  1694,  that  our  natioBal 

exiatenee  and  Imperial  strength  depend 
upon  the  maintenance  of  Britiah  naral 
supremacy.  Thethen  discovery  camelate, 
and  their  repentance  wae  tardy ;  for 
their  sins  as  regards  the  Nary  had  not 
been  merely  passire  or  those  of  omission  ; 
they  had  also  sinned  actively  and  de- 
libwately.  When  their  predeoessors  fell 
from  Office  they  left  the  plans  mhI 
orders  for  three  battleships,  the  Rciwwn, 
MajetHe,  and  Magnificent^  which  were 
to  have  been  begun — the  first  imme- 
diately, the  other  two  within  two  months. 
The  present  Govertiment  delayed  the 
commencement  of  the  Renown  for  eight 
months,  and  of  the  Majestic  and  Magni- 
ficent for  17  and  18  months  respectively. 
Moreover,  they  alloired  the  amount 
spent  on  the  new  construction  of  war- 
ships to  UkM  heavily  below  its  normal 
amount  for  recent  years.  Thus  their  ex- 
penditure on  new  eonstructioQ  for  the 
financial  year  1893-4  was  £1,475,000 
kss  than  that  spwt  during  die  year 
1892-3,  for  the  ^timates  of  which  Lord 
Salisbury's  Government  was  responsible. 
The  present  Board  of  Admiralty — and 
Her  Majesty's  Government  as  a  whole, 
perhaps  even  more  than  the  Board  of 
Admiralty — were  guilty  of  this  neglect 
and  laches  at  a  time  when  they  were 
aware  that  other  countries,  particularly 
those  who  are  notoriously  onr  political 
and  naval  rivals  if  not  our  foes,  were 
making  immense  efforts  to  .increase  tiieir 
naval  strength,  and  especl^ly  their 
strength  in  battleships.  It  was  clear 
that  those  great  Naval  Powors,  notably 
France  and  Russia,  were,  if  not  already 
superior  to  England  in  battleships,  fast 
completing  new  ships,  in  such  numbers 
and  at  such  speed,  that  within  two  or 
three  years  those  two  Powers  would  be 
considerably  stronger  in  battleships  than 
Great  Britain.  Notwithstanding  this 
knowledge,  and  the  constant  remon- 
strances, entreaties,  and  protests  against 
delay,and  notwithstanding  the  encouratre- 
menl  to  do  their  duty  given  to  Her 
Majesty^s  Ministers  by  the  Opposition,  it 
is  a  ^t  which  would  be  incredible  were 
it  not  80  well  known  to  be  undeniable, 
that  from  August,  1892,  down  to  January, 
1894,  not  asingle  new  battleship,  except- 
ing the  Senown,  was  laid  down  by  the 
present  Government.  France  was  iu 
1893  rapidly  completing  five  first-class 
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and  two  second-class  battleships.  Russia 
was  completing  four  first-class  and  one 
second-class  battleehips^^  total  of  12 
new  French  and  Russian  battleships.  Yet 
bat  one  single  British  battleship  was  laid 
down  in  those  precious  17  months;  and 
up  to  this  moment  only  three  British 
battleships  have  been  commenced  in  the 
20  months  that  have  passed  since  August, 
1892.  In  1893  the  tonn»ge  of  battle- 
ships launched  in  France  was  29,929 
tons,  in  Russia  1 2,490  tons,  in  the  United 
States  30,600  tons,  in  Great  Britain  tUl. 
That  is  to  say,  while  our  three  greatest 
rivals  on  the  sea  launched  in  1893  over 
60,000  tons,  equivalent  to  six  first-class 
battleships,  England,  whose  strength, 
nay,  whose  very  existence  depends  upon 
her  supremacy  on  the  sea,  did  not  launch 
a  single  battleship.  I  have  said  nothing 
of  the  four  new  first-class  battleships 
which  France  is  laying  down  this  year 
(1894),  nor  of  the  one  new  first-class 
and  two  second-cla»  battleships  which 
Russia  is  laying  down  in  1894.  These 
make  a  grand  total  of  19  new  French 
and  Russian  battleships  which  will  be, 
by  the  close  of  1894,  on  the  stocks,  as 
against  three  British  battleships  now 
building  and  the  seven  promised  under 
the  new  naval  proposals.  That  is,  even 
after  these  proposals  have  been  carried 
into  effect,  at  the  end  of  this  year  France 
and  Russia  will  be  building  19  ironclad 
battleships,  moat  of  which  will  be  finished 
by  July,  1896,  as  against  our  10  battle- 
ships, only  one  of  which  can  be  finished 
before  December,  1896.  The  deliberate 
and  wanton  waste  of  those  20  months  of 
time  may,  if  we  find  ourselves  engaged 
in  a  great  naval  war  in  1895  or  189&— 
which  Heaven  forbid  I — prove  to  be  big 
with  Fate  to  this  country.  I  think  I  am 
justified  in  calling  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  Government  have  shuffled  and 
shirked  w  ith  regard  to  answers  to 
speeches  and  questions  on  the  increase 
of  the  Navy  during  the  past  20  months 
in  a  way  which  the  history  of  no  other 
Government  can  parallel.  Dilatory  pleas 
of  every  kind,  and,  above  all,  the  plea  of 
"the  public  interest,"  have  been  reck- 
lessly advanced  over  and  over  again, 
simply  in  order  to  cover  the  silence  of 
Ministers  and  to  keep  Parliament  and' 
the  country  in  ignorance.  Turoa  and 
twists  -of  language  hare  been  made  uss 
of,  which,  to  say  the  least,  were  dis- 
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iogenuoos,  in  order  to  keep  book  pablic 
koowledge.  Everything  with  regard  to 
the  Nsvj  was  darkened  and  concealed 
and  more  or  less  misrepresented  nntil 
at  length — Bynohrononsly  with  anothw 
iwtable  event,  and,  perhaps,  dependent 
upon  it— on  Mai-ch  15  suddenly  the 
clouds  of  evasion  tLud  concealment  were 
rolled  away,  aud  the  Admiralty  laid 
these  new  proposals  before  the  country  ; 
programme  they  cannot  be  call^ ; 
because,  what  I  nnderstand  by  a  uaval 
programme  is  a  distioct  and  definite  plan 
for  the  development  of  the  Navy  covering 
a  definite  period  of  years,  with  a  fixed 
number  of  ships  at  a  more  or  less  fixed 
cost,  with  dne  provision  made,  or,  at  leaat, 
sketched  out,  for  its  completion.  The 
prop(^lB  of  the  Government  fall  short  in 
nearly  every  condition  of  being  a  practical 
programme.  Ooly  in  one  condition  is  there 
any  definiteness.  The  House  has  been 
told  that  for  the  present  the  Grovemment 
intend  to  build  seven  battleships,  six 
cruisers,  and  a  certain  number  of  torpedo* 
catchers,  but  we  do  not  know  if  that 
is  a  programme  for  one,  two,  or  more 
years.  We  do  not  know  the  periods  in 
which  these  ships  are  to  be  completed, 
nor  how  much  money  is  to  be  spent 
Qpon  them  within  given  periods,  nor 
how  that  money  is  to  be  provided. 
In  short,  when  we  come  to  examine  the 
Estimates,  the  proposals  arc  more  like 
a  public  advertisement  than  a  serious 
scheme — very  much  of  the  same  kind 
as  the  long  list  of  measures  contained  in 
the  Queen's  Speech.  The  justice  of  my 
criticism  will  be  seen  when  on  the  ex- 
amination of  the  Estimates  tt  appears 
that  out  of  £8,500,000  which  those  new 
warships  are  to  cost  only  £1,360,000  is 
taken  during  the  present  year.  Accord- 
ing to  the  late  Finaocial  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  next  year  £3,500,000  will 
be  required  for  carrying  on  at  proper 
speed  the  building  of  those  new 
ships  that  have  been  begun  this  year. 
The  propwials  have  been  put  down 
in  a  happy-go-lucky  sort  of  way  with 
a  vague  and  loose  trust  in  the  future. 
Not  an  inkling  is  given  as  to  how  this 
large  sum  is  to  ^  provided.  How 
much  of  it  would  be  available  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Nortbampton  hap- 
pmed  to  be  master  of  the  sitnatioo  ? 
That  is  not  an  absnrd  proposition,  be- 
canse  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  already  off 
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his  own  bet  heavily  defeated  the  Govern- 
ment. Suppose  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  with  his  anti-naval  ideas, 
were  master  of  the  situation,  how  moch 
money  would  he  spend  on  ships,  and  at 
what  rate  of  progress  would  the  ships  be 
built  ?  Perhaps  the  Government  think 
the  provision  of  this  large  sum  would  be 
a  nice  bonne  boucke  to  leave  to  their 
successors.  The  same  happy-go-lucky 
policy  is  shown  in  the  proposals  for  new 
works,  such  as  harbours,  barracks,  and 
naval  establishments.  I  find  that  for 
new  works,  on  which  over  £4,000,000 
are  to  he  spent,  only  £122,000  is 
ti^en  in  the  Estimates  for  1894-5, 
Thus,  of  all  the  new  naval  works 
the  dock  at  Gibraltar  is  tlie  most 
vital  and  the  most  needed.  It  will  cost 
at  least  £366,000,  but  only  £1,000  is  to 
be  spent  this  coming  year  on  the  Gibraltar 
Dock.  The  extension  of  the  mole  at 
Gibraltar  is  also  moat  essential.  Yet 
towards  the  first  extension,  which  is  to 
cost  £85,000,  only  £20,000  is  to  be  spent 
this  year  ;  and  towards  the  second  exten- 
sion,' which  is  to  cost  £320,000,  only 
£1,000  is  to  be  spent  vthis  }  ear. 

Mb.  £.  ROBERTSON:  We  are 
building  a  new  mole. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BAHTLETT: 
I  am  very  glad  to  hear  that,  for  it  agrees 
with  my  view  of  what  ought  to  be  done. 
But  that  only  makes  it  easier  to  spend 
more  than  £1,000  this  year  on  the 
second  mole.  £950,000  is  to  be  de- 
voted to  dredging,  but  only  £85,000 
this  year.  The  new  basin  aud  docks  at 
Keyham  are  to  cost  £2,000,000,  but  only 
£1,000  is  taken  this  year.  Thb  is  re- 
ducing the  Estimates  to  an  absurdity.  For 
thearmament  of  the  new  ships  £3,800,000 
will  be  wanted,  yet  only  £800,000  is 
taken  in  the  present  year.  Russia  and 
France  are  together  spending  in  1894  over 
£6,000,000  on  new  construction,  while 
our  expenditure  on  new  construction  for 
1894-5  wilt  come  to  barely  £5,000,000. 
The  Government  proposals,  if  they  are 
complete,  are  most  inadequate.  I  will 
now  proceed  to  pass  some  strictures 
on  answers  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  naval  questions  pnt  in  the  Honse. 
Among  the  answers  and  statonenta  in 
this  House  to  which  great  exception 
should  be  taken,  I  put  first  that  of  the 
Chancdlor  of  the  Exchequer,  who,  in  the 


Digitized  by  GoOglc 


Sttpply'-Navy  {10  Aput  1894}        Ettimatet,  1894-S.  82 


criticftl  Debate  on  December  19,  1893, 
said  that — 

''The  profesBiotuU  adTisersof  the  Admiralty  " 
(.that  ia,  the  Naval  Lords)  hold  "  that  the  ez- 
istiDg  condition  of  things  with  T^[wd  to  the 
British  Karjr  is  satisfectory  ;  " 

and  further — 

"  That  the  Bapremscy  of  the  British  Navy  is 
at  this  moment  absolute ; " 

This  egregious  misstatement  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  compelled, 
by  the  threateoed  resignation  of  the 
Naral  Lords,  to  whittle  down  on  Decem- 
ber 21  to 

**  The  relative  force  of  the  various  coantries  in 
respect  of  first-class  battleships  completed  in 
the  present  financial  year." 

Was  anything  more  absurd  ever  stated 
in  this  House  ?  But  the  Division  had 
been  taken  on  the  19th,  and  the  crisis 
tided  over.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
eheqner  also  stated  on  December  19  that 
we  had  19  first-class  battleships  ready 
**  in  home  waters."  Bat  he  only  made 
np  his  19  by  counting  three  ironclads, 
the  Repulse,  Revenge,  and  Royal  Oak, 
which  were  not  ready  for  sea  till  three 
months  later,  and  by  rating  the  Colling' 
wood  as  a  first-class  battleship — a  most 
doubtful  estimate.  Moreover,  when  he 
spoke,  10  of  his  list  of  first-class  battle- 
ships were  in  tlie  Mediterranean,  over 
2,000  miles  away.  Again,  the  misstate- 
ments with  regard  to  the  commencement 
fA  the  new  battleships  Majestic  and 
Magnificent  were  of  the  most  repeated 
and  extraordinary  character.  Thus,  on 
the  20th  of  November,  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  stated  that  those  ships 
had  been  b^nn  on  August  23  and 
September  12  respectively. 

SiK  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH : 
I  stated  at  the  time,  with  perfect  truth, 
that  preparations  were  begun  for  the 
Majestic  and  Magnificent,  aud  so  they 
were. 

Sib  E.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT  : 
This  is  an  instance  of  the  turns  and 
twists  of  language  of  which  I  com- 
plain. The  hon.  Gentleman  was  asked 
wbat  new  battleships  had  been  laid  down 
since  August,  1892,  and  where  and  what 
were  the  dates  of  their  commencement, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  his 
answer,  slipped  in  the  words  prepara- 
timi  to  build  but  there  was  not  a  Mem- 
ber in  the  House  who  did  not  believe 


from  that  answer  and  from  other  answers 
on  this  subject  that  those  ships  were 
begun  four  en-  five  months  before  they 
actually  were  commenced.  When  infor- 
mation was  asked  for  with  regard  to  the 
French  and  Russian  Navies  it  was  refused, 
with  a  brusqueness  unparalleled  in  this 
House,  as  ineonsistent  with  "the  public 
interest "  ;  and  yet,  within  a  few  weeks. 
Ministers  did  not  hesitate  to  openly  give, 
for  their  own  purposes,  the  most  elabo- 
rate details  on  the  very  same  points. 
Further,  they  publicly  discussed  and 
made  comparisons  between  the  strength  of 
the  French  and  Russian  Navies  and  our 
own ;  and  they  ultimately  published 
statistics  making  the  same  comparisons. 
The  "public  iuteredt"  disappeared  so 
soon  as  it  suited  Ministers  to  discard  it. 
[An  hon.  Mexbxb  :  Who  provoked 
it  ?]  Does  the  hon.  Member  mean  to 
suggest  that  it  was  nndesirable  that  the 
true  position  of  the  British  Navy  as  re- 
gards those  of  other  Powers  should  be 
made  known  to  the  British  people  ?  Why 
should  facts  that  are  known  to  every 
Government  and  country  in  Europe  be 
kept  back  from  our  own  people  ?  Un- 
less be  meant  that,  there  is  no  sense  or 
intelligence  in  bis  interruption.  I  may 
also  refer  to  the  remarkable  fact  that  in 
the  Debate*  on  the  19th  of  December 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
withheld  all  mention  of  second-class 
battleships  and  of  coast  defence 
battleships  in  their  comparisons.  The 
Government  deliberately  threw  away 
19  months  of  most  valuable  time, 
altbongh  they  were  fully  warned 
of  the  great  progress  that  foreign 
countries  were  making  in  commencing 
new  ships  and  in  pushing  forward  those 
already  commenced.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  stated,  on  December  19, 
that  the  French  had  only  10  first- 
elass  battleships  ready,  whereas  they 
had  1 1  ;  and  that  the  Russians  had  only 
four  first-class  battleships  ready,  whereas 
they  had  six  ready.  MoreovM-,  he  left 
out  of  all  account  the  second-class  French 
and  Russian  battleships,  which  number 
26  as  against  our  22 ;  and  their  coast- 
defence  ironclads,  which  are  very  numer- 
ous, and  which  in  action  near  harbours 
would  be  formidable  opponents.  For  a 
Cabinet  Minister,  speaking  on  behalf  of 
^e  Gtovernmentf  on  such  an  issue  as  our 
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naval  snpremacy^  to  make  saeh  mistakes 
and  omissions  is  a  very  grave  and  moat 
unusaal  nror.  The  fact  is  that  hj 
the  end  of  the  year  1896  France 
will  have  12  first-class  battleshipa  and 
22  second-class  battleships  afloat .  Mid 
ready.  Russia  will  have  nine  Brst-claes 
battleships  and  six  second-class  battle- 
ships afloat  and  ready,  whereas  Great 
Britain  will  then  only 'have  21  firat-claM 
and  22  aeoond-dasa  battleahipa  afloat 
and  ready.  That  is^  at  the  end  of  1896 
France  and  Russia  will  have  21  first- 
class  battleships  afloat  and  ready  to  onr 
21  first-class  battleahipe ;  and  France 
and  Russia  will  have  28  second-class 
battleships  to  our  22.  By  the  middle  of 
1897  the  cumbers  will  be,  first-class  iron- 
elads,  29  French  and  Russian,  as  against 
25,  or  possibly  27,  ^British  ;  and  second- 
elaae  battleahipa  30  French  and  Russian 
aa  againat  28  Britiah.  This  ia  what  the 
Chancellor  of  theExchequer  calls  making 
the  aapremacy  of  the  Britiah  Navy  al> 
Bolute.  I  think  it  ia  deairable  that  more 
moderate-sized  battleships,  of  the  Cen- 
turion type,  should  be  built.  I  would 
rather  see  five  first-class  battleships  and 
three  new  Centurions  built  than  seven 
new  Majesties.  Ou  the  other  hand,  I 
think  we  need  more  very  fast  and  power- 
ful first-class  cruiaera.  The  TWMo^cIass 
are,  no  doubt,  a  very  fine  type  of  second- 
class  cruiser  ;  bnt  the  Baaaiaos  have  in 
the  RvHk  tlie  moat  powerful  cruiaer 
afloat,  and  I  do  not  think  it  can  be  aaid 
that  we  are  a^ng  enough  in  that  direc- 
tion. Moreover,  the  Ruaaiana  are  now 
building  two  more  Ruriks.  We  welcome 
the  decision  of  the  Government  to  build 
fresh  ships  and  to  endeavour  to  maintain 
the  naval  supremacy  of  Great  Britain. 
But  we  cannot  acquit  the  Government 
of  negligence  in  disregarding  for  so  long 
constant  protests  addressed  to  tbem  by 
the  Opposition.  Nor  can  we  forget  that  in 
the  process  of  putting  off"  their  naval 
proposals,  Ministera  have  made  uae  of 
devices  and  evasiona  which  are  certainly 
nnnsnal,  and,  as  I  think,  diacreditable. 
•Sib  £.  J.  REED  (Cardiff)  said,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Member  deserved  their 
thanks  for  importing  no  little  humour 
into  that  dry  disuussion.  It  required  no 
little  courage  to  make  remarks  involving 
charges  every  one  of  which  rebounded 
upon  himself.  It  was  interesting  to  notice 
the  extraordinary  diapoaltion  to  reform 
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and  to  improve  the  Public  Service  which 
animated  the  breasts  of  gentlemen  who  had 
only  just  goneout  of  Office.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  reproached  the  Government  with 
having  nothing  to  compare  with  the 
Rurik,  Why  did  not  the  late  Govern- 
ment give  them  something  tb  compare 
with  the  Rtaik  f  That  vessel  was 
laid  down  in  1889.  If  the  late  Govern- 
ment waa  ao  anxiona  to  keep  tihem  to  the 
front  BO  that  they  should  not  be  sur- 
paaaed  by  Foreigu  Navies,  why  had  they 
not  taken  steps  to  rival  the  Rurikf 
What  waa  to  be  said  of  a  Government 
which,  although  they  remained  in  Office 
till  the  summer  of  1892,  had  left  them 
without  even  the  keel  of  a  Rnrik  to  go 
forward  with  ? 

•Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
said,  the  Rurik  was  not  laid  down  till 
1890,  The  late  Board  of  Admiralty 
built  the  Blake  and  the  Blenkeim  with 
a  view  to  antioipating  the  completion  of 
the  Rurik.  Inf(vmation  of  the  great 
speed  of  the  Rurik  was  not  obtainable 
until  a  considerable  period  ^ter  ahe 
was  nominally  commenced. 

*SiB  £.  J.  REED  aaid,  if  it  was  not 
possible  for  the  British  Admiralty  to  get 
the  information  elsewhere  they  could 
have  obtained  it  by  asking  him.  What 
the  Conservatives  always  said  on  coming 
into  Office  was  that  tjiey  found  the  Navy 
deplorably  weak.  When  the  noble  Lord 
became  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  he 
atated  that  the  Navy  -waa  in  a  vezy  weak 
condition,  and  only  a  few  months  after 
he  made  the  extraordinary  atatement  that 
then  the  Navy  had  become  pre-eminently 
strong.  A  little  later  still  he  said  that 
the  Navy  was  very  weak,  and  to 
strengthen  it  introduced  the  Naval 
Defence  Act.  Ou  a  former  occasion 
(in  1 879)  fhe  Conservatives  came 
into  Office,  and  promiaed  tie  that  a 
real  Navy,  and  not  one  on  paper  only, 
should  be  maintained.  On  the  very 
laat  night  that  that  Parliament 
met  to  diacnaa  Navy  Eatimates  the 
Government  had  to  admit  that  during 
the  five  yeara  they  had  been  in  Office 
they  bad  not  finished  a  single  ironclad  erf 
their  own  commencing.  With  regard 
to  the  great  naval  scheme  which  the 
Government  had  now  brought  forward, 
it  waa,  in  his  opinion,  as  good  a  scheme 
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08  Uiey  could  expeot  aiid«r  the  clrcnm-  ] 
sbuices.  lo  aU  the  speeches  be  had 
listened  to  that  ereoiDg,  showing  the 
opinions  held  on  the  subject  by  various  < 
hoD.  Members  of  that  House,  there  seemed  \ 
to  be  one  view  taken  of  what  our  naval  , 
policy  should  be.  Hon.  U«nberB  on  i 
both  sides  of  that  House  seemed  to  think  j 
that  the  chief  thing  tha^  it  was  necessary  ' 
for  us  to  do  at  the  present  moment  was  , 
to  pat  in  hand  the  building  of  as  many 
new  ships  as  possible.  He  held  Uiat 
theory  to  be  radically  wrong.  A  few 
yean  ago  so  many  ships  were  laid  down 
that  it  was  impossible  to  get  them 
finished  within  anything  like  a  reasonable 
time.  In  his  opinion,  only  those  vessels 
should  be  commenced  which  could  be 
quickly  completed ;  and  he  was  convinced 
from  practical  observation  that  the  late 
Gioveroment  had  never  done  a  greater 
service  to  the  country  than  when  they 
introduced  the  practice  of  quick  shipbuild- 
ing. Intheschemeof  theGovemmentlast 
year  there  was  a  Report  showing  l^e  work 
done  in  the  way  of  ship-construction 
daring  the  last  30  years,  and,  judging 
from  the  diagram  annexed,  the  year 
1893-4  showed  a  lesR  amount  of  new  work 
being  built  during  that  period  than 
had  been  the  case  during  any  recent  part 
of  that  period.  A  safer  standard,  how- 
ever, by  which  to  judge  of  what  the 
real  state  of  the  Navy  for  any 
givea  period  was,  would,  he  contended, 
be  i^orded  by  comparing  the  amount  of 
money  that  had  really  been  expended 
vpon  our  ships  during  any  given  year. 
He  then  cune  to  the  propoMls  of  the 
Grovernment  with  regard  to  l^e  future 
policy  that  would  have  to  be  pursued. 
In  order  to  nuderstand  that,  it  became 
necessary  to  consider  tlie  position  of  the 
country  when  the  Naval  Defence  Act 
was  introduced.  It  was  then  stated  that 
our  Navy  was  so  weak  that  it  would 
require  an  expenditure  of  £21,o00,000  in 
Older  to  bring  it  up  to  the  standard  of 
efBeieney  that  was  necessary  for  us  to 
possess  so  as  to  keep  pace  with  foreign 
countries.  The  Government  decided, 
therefore,  to  spend  during  the  next  five 
years  the  sum  of  £2,000,000  a  year  more 
than  had  been  the  average  expenditure 
on  the  Navy  for  the  preceding  five 
years.  The  amouut  the  Government 
now  {Hxtposed  to  spend  for  the  present 
year   was  just    £250,000   leas  than 


had  been  the  average  for  the  last 
five  years.  Whatever  might  be  the 
real  strength  of  our  Navy,  it  certainly 
was  nothing  like  so  strong  as  it  would 
appear  to  be  from  the  list  of  the  ships  of 
tbu  Navy  which  the  Government  bad  had 
printed,  and  which  Members  who  did  not 
go  into  tbe  matter  migbt  rcaaouably  sup- 
pose represented  our  fighting  Navy.  At 
any  rate,  eight  or  nine  ships  on  the 
list  would  be  of  no  use  at  all  if  war 
actually  broke  out — such,  for  example, 
as  the  CamperdowHj  the  CoHingwood^ 
the  Bodnejf,  and  others.  It  was,  there- 
fore, clear  ^at  to  compare  the  relative 
strength  of  the  English  Navy  with  that 
of  any  other  nation  merely  by  counting^ 
the  number  of  vessels  possessed 
by  each  was  one  of  the  worst 
ways  that  a  conclusion  on  that  im« 
portaut  question  could  be  arrived  at. 
He  would  only  say  this— that  if  we  were 
left  behind  in  naval  armament  to  the 
extent  represented  by  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench,  the  reason  was  that  the 
Naval  Defence  Act  had  not  gone  far 
enough.  But  that  was  a  matter  which 
could  only  be  settled  by  a  Committee  of 
the  House,  who  would  be  under  no 
obligation  to  whitewash  any  Admiralty 
Board.  The  question  had  been  asked 
whether  we  were  wise  in  building  seven 
first-class  ironclads  instead  of  12  second- 
class  battleships,  as  there  were  other 
Powers  with  ironclads  not  larger  than 
our  second-class  ships.  But  what  he 
would  like  to  know  was  whether  we, 
with  our  tremendous  interests  at  stake, 
should  run  the  risk  whioh  must  follow 
from  our  speoulating  in  a  question  ot 
this  kind,  instead  of  taking  the  assured 
course?  Tbeassured  course  was  thatevery 
sbip  we  built  of  the  first-class  sbould  be 
unquestionably  superior  to  every  ship 
that  was  being  built  anywhere  about 
the  world.  With  that  policy,  which 
was  a  clear  and  definite  one,  we  could 
rest  securely  upon  onr  Navy ;  but  if  we 
began  to  tamper  with  that  principle  ;  to 
speculate  and  say  that  we  would  have 
smaller  ships— that  we  would  leave  half 
the  armour  off  here,  and  half  the  guns 
out  there — we  might  multiply  onr  i^ips 
by  the  thousand,  but  we  ihonld  be 
building  ships  that  could  not  fight  or 
retain  our  mastery  over  other  nations. 
Therefore,  he  approved  entirely  of  the 
Admiralty  policy  of  building  large  ships. 
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He  was,  however,  a  little  Burprised  to 
see  in  the  Fint  Lord's  Statement  an  in- 
timation that  the  new  ships  were  not  going 
to  be  alike  in  all  respects  to  the  battle- 
ships Maje»^  and  Magnificent, 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
They  will  be  almost  entirely  alike.  The 
designs  are  the  same. 

*SiR  £.  J.  R££)D  said,  he  was  relieved 
to  hear  that  statement.  What  he  objected 
to  strongly  was  the  multiplication  of 
difiereoces  in  our  ehips.  What  was  the 
use  of  having  our  ships  generally  alike 
in  design  and  size  if  there  were  internal 
minor  differences — ^not  difierencea  of 
principle,  but  of  detail,  such  as  would 
b^e  officers  and  men  and  make  the 
ships  completely  strange  to  them.  Ail 
those  ships  should  be  as  precisely  alike 
as  it  was  possible  to  make  them,  so  that 
men  who  were  at  home  in  one  of  them 
should  be  equally  at  borne  in  all.  He 
should,  therefore,  like  to  appeal  to  his 
right  hoD.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  to  use  bis  influence  at  the 
Board  of  Admiralty,  for  the  purpose  of 
seeing  that  no  changes  were  introduced 
into  the  internal  arrangements  of  vessels 
of  practically  the  same  shape  and  size, 
except  for  the  best  of  reasons.  It  was 
most  essentia  to  the  interests  of  the 
Public  Service  that  all  ships  of  the  same 
class  should  be  alike.  He  believed  he 
was  right  in  saying  that  the  reason  why 
changes  had  been  made  in  the  Majestic 
and  Magnijicent,  and  why  those  ships  had 
been  made  larger  than  the  Royal 
Sovereign,  was  because  they  were  to 
carry  a  larger  coal  supply.  It  would  be 
injudicious  to  blame  the  Government  for 
enlarging  those  ships  in  order  to  enable 
tbem  to  carry  a  greater  coal  supply, 
seeing  that  they  were  ships  which  would 
have  to  fight  at  distant  stations.  Refer- 
ence had  been  made  to  tubnlous  boilers. 
The  information  he  possessed  did  not 
enable  him  to  criticise  the  introduction 
of  tubnlous  boilers,  but  he  should  say  that 
the  reason  given  for  their  introduction 
by  the  First  Lord  iu  his  Minute  was  not 
to  his  mind  at  all  satisfactory.  It  was 
sud  there  that  the  tubulous  boilers  were 
introduced  with  a  view  to  increasing 
the  speed.  But  if  boilers  of  the  old 
principle  were  quite  right  for  the  Power- 
Jul  and  the  Terrible  they  would  be 
quite  right  for  the  other  large  ships 
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we  were  going  to  build.  He  could 
not  understand  the  argument  that  these 
boilers  wore  introdurad  because  high 
speed  and  great  poww  were  re- 
quired in  tiie  vessels.  He  wished  to 
say  a  word  about  the  minor  question  of 
the  nomenclature  not  only  of  the  ships, 
but  of  the  classes  of  those  ships.  The 
nomenclature  of  the  classes  of  the  ships 
was  discreditable  to  the  intelligence  of 
the  Admiralty  and  its  staff.  He  would 
only  give  one  instance.  Every  ship 
that  was  put  down  in  the  Admiralty 
list  as  a  "protected  cruiser"  was  a  cruiser 
of  which  the  first  charaoteristic  was  that 
she  had  no  protecdon  whatever,  her 
engines  and  boilers  being  the  only  things 
on  her  that  were  protected.  The  late 
Admiral  Faraday,  when  he  was  in  this 
country,  said  to  him — ^"  The  one  thing 
to  bear  in  mind  is  this :  never  deceive 
your  sailor.  Your  sailor  will  go  into 
battle  on  anything  ;  he  will  incur  any 
danger  you  like  to  subject  him  to  if  only 
you  do  not  deceive  him  ;  but  if  you  tell 
him  he  is  going  to  fight  under  protection, 
and  it  turns  out  that  he  is  not  under  pro- 
tection, he  loses  heart  at  once."  It  was 
a  monstrous  thing  to  send  our  seamen 
and  officers  to  inonr  all  the  chances  and 
mischances  of  the  Naval  Serrice  abroad, 
in  what  were  truly  unprotected  vessels, 
knowing  that  if  an  accident  happened  to 
their  vessels  they  would  be  held  up  to 
the  world  as  men  who  had  bad  a 
protected  vessel  placed  in  their  charge. 
Neither  the  present  or  the  late  Govern- 
ment were  responsible  for  this  system 
of  classification,  and  he  only  mentioned 
the  matter  in  order  to  get  it  put  right. 
He  had  listened  with  great  care  to  the 
speech  of  the  late  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.Forwood),and  he  thought 
it  had  been  much  of  the  type  of  &at 
of  the  ex-Civil  Lord  (Sir  E.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett).  The  right  faon.  Gentleman 
had  laid  immense  stress  on  the  non- 
commencement  of  certain  ships.  But 
what  did  it  matter,  if  tbe  expenditure 
was  not  wasted,  whether  it  was  devoted 
to  this  ship  or  that  ship  ?  If  all  the 
ships  that  were  being  built  were  really 
wanted  why  should  there  be  any  com- 
plaint because  the  Government,  in  the 
exigencies  of  the  Service,  thought  it 
better  to  finish  one  class  of  vessel  before 
anoUier  ?  His  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
U.  Kay-Shuttleworth)  had  stated  that 
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the  reason  ythj  new  vessels  were  not 
laid  down  before  was  that  it  was  thonght 
better  to  push  tbe .  existing  Tesaels  to 
completion.  He  (Sir  E.J.  Reed)  thought 
that  was  a  perfect  answer.  It  was,  in 
his  opinion,  much  better  to  complete  the 
unfinlBhed  vessels  than  to  lay  down  new 
ones.  The  Admiralty  did  not  deserve 
the  reproach  which  had  been  levelled 
against  them  in  connection  with  the 
Imildiog  of  the  MajesHc  and  the 
Maffnifieeni.  It  was  perfectly  true 
that,  when  building  took  place,  some- 
times in  open  docks,  it  was  desirable 
to  do  as  much  preliminary  work  as  possible 
under  a  shed  before  placing  any  of  it  in 
a  dock  at  all.  This,  he  understood,  was 
the  system  which  had  been  pursued  in 
regard  to  these  vessels,  and  it  had  been 
found  so  advantageous,  not  only  in  com- 
mencing  vessels,  but  in  sending  them 
forward,  that  he  thought  it  a  little  too 
bad,  after  an  explanation  had  once  been 
given,  for  gentlemen  to  again  reproach 
the  Government  on  the  sul^eot.  He 
shonld  have  been  veiy  glad  indeed  if  t^e 
Naval  Service  could  have  undergone 
greater  expausioD.  Several  gentlemen 
had  spoken  about  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  as  a  programme.  It  was  a 
programme  to  this  extent,  that  it  dealt 
with  the  ships  which  the  Government 
OToposed  to  build,  but  it  would  be  for  the 
Government  who  were  in  Office  at  the 
end  of  this  year  to  say  what  the  pro- 
gramme of  the  followiog  year  should  be. 
It  might  be  true  that  in  regard  both  to 
contract  work  and  doukyard  work  the  Go- 
vernment that  was  in  Office  at  the  end  of 
the  year  would  be  under  certain  obliga- 
tions, but  he  thought  the  House 
would  be  disposed  to  abstain  from 
adverse  criticism,  merely  because  the 
expenditure  of  the  present  year  must 
necessarily  mean  an  expansion  of  the 
Navy  next  year,  which  would  be  even 
greater  Uian  that  of  this  year. 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bonrae)  said,  the  hon.  Membw  who  had 
just  sat  down  always  commanded  atten  tion , 
because  hespokewithak&owledgo  which 
few  men  posaegsed.  He  was  sorry,  how- 
ever, that  the  hon.  Membv  had  intro- 
duced his  old  argument  about  the  8  or 
10  ships  on  which  he  would  not  like  to 
bust  a  rdative.  If  the  hon.  Member 
was  not  sflttisfied  with  those  ships  let  hitn 
exM  hb  great  influenee  with  the  present 
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Government,  and  induce  them  to  increase 
the  present  programme  and  to  builCI 
more  ships  of  a  type  he  was  satisfied 
with.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
in  thinking  it  was  not  fair  to  compare  the 
numbere  of  our  ships  with  those  of  the 
ships  of  Foreign  Navies.  The  true  com- 
parison was  that  of  the  work  which  each 
Fleet  had  to  do.  He  always  took  excep- 
tion to  the  argument  which  was  so  often 
used  that  our  Fleet  should  be  equal  to 
the  cfHnbined  Fle^  of  any  two  Powers. 
The  true  comparison  was,  as  he  had  said^ 
that  of  the  work  to  be  done  fay  tbe  dif- 
ferent Fleets.  Naval  men  would,  no 
doubt,  have  preferred  that  the  policy  of 
the  Government  should  have  been  em- 
bodied in  an  Act  of  Parliament,  so  as  to 
ensure  continuity  of  policy.  Though  he 
did  not  doubt  that  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  were  good,  he  feared  that 
when  the  hoi  fever  passed  away  they 
might  not,  if  they  were  in  power  next 
year,  give  the  same  evidence  as  they 
were  giving  this  year  of  the  sincerity  of 
their  convictions.  Great  stress  had 
been  laid  by  various  speakers  on  the 
objections  to  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  ordering  the  torpedo  -  boat 
destroyers  without  the  authority  of  Par- 
liament. He  wished  to  speak  as  a  non- 
Party  man  on  naval  questions,  and  he 
certainly  rejoiced  that  the  Admiralty  had 
practically  forced  the  political  branch  of 
the  Service  to  get  the  permission  of  the 
Treasury  to  order  these  torpedo-boat 
destroyers.  He  was  prepared  to  think 
that  the  Naval  Lords  might  have  had 
good  reasons  for  not  disclosing  their 
policy  in  the  matter  until  they  were 
masters  of  the  situation.  It  was  well 
known  to  those  who  had  studied  the 
question  that  the  authorities  of  a  friendly 
Power  did  not  look  much  to  the  defence 
of  the  Channel  by  men-of-war,  but  had 
the  idea  of  concentrating  their  battleships 
at  Toulon.  The  hon.  Member  for  Devon- 
port  (Mr.  E.  J.  C.  Morton)  had  urged 
the  consideration  of  certain  grievances 
which  affected  certain  classes  of  men  in 
the  Service,  especially  with  regard  to  the 
promotion  and  rank  of  warrant  officers. 
He  conld  not  urge  that  policy  too  strongly, 
as  he  thought  it  would  give  great  en- 
couragement to  the  seamen  in  the  Service. 
He,  thanked  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
BeLfa«t  (Mr.  Arnold-Forster)  for  his 
very  able  speech,  whieh  showed  s  grasp 
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of  nanU  qtiesttona  that  was  rare  to  find 

ID  a  gentlemaa  who  did  not  belong  to  the 
profesBioD.  He  must,  however,  take  excep- 
tion to  the  hou.  Member^s  remark  that 
naval  men  were  too  alow  in  adopting 
breechloaders.  Thereason  whjtheBritish 
Navy  did  not  go  in  for  breechloaders  for 
many  years  was  that  the  Service  had 
suffered  very  badly  through  bad  breech- 
loaderB  being  supplied  to  it.  He  believed 
it  WM  not  nntil  Kfter  the  Franco-Germau 
War  that  a  satisfacttHy  lH«echolosinf{ 
appuatuB  WBB  iQTCTted.  As  to  the 
censnre  that  had  been  passed  on  the  Ad- 
miralty for  not  converting  the  guns  of  the 
Monarch  and  other  vessels,  he  thought 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Admiralty  to  see 
that  the  taxpayers*  money  was  not  un- 
duly thrown  away,  in  view  especially  of 
the  fact  that  muzzleloading  guns  fired  ae 
accurately,  though  not  as  rapidly,  as 
breechloaders.  The  suggestion  that 
torpedo  vessels  should  be  manned  with 
yachtsmen  was  not  a  bad  one,  although, 
of  course,  it  would  always  be  necessary 
to  have  certain  expert  gunners  and  officers 
on  board  each  torpedo  boat.  His  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  (Commander  Betfaell) 
had  gone  in  rather  strongly  for  the 
smaller  class  of  battleships  of  the 
Centunon  and  Barfleur  type.  He  (Ad- 
miral Field)  only  wished  that  those  who 
took  that  view  had  had  the  privilege  of 
attending  a  discussion  at  a  recent  meet- 
ing of  the  naval  architects  upon  a  Paper 
read  by  Mr.  White  on  the  subject.  He 
(Admiral  Field)  examined  Mr.  Whitens 
ar:guments  and  found  that  not  a  word  was 
to  be  said  in  favour  of  the  smaller 
vessels,  except  that  they  could  go  through 
the  Suez  Canal  and  act  as  flag-ships 
on  the  China  and  Australia  Stations. 
Mr.White,  in  his  Paper,  bad  said  that  seven 
CvHturiom  might  be  obtained  for  the  cost 
of  five  Royal  SovereignSj  but  be  himself 
preferred  a  smaller  number  of  large  ships 
to  a  greater  number  of  smaller  vessels. 
He  would  leave  to  others  the  discussion 
of  the  question  whether  there  was  in  the 
inoreased  number  any  compensation  for 
the  loss  of  individual  power.  Arguments 
had  bean  pot  forward  in  favour  of  a 
class  whieh  would  carry  more  coals ;  and 
though  that  argument  had  been  knocked 
away,  because  it  was  true  the  smaller 
vessels  equalled  the  larger  ships  in  spned 
and  in  coal  endurance,  at  the  same  time 
they  were  infwior  both  in  offtosive  aikt 
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defensive  power,  and  could  not  hold 
their  own  against  foreign  ships  of  war, 
whose  armour  they  could  not  pierce,  but 
whose  guns  could  pierce  their  armonr. 
It  was  important  that  the  pnblic  mind 
should  be  properly  informed  on  that  sub- 
ject. To  effect  the  necessary  saving  the 
calibre  of  the  guns  must  be  reduced  as  well 
as  the  thickness  of  armour,  both  on  belt 
and  barbettes.  The  Admiralty,  therefore, 
were  carrying  out  their  duty  in  giving 
prefereooe  to  the  larger  to  the  nmallOT 
clasH  of  ships,  however  attractive  th« 
prospect  of  having  seven  instead  of  five 
might  be.  He  had  listened  with  pained 
surprise  to  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  opposite,  who  would  lead  the 
House  and  country  to  believe  that  the 
seamen  in  the  Naval  Service  were  dis- 
contented. All  he  could  say  was  that 
the  officers  in  the  Navy  knew  that  their 
men  were  not  discontented,  and  if  there 
was  any  real  ground  for  complaint  on  the 
part  of  the  men  their  officers  would  be 
the  first  to  bring  it  under  the  notice  of 
the  Admiralty.  The  officers  knew  their 
men  and  the  men  trusted  their  officers, 
and  he  defied  any  hon.  Member  to  attempt 
to  sow  distrust  between  naval  officers 
and  their  men,  whose  best  friends  they 
knew  were  the  officers  who  commanded 
them,  and  worst  enemies  such  advocates 
as  the  hoD.  Member  opposite.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  friends  might  do  good 
service  in  protecting  the  seamen  of  the 
Mercantile  Marine,  but  nothing  of  that 
sort  was  wanted  in  Her  Majesty's  Fleet. 
Another  speech,  too,  that  of  the  late 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  had  made 
him  very  unhappy,  because  it  appeared 
to  imply  that  he  objected  to  the  con- 
struction of  the  torpedo-boat  destroyers. 
Naval  Lords  at  the  Admiralty  must, 
with  the  information  at  their  command, 
know  better  than  anybody  outside  the 
preparations  being  made  by  Foreign 
Powers  ;  and,  in  his  opinion,  the  Admi- 
ralty had  rightly  determined  to  supply 
our  deficiencies  ia  that  respect,  and  to 
supply  US  with  well-designed  boats  for 
the  purpose,  instead  ol  following  the 
example  set  at  the  time  (A  Uie  Bnssian 
scare  of  1884,  when  60  worthless  and  ill- 
designed  vessels  were  ordered  and  built 
in  a  hurry  without  the  sanction  of  Par- 
liament. The  Admiralty  were  quite 
right  under  the  oironmstanoes  in  ordwing 
those  torpedo-boRt  deetn^en  witbont 
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saying  a  word  to  the  House  or  anybody 
about  them.  Another  point  raised,  was 
with  regard  to  the  troopships.  He 
thought  the  criticiams  of  the  right  hoD. 
Member  for  the  Ormskirk  Division  with 
regard  to  troopships  were  unfair  and  un- 
fortunate. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  that  truisport  by  Imperial  troop- 
ships cost  £6  a  head  more  than  by  pri- 
vate ships.  But  the  hut  Return  on  the 
subject,  presented  in  1891,  showed  that 
the  cost  of  conveyance  by  troopship  was 
£8  1 4s.  2d.  per  head,  while  the  ooet  by 
hired  ships  was  £10  10s.  4d.  The 
Commander-in-Chief  and  Lord  Roberts 
were  opposed  to  giving  up  the  Imperial 
troc^Ups,  and  he  held  that  on  the 
groand  of  health,  comfort,  and  disciptine 
Siey  ought  to  be  maintained  for  the 
transport  of  Her  Majesty's  troops.  It 
was  not  fair  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  say,  in  the  abseDce  of 
facta  np  to  recent  dates,  that  trans- 
port by  the  Imperial  troopships 
cost  so  much  more  than  by  private 
vessels.  It  was  the  duty  of  this 
country  to  treat  the  defenders  of  the 
Empire  in  u  proper  and  humane  way,  and 
tbey  ought  not  to  have  to  put  up  with 
inferior  accommodation  even  if  it  could 
be  obtained  on  the  dirt-cheap  principle. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  urged  that 
naval  officers  should  acquire  nantical 
skill  and  experience  in  the  Meieantile 
Marine,  but  he  did  not  think  they  would 
learn  maoh  by  ploughing  the  Auantic  in 
merchant  veweu.  Complaint  was  made 
tiiat  the  Fleet  was  not  long  enough  at 
aea.  But  that  was  simply  a  question  of 
coal  consumption,  and  nobody  had  ob- 
jected more  strongly  to  the  expenditure 
incurred  in  steaming  at  high  speed  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself.  Then 
tiie  late  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  had 
complained  that  the  boys  in  the  Navy 
were  not  properly  trained.  That  was 
like  Satan  rebuking  /  sin.  When  in 
Office  there  was  do  greater  enemy  of  the 
truning  sqnadnm  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wished  to  annihilate  the  training  squad- 
ron, and  it  was  owing  not  to  him,  but  to 
the  Naval  Lords,  that  it  still  existed. 
He  hoped  the  Naval  Lords  wonld  adhere 
to  their  opinion,  for  that  squadron  was 
the  beet,  training  school  the  Navy  had. 
A  good  deal  had  been  said  aboat  the 
dsAuieocy  in  engineers.  If  they  were  in 


want  of  engineers,  he  presumed  the 
Admiralty  would  know  how  to  tempt 
them  into  tlje  Service.  He  believed  that 
the  fierce  competition  in  our  Mercantile 
Service  was  responsible  for  the  number 
of  foreigners  employed  in  ships  of  the 
Mercantile  Marine,  aud  he  would  heartily 
support  any  scheme  which  would  bring 
back  to  employment  in  that  Serrice  a 
larger  proportion  of  our  own  countrymen 
in  place  of  the  foreigners  now  employed. 
It  was  a  deplorable  fact  that  tbe  reserve 
of  British  seamen  on  whom  we  should 
have  to  depend  in  time  of  war  was  a 
diminishing  quantity.  He  must  he 
pardoned  for  referring  to  another  objec- 
tionable observation  made  by  the  late 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  in  regard 
to  Captain  Hall,  of  the  Resolution, 
whose  conduct  in  putting  back  to  aii 
English  port  under  the  circumstances 
was,  he  contended,  perfectly  justified  and 
ought  not  to  have  been  called  in  question, 
especially  hf  the  late  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty.  The  captain  of  a  vessel 
had  always  a  discretion  in  commanding 
it,  and  the  exercise  of  that  discretion 
ought  not  to  be  called  in  question 
without  some  very  good  cause.  In  re- 
gard to  the  personnel  of  the  Navy, 
naval  officers  were  greatly  exercised  at 
the  present  time  as  to  how  they  were 
going  to  find  men  to  man  'the  ships 
now  in  course  of  construction.  On  all 
hands  he  heard  that  the  Admiralty  v&ce 
at  their  wit's  end  to  man  even  ships  at 
present  being  placed  in  commission.  The 
officials  at  ^e  Admiralty  were  no 
doubt  judges  in  that  matter,  but 
naval  men  outside  were  not  bad 
judges  of  the  necessities  of  the  case.  A 
distinguished  officer  had  told  him  that  day 
that  on  one  occasion  he  bad  asked  permis- 
sion to  man  his  own  ship  in  his  own  way, 
and  he  recruited  300  of  the  best  Scotch 
fishermen  on  tbe  coast  that  he  could  get. 
Those  were  the  men  they  ought  to  get 
hold  at  to  put  into  the  Second  Class 
Beserre,  but  they  did  not  off^  them  any 
attraction.  This  was  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  make  a  note  of.  It  was 
the  opinion  of  a  man  who  knew  what  he 
was  talking  about.  They  did  not  offer 
enough  inducement  to  enrol  these  men 
in  the  Second  Class  Reserve.  They 
were  splendid  men.  They  did  not  want 
men  to  go  aloft,  but  thoy  did  want  men 
with  their  aet,  legs  ud  with  some 
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nautical  instincts,  who  eonid  handle  ropes 
and  understand  steering.  Thej  were  as 
strong  as  giants  and  had  a  splendid 
fighting  spirit  in  them,  and  they  only 
wanted  a  little  training.  This  gallant 
Admiral  he  was  speaking  of  got  300  of 
these  men,  and,  having  got  them,  the 
Admiralty  stole  them  from  him  after- 
wards. But  the  gallant  Admiral  was 
one  too  many  for  the  Admiralty.  He 
met  the  ship  in  the  Downs  which  had 
these  men  on  board,  and,  being  senior 
officer  of  the  two  ships,  gave  a  written 
order  to  deliver  100  men  at  once,  and  got 
them.  This  was  an  interesting  anecdote, 
and  the  point  was  that  there  was  a  large  re- 
serve of  men  on  the  coast  of  Scotland,  and 
they  had  not  got  hold  of  half  the  number 
of  men  they  ought  to  have.  The  Second 
Class  Reserve  was  not  up  to  the 
standard  of  the  Scotch  fishermeo.  He 
was  sure  his  gallant  friend  who  had 
pressed  this  on  him  so  strongly  was  on 
the  right  tack.  They  ought  to  do  more 
to  get  hold  of  these  Scotch  fishermen. 
They  would  be  most  valuable  when 
trained,  as  they  possessed  all  the  neces- 
sary requisites  except  trial  at  the  guns, 
and  they  would  be  amenable  to  disci- 
pline in  a  very  short  time.  But  they  did 
not  give  a  large  enough  retaining  fee. 
The  First  Class  Reserve  men  had  a  very 
fair  fee  and  pension  ;  the  Second  Class 
fee  was  a  thing  not  worth  mentioning. 
Some  remarks  had  been  made  about  the 
alterations  of  the  Service,  and  this  was  a 
case  in  which  he  thought  attention  was 
wanted.  He  was  certain  they  wanted 
more  men  than  they  bad,  and  here  was  a 
way  to  obtuin  tliem.  He  then  wished  to 
draw  attention  to  the  Naval  Ordnance 
Vote.  Alluaiou  had  been  made  in  the 
Debate  by  various  speakers,  especially  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast,  about 
arming  our  cruisers  with  machine  guns. 
In  the  Vote  they  had  £356,000  put  down 
for  guns  of  various  classes,  of  which  558 
were  quick-firing  guns,  but  they  were 
not  described,  as  far  aa  he  eoald  see. 
There  was  a  quick-firiug  gun  now  of 
such  great  importance,  that  he  hoped  the 
Admiralty  would  not  give  an  oi^er  for 
any  more  Hotchkiss  quick-firing  guns 
until  experiments  were  carried  out  in 
these  new  37  millimetre  Maxim  guns, 
and  were  reported  on  by  experts.  All 
officers  were  of  the  opinion  that  torpedo- 
boat  destroyers  ought  to  be  armed  with 
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the  very  best  machine  guns  they  could 
find.  The  way  to  destroy  torpedo-boats 
would  be  to  hail  and  rain  shot 
and  shell  on  them.  One  of  these 
guns  was  tried  in  Russia  recently  against 
five  Hotchkiss  gnus,  each  gnn  being 
manned  with  three  men  only.  They  were 
tried  in  a  gunboat  steaming  full  speed 
past  a  torpedo,  and  the  Bussiao 
Naval  Technical  Committee  repwted  the 
fact  that  one  Maxim  gnn  with  three 
men,  both  in  rapidity  of  fire  and  effect, 
was  superior  to  the  five  Hotchkiss  guns. 
He  had  no  interest  in  the  Hotchkiss  or 
any  other  gun,  but  he  wanted  the  Admi- 
ralty to  take  care  that  they  were  not 
supplying  the  Hotchkiss  gun  until  the 
experts  had  reported  on  the  new  one. 
Naval  men  were  all  agreed  that  the  only 
way  to  repel  torpedo  attacks  at  night 
wiUi  certainty  was  with  these  Maxim 
guns.  Nothing  could  live  under  them. 
They  had  all  heard  of  the  performances 
of  the  Maxim  gnn  in  Soath  Africa.  He 
next  called  attention  to  a  gun  at  Port- 
land which  was  not  mentioned,  though  he 
had  been  promised  that  a  snm  of  money 
would  be  put  down  in  the  Vote  for  the 
mounting  of  the  gun.  But  he  did 
not  see  it  down.  He  wanted  to  say 
a  final  word  about  a  matter  which  was 
very  dear  to  his  soul.  The  Hartingtou 
Commission  in  Clause  36  recommended 
that  through  the  great  mass  of  business 
which  came  under  the  Naval  Lords,  and 
the  whole  of  which  could  not  possibly 
receive  their  full  perscmal  attention,  it 
appeared  to  them  that  the  absenoe  of  the 
naval  assistants  to  the  Lords  of  the  Ad- 
miralty might  accountfor  someof  theevils 
which  Sir  Greoffrey  Hornby  and  others 
considered  to  exist.  They  further,  in 
Section  39,  considered  that  it  would  be 
of  advantage  that  each  member  of  the 
Board  were  required  to  prepare  annual 
Reports  of  the  condition  and  working  of 
the  Apprentice  Service  placed  under  his 
immediate  control.  That  was  what  they 
wanted.  That  wu  what  the  Committee 
upstairs  asked,  and  what  they  had  never 
had.  This  praotioe  would  tend  to  mark 
that  individuid  responsibility  fm- adminis- 
tration of  well-defined  duties  which  they 
desired  to  enforce.  They  should  get 
that  brought  before  the  Board,  and  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to  act 
upon  it.  It  was  the  Report  of  tlie 
Royal  Commission  in  «  strong  reeom- 
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mendation  that  that  policy  shoald  be 
carried  oaL  They  recommeDded  else- 
where that  naval  aHHistanta  shoald  be 
given  to  the  Naval  Lwda.  Sir  Anthony 
HoBkins,  in  his  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs  on  the  Navy  EstimateB, 
said  he  was  satisfied  with  the  present 
system  of  administration  of  the.  Admi- 
ralty as  a  Boardj  tboagh  he  did  not  say 
it  was  perfect,  but  he  oonsidered  it 
answered  all  purposes.  He  coald  not 
suggest  any  improvement,  except  that 
each  Naval  Lord  shoald  have  a  naval 
assistant,  and  this  would  then  meet  all 
requiremeuts.  Why  could  not  they  get 
these  naval  assistants  ?  Erery  year  nearly 
he  had  asked  for  them,  and  they  were 
asked  for  by  the  Commission,  but  they 
Doold  not  get  them.  They  recommended, 
as  an  additional  reason  f orthese  naval  assis- 
tants to  the^aval  Lords,  that  it  would  be 
giving  the  younger  officers  of  the  Service, 
who  might  some  day  occupy  these  great 
poBts  vi  responsibility,  most  valuable  ex- 
pwience  for  future  use,  and  they  would 
be  able  to  relieve  their  naval  chiefs  of  a 
great  deal  of  the  detail  work  of  an  inferior 
kind  which  they  could  do  just  as  well  as 
their  chiefs.  It  appeared  from  this  Re- 
port, also,  that  the  First  Sea  Lord  had 
not  sufficient  time  at  his  disposal,  but  the 
Service  did  not  wish  to  see  him  relieved 
of  his  administrative  duties,  because  he 
would  lose  touch  with  the  Service.  But 
Uwy  did  feel  that  if  this  reciHumendation 
of  the  Commission  was  acted  upon  it 
would  be  an  raonnons  advantage  to  the 
jSerrice.  It  would  cost  little  or  nothing 
to  the  country,  because  there  were  many 
officers  now  serving  on  half-pay  who, 
if  put  in  this  position,  would  be  of 
enormous  service  to  their  naval  chiefs, 
and  they  would  be  doing  good  and  making 
excellent  preparation  for  some  future 
time.  What  Sir  GreoCErey  Hornby  wanted 
was  to  see  more  naval  men  in  the  Ad- 
miralty. He  ventw^  to  aige  this  not 
Umg  ago  in  the  Press,  and  urged  it  then 
with  all  respect  beftoe  the  Committee.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  would 
not  forget  this  point  and  the  others  he 
had  pressed  upon  him.  He  hoped  he 
would  follow  the  good  example  set  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  when  the 
Army  Kstimates  were  under  discussion. 
Someone  complained  of  grievances  of  the 
Volunteer  Force,  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  inunediately  said  he  would 
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grant  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
grievances.  Would  the  right  hon. 
Crentleman  in  the  same  amiable 
spirit  grant  a  Committee  to  consider 
the  various  grievances  which  had  been 
put  before  him  and  the  Civil  Lord  on 
former  occasions  and  again  on  that  ntght? 
They  had  dealt  with  the  dookyarders 
becanse  they  could  coneentmte  their 
political  power,  but  they  did  not 
pay  attention  to  the  grievances  of 
seamen  and  stokers  because  they  were 
dispersed  all  over  the  globe  and  could 
not  concentrate  their  political  power. 
He  was  afraid  he  had  trespassed  rather 
long  upon  the  time  of  the  Committee, 
but  the  time  he  had  taken  was  not  too 
long  for  an  important  discussion.  Oo. 
the  previous  day  they  had  the  House 
crammed  to  suffocation  over  a  question  of 
minor  importance,  but  it  was  a  curious 
thi^  that  when  the  great  naval  power 
of  England  was  under  discussion  tbey 
had  comparatively  empty  Benches. 

-  Sir  E.  HARLAND  (Belfast,  N.) 
wished  to  draw  attention  to  the  fact  that 
when  this  Vote  was  before  the  Committee 
before,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  rather  sprang  a  statement  upon  the 
House  to  the  effect  that  tbey  had  deter- 
mined upon  introducing  the  eight  houis 
system  into  the  naval  dockyards  and  into 
the  arsenals.  He  did  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  when  it  was  examined  by  the 
country  it  would  be  looked  upon  as  a 
far  more  important  question  than  at  the 
moment  it  might  have  struck  the  House. 
He  thought  it  was  only  to  be  expected 
that  certain  iparties  throughout  the 
country  would  immediately  take  the 
opportunity  of  endeavouring  to  follow 
that  example  as  far  as  they  possibly 
could.  He  would  put  a  few  figures 
before  the  Committee  to  give  an  idea  to 
what  extent  the  eight  hours  system 
would  affect  the  commercial  interests  of 
this  country  compared  with  the  prerions 
nine  hours  system.  In  the  first  place, 
it  was  a  most  gratuitoas  act  on  the-  part 
of  the  Government  to  introduce  the  eight 
hoiu-8  system.  From  the  representa- 
tions made  by  some  hon.  Members  re- 
presenting dockyards,  amongst  all  the 
grieTances  he  was  not  aware  that  the 
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question  of  the  bouni  of  vwk  was 
brought  ffwwwd  with  that  de^^  ^ 
mhience,  and  was  urged  with  that  vehe- 
menoe  which  idbdj  other  poiDta  were, 
and  he  titought  tine  GovemmeDt  should 
hare  hesitated  Terj  maoh  befwe  they 
should  have  come  forward  aod  toIuu- 
teered  to  grant  not  exactly  a  request,  but 
a  sort  of  dream  of  an  idea,  that  the 
House  must  please  certain  sections  <tf 
workmen  in  the  dockyard,  although  his 
own  feeling  was  that  it  was  more  to 
gain  the  approval  of  a  seotion  of  the 
workpeq>le  outsidie  the  dockyards.  The 
only  section,  so  far  as  he  was  aware, 
which  had  brought  any  pressnre  to  bear 
upon  public  opinion  in  the  matter  of 
.  eight  hours  had  been  the  miners,  and  he 
thought  it  was  well  understood,  from  the 
very  full  inquiry  which  was  now  being 
held  by  the  Labour  CommisBion,  that 
there  were  very  divided  opinions  even 
amongst  the  miners  themselves.  He 
thought  this  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  very  disrespectful  indeed 
to  the  Labour  Commission,  which  they 
had  practically  proved.  Even  with  regard 
to  dockyards,  where  tiiere  was  now  an 
enormous  amount  of  machinery  applied, 
it  became  less  and  less  important  that 
men  should,  by  any  special  extra 
exertion  on  their  own  part,  be  looked 
upon  as  being  able  to  do  as  much  in 
eight  hours  as  they  did  before  in  nine. 
He  felt  that  this  action  of  the  Admiralty 
in  introducing  the  eight  hours  system 
w  as  springing  upon  the  industrial 
interests  of  this  country  a  very  serious 
crisis.  He  looked  upon  it  that  it  wonld 
be  the  cause  in  this  country  of  many 
millions  a  year  of  dead  loss.'  The  men 
throu^ont  the  country  made  no  com- 
plaint whatoTOT  about  the  hours  of 
wbour,  and  the  change  was  made  now 
when  the  Chancellor  of  the  lixcbequer 
had  an  empty  purse.  The  time  chosen 
by  the  Government  for  making  this 
experiment  was  most  inopportune.  He 
thought  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
would  be  able  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  country  to  the  very  grave  mistake 
which  the  Admiralty  had  made.  With 
reference  to  the  question  of  manning,  he 
thought  the  Meroantile  Marine  suffered 
as  much  as  the  Nary  for  the  want  of 
ai^rentioes;  and  if  in  any  way  the 
Goremment  could  encourage  the  practice, 
he  should  be  very  ghid  if  it  became 
Sir  E,  Harland 


once  more  oompnlsMy  tfast  there  duMiU 
be  a  oMiain  proportion  -of  apprenticws 
not  only  in  sailing  ships,  but  in  steamere, 
throughout  the  oeuutry,  .so  that  there 
should  be  a  rising  generation,  as 
in  the  olden  days,  of  those  who, 
having  embraced  the  Mercantile  Marine 
or  the  Navy  as  a  pursuit,  might  stick  to 
it  for  the  rest  of  their  lives.  He  thought 
they  would  then  not  require  to  bring  in 
so  many  foreigners  to  man  our  fleets ; 
not  that  we  should  grumble  about 
foreigners  coming  to  seek  work  from  us, 
seeing  that  we  went  all  over  the  wwld 
to  obtain  advantages  from  them.  He  ex- 
pressed regret  that  the  Grovernment  had, 
he  believed,  abandoned  the  rating  of  the 
workmen  in  the  dockyards.  It  was  only 
fair  that  there  should  be  a  difference  in 
the  wages  of  men  who  did  different 
classes  of  work.  He  had  beard  some  say 
that  if  pensions  were  reduced  and  more 
wages  given  it  n'ould  be  to  the  advantage 
of  the  men.  But,  in  case  of  war,  they 
wanted  the  men  in  the  dockyards  to  foe  per- 
fectly loyal  and  tme — ^not  going  to  strike 
and  give  up  their  work  at  the  very  time 
when  their  services  were  most  required, 
so  that  what  between  rating  and  pensions 
they  would  be  able  to  retain  a  class  of 
men  in  the  dockyards  in  time  of  war 
which  on  no  other  principle  they  would 
be  able  to  count  upon.  He  hoped  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  would  not 
lose  sight  of  the  remarks  which  had  been 
made  in  reference  to  the  improvement 
in  the  status  of  engine-room  artificers. 
He  therefore  urged  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  to  seriously  consider  this  im- 
portant matter,  and  to  provide  under 
certain  conditions  and  regulations  that 
artificers  in  war^ips  should  be  classified 
as  warrant  oflicers.  That  would  meet 
the  wishes  of  very  many  first-class  men  ; 
it  would  be  to  them  almost  equal  to  an 
increase  of  pay,  and  it  would  make  them 
more  loyal  to  the  Swvice,  to  which  in 
the  future  they  would  be  more  and  more 
invaluable. 

Mr.  E.  J.  C.  MORTON  (Devonport) 
desired  to  say  a  word  or  two  by  way  of 
enforcing  scnne  of  the  renuu-ks  which 
had  been  made  in  the  course  (tf  die 
Debate,  and  ' the  oondoding  remwks  of 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down. 
He  would  not  incur  the  wrath  of  the 
hon.  and  galhuit  Gentleman  opposite 
(Admiral  Field)  by  snggestiDg  that  the 
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men  in  the  Navy  were  diaoontented ;  but 
he  would  refer  to  the  grieTSDoee  men* 
tioned  bj  Uie  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfest,  and  show  the  accuracy  of  the 
hon.  Member's  statement  in  that  respeot. 
He  would  take  simply  the  broad  fact 
that  of  the  men  who  joined  the  Navy  40 
per  cent,  retired  after  10  years'  service  at 
the  aTerage  age  of  28.  That  did  not 
imply  much  content  with  the  Service. 
There  was  no  profeasion,  trade,  or 
indnstry  in  which  that  could  be  said  of 
those  empliTfed  in  it  after  a  long  training 
and  an  ehiborate  apprenticeship.  What 
became  of  these  men  who  left  the  Navy 
at  the  rate  of  300  a  year?.  Some  went 
into  the  service  of  the  great  Ocean 
Liners  ;  and  it  was  absolutely  true,  as 
had  been  said  by  the  Member  for 
Middlesbrough  earlier  in  the  evening, 
that  the  American  Navy  was  almost 
manned  altogether  by  men  of  this  class 
who  had  left  the  English  Navy  after 
only  10  years*  service.  He  recollected 
a  speech  made  by  Mr.  Bayard,  now  the 
Ambassador  to  the  Court  of  St  James 
for  the  United  States,  delirered  at  the 
time  whoi,  as  Secretaiy  to  the  Navy,  he 
was  answering  the  proposition  that  there 
should  be  a  training  school  forthe  American 
Navy,  in  which  that  gentleman  said  that 
there  was  no  need  of  such  a  thing,  because 
Great  Britain  trained  their  sailors  for 
them,  and  they  could  getj  at  the  age  of  28 
years,  the  best  trained  men  for  ihe 
American  Navy. 

Commander  BETHELL :  Ithiokthat 
was  during  the  American  Civil  War. 

•Sib  U.  KAT-SHUTTLEWOBTH  : 
My  hon.  Friend  has  got  hold  of  an  en- 
tirely wrong  set  of  figures.  Of  the  sea- 
men per  cent,  re-engage,  and  of 
the  stokers  84^  per  cent,  re-engage. 
That  disposes  of  the  argument  of  my  hon. 
Friend. 

Mr.  E.  J.  C.  MORTON :  These  men 
are  re-engaged  as  what  ? 

Sib  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
As  seamen  and  stokers. 

Mr.  £.  J.  C.  MORTON  said,  what 
he  desired  to  point  out  was  this  :  that  to 
keep  the  men  who  left  the  Sn-vice  at  the 
end  of  10  years  a  largely-iaoressed  ex- 
penditure was  not  necessarily  involved. 
Bat  consider  what  they  lost  by  these  men 
leavbg  the  Navy  at  such  an  early  age ! 


In  tnining  alone,  apart  altogether  from 
pay,  it  cost  for  an  able-bodied  seaman 
£200,  and  not  only  so,  but  a  seaman 
was  not  completely  trained  until  he 
reached  the  ago  of  25.  It  was  only 
after  the  men  had  reached  25  thai  they 
got  the  full  value  of  the  £200  that  had 
been  spent  upon  each  of  them.  There- 
fore, aS  regarded  33  per  cent,  of  the 
men  who  joined  the  Navy,  they  only 
got  three  years'  good  out  of  the  money 
tiiBt  had  been  expended  on  their  truning. 
If  they  could  induce  these  same  men 
to  go  on  for  another  10  years  that  would 
mean  they  would  get  four  times  the 
value  out  of  them  that  they  got  at  pre- 
sent, and  all'  that  was  now  lost  by  the' 
fact  that  these  men  left  the  Service. 

Admiral  FIELD :  A  third  of  them 
come  back  at  the  end  of  12  months. 

Mb.  E.  J.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  was 
speaking  of  those  who  did  not  re-join. 
He  maintained  that  the  amount  of  money 
they  lost  in  that  way  was  a  considerable 
setoff  against  the  amount  of  money  that 
it  would  require  to  retain  these  men 
for  an  extra  10  years'  service.  The 
question  was,  what  was  needed  to  retain 
them  ?  It  was  perfectly  obvious  that 
the  men  could  not  be  kept  in  the  Service 
when  they  reached  the  summit  of  their 
career  at  25  years  of  age,  and  had  to 
wait  till  55  before  being  entitled  to  their 
pension.  To  render  the  Service  suffi- 
ciently attractive  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  open  a  higher  rank  to  the  warrant 
officers,  as  was  done  with  the  non-com-, 
missioned  officers  in  the  Army  and  the 
Marines.  There  should  be  created  a 
fleet  rank  for  carpenter,  boatswain,  and 
gunner  equal  to  that  of  the  lieutenant, 
and  commanding  the  same  pay.  At  the. 
present  time  there  were  warrant  officers 
actually  employed  on  lieutenants'  duties, 
and  he  could  not  see  what  objection 
there  could  be  to  recognising  the  rank 
of  these  men  and  giving  them  the 
rank  and  pay  of  lieutenants  and  in- 
creasing their  number,  as  it  needed  to  be 
increased.  The  wurant  officers  were 
willing  to  undergo  an  adequate  examina- 
tion for  the  posts.  It  only  coat  £200  to 
train  an  ordinary  seaman,  whereas  it 
cost  £1,200  to  train  a  lieutenant,  so  that 
it  would  in  that  respect  be  a  saving. 
He  had  never  been  able  to  understand, 
what  objection  ^e  Achniralty  had  to 
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putting  the  Navy  in  the  same  position  as 
the  Army  in  regard  to  tbe  warrant 
officers,  and  be  trusted  they  would  now 
fiee  their  way  to  accede  to  the  urgent 
appeal  which  was  made  on  behalf  of  this 
class  of  men. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  I  think  the  Committee 
will  feel  we  are  discussing  this  most  im- 
portant subject  this  evening  under  some 
disadTantages,  disadvantages  which 
uatnrally  attacli  to  a  position  of  affairs, 
and  for  which  I  am  not  disposed  to  hold 
the  Government  entirely  responsible.  It 
is  a  misfortune,  to  a  certain  extent,  that 
it  is  so  difficult  to  he  able  to  have  one 
consecutive  discussion  in  regard  to  naval 
affairs,  talcing  tbe  eubjects  in  order  and 
keeping  them  together.  We  have  had  a 
most  interesting  Debate  this  evening. 
Occasionally  it  has  turned  upon  men, 
occasionally  on  the  shipbuilding  pro- 
gramme, and  occasionally  on  finance,  and 
it  is  somewhat  difficult  to  arrive  at  what 
may  be  the  general  feeling  of  tbe  Com- 
mittee on  any  particular  subject.  I  think 
it  would  be  better  if  we  coidd  disouss  a 
laiger  number  of  subjects  with  the 
Speaker  in  the  Chair ;  but  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  will  remember  that 
an  appeal  was  made  to  us  that  it  was  in- 
dispensable to  finish  tbe  financial  matters 
connected  with  the  Navy  by  a  given  day, 
and  therefore  we  fell  in  with  the  view  of 
the  Government  that  the  Speaker  should 
leave  the  Cbair  without  any  further  dis- 
cussion. But  I  think  it  has  somewhat 
damaged  the  possibility  of  keeping  the 
subjects  as  much  together  as  couM  be 
deshred.  There  is  another  disadvantage 
under  which  we  have  laboured  to-night 
—namely,  the  necessary  absence  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — an  absence 
which  we  all  deplore  knowing  the  cause 
to  which  alone  it  is  due.  In  his  absence 
it  would  have  been  difficult  to  open  up 
some  of  those  questions  connected 
with  finance  which  are  so  extremely 
important  looking  at  the  general 
programme.  We  have  a  programme  now 
before  the  Committee  which  J  believe  it 
would  be  easy  to  prove  is  a  programme 
as  large  as  the  programme  of  the  Navftl 
Defence  Act ;  bnt  we  have  not  yet  been 
honoured  with  any  statement  of  the  total 
expenditure  that  will  be  incurred,  and  it 
will  be  our  duty  to  elicit  some  more 

Mr.  E.  y.  C.  Morton 


poBitive  declaration  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  as  to  the  future  expense 
which  will  be  inonrred.    We  do  botwish 

to  know  the  particular  expenditure  on 
any  particular  ship,  but  we  want  to  have 
some  general  idea  as  to  the  progress  of 
expenditure  during  the  next  few  years,  a 
knowledge  which  is  absolutely  indispen- 
sable to  this  House  if  we  are  to  form  any 
judgment  of  the  Budget  of  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer.  I  think  it  will  be 
our  duty,  and  probably  that  of  others,  to 
discuss  this  arrangement  of  Her  Majesty*s 
Government  and  to  contrast  it  witb 
those  conditions  of  execution  which  we 
believe  to  be  essential  to  carrying  out  the 
plan  and  which  we  embodied  in  tibe 
Naval  Defence  Act,  and  I  am  sure  the 
Government  will  not  think  it  unreason- 
able if,  in  the  absence  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  I  defer  my  remarks 
upon  tbe  financial  qnestion.  I  think  it 
would  be  unjust  if  I  endeavoured  to  open 
up  such  n  wide  field  of  discussion  tO' 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  have  to  reply  ;  but  there  are  one 
or  two  points  outside  finance  which  I 
would  lay  before  tbe  House  in  the  few 
minutes  remaining  to  me.  Fw  my  own 
part,  I  am  certainly  disposed  to  congratu- 
late the  Government  on  the  fact  that 
they  have  submitted  to  the  House  large 
proposals  which  we  hope  further  explana- 
tion may  prove  to  be  adequate  to  the 
situation,  and  I  am  sure  there  is  a  general 
disposition  on  this  side  of  the  House  to 
import  only  a  minimum  of  Party  con- 
troversy into  the  Debates.  But  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  must  remember 
that  if  there  is  to  be  an  absence  of  Party 
controversy,  which  for  my  part  I  most 
earnestly  desire,  no  Party  capital  is 
to  be  made  out  of  tbe  Navy  out- 
side the  House.  There  have  been 
strong  remarks  made  outside  the  House, 
and  a  controversial  tone  has  been  intro- 
duced outside  the  House  by  some  Mem- 
bers of  Her  Majesty's  Government — the 
Home  Secretary  and  the  Civil  Lonl  of 
the  Admiralty — but  I  hope  that  in  the 
continuance  of  these  discussions  it  will 
be  possible  to  discuss  tbe  programmeand 
tbe  means  of  carrying  it  out  without 
any  resort  to  Party  controversy.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  is  not  only  to  be 
congratulated  on  tbe  fact  of  their  pro- 
gramme, but  also  npon  some  of  the  cir- 
cumstances which  they  have  in  their 
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faTODF.  I  am  not  onlj  glad  for  the  sake 
of  the  couDtrj  that  this  distinct  advance 
is  to  be  made  in  the  number  of  sbtps. 
There  is  another  circumstauoe  on  which 
I  congratulate  tbe  Groveroment,  the 
House,  and  the  public,  and  that  is  the  re- 
markable UDanimity  with  which  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government,  independent 
of  details,  have  been  received  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  I  believe  that 
unaDimitj  is  worth  a  good  many  iron- 
clads. There  may  have  been  certain 
sections  in  the  conntzy,  who,  no  doubt 
from  conscientious  motives,  have  rather 
put  forward  the  view  that  there  were 
alarmists  in  the  country  who  were  forcing 
naval  expenditure  for  other  than  esseu- 
tial  reasons  ;  but  that  view  must  be  dis- 
carded now  for  good.  It  is  strong  evi- 
dence which  we  are  able  to  give  to 
foreign  countries  that  practically  we  are 
unanimous  in  our  determination  and  our 
desire  to  push  shipbuilding  up  to  that 
point.  It  wilt  show  that  we  are  depen- 
dent on  no  entangling  alliances,  that  we 
are  not  dependent  on  tbe  discivtion  of 
any  other  Power  ;  but  we  are  ready  for 
every  occasion  which  may  arise.  It  is 
possible  that  some  disappointment  may 
be  felt  by  those  who  provide  tbe  sinews 
of  war  that  there  is  so  much  difference  of 
opinion  as  to  the  ships  which  sbould  be 
built  and  as  to  whether  tbe  expenditure 
is  wise  or  not.  It  is  a  most  dishearten- 
ing circumstance  that  every  successive 
Board  of  Admiralty  is  never  able  to 
secure  a  fair  consensus  of  opinion  either 
from  experts  or  naval  officers.  My  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  who  spoke  a  few 
minutes  ago  is  perfectly  acquainted  with 
that.  He  said  the  naval  officers 
agree  to  differ.  Well,  among  the 
most  able  of  the  Lords  of  the  Admi- 
ralty are  some  of  tbe  very  best 
naval  officers.  Mj  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  appeared  to  speak  as  if  tbe  official 
element  was  anon- naval  element.  Surely 
that  is  unjust  to  the  Lords  of  the  Ad- 
miralty. I  was  at  the  Admiralty  for 
some  time,  and  I  remember  well  the 
officers  by  whom  I  was  advised.  There 
was  no  one  who  gave  me  more  constaDt 
advice  than  the  late  lamented  Admiral 
Tyron,  whose  loss  we  all  deplore.  He 
was  constantly  at  my  side.  He  was 
fresh  from  contact  with  tbe  junior 
captains  of  the  Service,  and  he  was  able 
to  reproMnt  thdr  views  to  me.   On  the 


other  side  there  was  Sir  A.  Uilne  and 
Admiral  Beauchamp  Seymour  —all 
thoroughly  knowing  what  was  wanted. 
I  must  not  go  into  more  names  oi  I 
might  omit  some.  I  congratulate  the 
Government  on  the  officers  whom  they 
□ow  have  as  their  advisers.  I  admit  that 
when  I  was  at  the  Admiralty  it  was  one 
of  the  most  extraordinarily  anxious 
matters  to ,  be  able  to  discriminate  be- 
tween the  views  of  different  schools  of 
naval  officers.  My  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  behind  me  said  he  had  never 
known  any  qaval  officer  who  had  re- 
commended the  low  freeboard  system. 
[Commander  Bethell  :  No,  no  !]  I  so 
understood  him  ;  but  this  system  was 
reported  upon  by  a  Commission  com- 
posed of  representatives  of  naval  officers 
and  scientific  men,  and  that  Report  was 
signed,  amougst  others,  by  Admiral 
Hornby.  It  was  said  by  naval  officers 
tbat  half  the  money  was  misspent,  and 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Belfast 
(Mr.  Wolff),  himself  a  great  shipbuilder, 
said  that  many  millions  had  been  badly 
spent.  I  make  these  remarks  because, 
notwitbstaudiug  all  that  has  berasaid  of 
the  differences  which  exist  between 
experts  and  naval  officers,  when  we  come 
to  look  at  tbe  matter  in  a  practical  way 
we  know  tbat  we  have  ships  that,  with 
all  their  faults,  are  competent  to  meet 
the  ships  of  other  countries. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  report  to  tbe 
House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  BILL.— (No.  H2.) 
SECOSP  BSADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  I  beg  to  move  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill.  It  is  precisely  the 
same  as  the  Bill  of  last  year,  which  was 
interrupted  by  the  close  of  the  Session. 
It  is  purely  a  Consolidation  Bill.  All 
parties  haveagreed  toit — those  represent- 
ing the  shipping  interests,  as  well  as 
those  representing  the  sailors,  and  I, 
therefore,  hope  there  will  be  no  opposi- 
tion to  it. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  BUI  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Jtfr.  Mundella.) 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Eirkdale)  said,  he  did  not  intend  to 
oppose  the  Bill,  but  he  would  like  to  be 
assured  that  any  Amendments  in  the 
Bill  which  made  it  different  from  the  Bill 
of  1893  had  been  approved  of  by  the 
Joint  Committee  ;  also  that  the  Bill  was 
purely  a  Consolidation  Bill,  and  that 
nothing  had  been  introduced  into  it  which 
departed  from  the  general  policy  of  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts. 

Mr.  for  wood  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kjrk)  :  Speaking  on  behalf  of  a  large 
section  of  shipowners,  I  hope  the  House 
will  allow  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill.  It  is  a  Consolidation  Bill,  so  far  as 
it  is  possible  to  make  tt.  It  ia  clearly 
not  a  refonn  of  the  Shipping  Laws, 
which  need  reform,  but  before  reform 
consolidation  is  necessary. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  It  is  not  a  Consolidation  Bill  ; 
it  is  far  more,  and  I  must  object  to  it. 

Mh.  MUNDELLA :  I  can  assure  the 
House  that  it  is  a  Consolidation  Bill. 

On  ail  hands  it  is  desired  that  this  work, 
which  has  now  been  going  on  for  years, 
shoald  be  completed.  The  Bill  is  going 
to  the  same  Committee  as  last  year. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Is  it  not 
the  fact  that  the  Bill  creates  two  new 
felonies  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  It  creates  no 
change  whatever  in  the  law. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  must 
object. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  I  believe  that 
no  one  would  have  been  more  anxious 
for  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  than 
the  hou.  Gentleman,  and  I  trust  he  will 
not  interrupt  tlie  work  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
if  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  really  gave 
him  an  assurance  that  the  Bill  was  a 
Consolidation  Bill,  and  that  if  it  turned 
out  to  be  more  he  would  accept  Amend- 
ments limiting  it  to  consolidation,  he 
would  make  no  further  objection.  He 
had  read  the  Bill  carefully  ;  he  thought 
it  was  more  than  a  Consolidation  Bill, 
and  a  Bill  which  ought  to  be  discussed. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday. 


MOTION. 


LAND  ACTS  (IRELAND). 
HOTION  PGR  A  SXLEGT  OOMMITTKB. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  s  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inqaire  into  and  report  apon  the  principles  and 

gractice  of  the  Irian  Land  ComiuiauoDera  and 
ouQty  Court  Judges  in  carryiDg  out  the  fair 
and  free  a&le  provieiona  of -the  X  and  Acts  of 
1870,  1881,  and  1887,  and  of  the  Kedemptlon 
of  Itent  Act  of  1891,  and  to  mggeBt  sadi  im- 
provements in  Law  or  jpraotioe  as  they  may 
deem  to  be  desirable."— <jrr.  /.  Moriej/  ) 

Mb.  BRODRICK  (Sairey,  Guildford) 
said,  he  should  like  to  know  whether  the 

right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  for  Ireland  was  willing  to  accept  the 
addition  to  the  terms  of  Reference  which 
he  had  put  on  the  Paper — namely,  in 
line  5,  after    1891  "  to  insert, 

"  And  the  effect  upon  the  interest*  of  tenanti^ 
encumbrancers,  and  landlords  respectively  In 
holdings  dealt  with  under  the  aaid  Acta." 

Unless  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  was 
prepared  to  accept  that  exteusion  he  must 
oppose  the  Motion,  as,  in  his  opinion,  it 
was  necessary  that  the  Order  of  Refer* 
ence  should  be  widened.    He  thought, 
also,  that  the  House  should  have  some 
statement  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  as  to  the  purview  of  the  Refer- 
ence— whether  it  was  intended  to  limit 
the  action  of  the  Committee  simply  to 
procedure,  or  whether  the  Committee 
would  have  the  power  to  inquire  afresh 
into  the  results  <rf  land  legislation  with 
regard  to  individual  rents  7    The  matter 
was  of  great  complexity,  and  would 
practically  land  them  in  a  re-trial  of 
a  large  number  of  cases.    He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  accept  his 
\  Amendment,  and  unleas  he  was  able  to 
'  do  so  they  mnst  ask  for  a  discussion, 
I  in  order  that  they  might  hear  fully  the 
I  objects  of  the  Government  in  appoint- 
I  ing  the  Committee. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  think 
!  that  my  hon.  Friend,  or  the  hon.Gentle- 
.  men  who  sit  near  him,  have  any  reason 
to  complain  of  a  want  of  a  conciliatory 
spirit  having  been  shown  on  the  part « 
;  the  Government  in  this  matter.  The 
,  bon.  Member  mnst  admit  that  I  have 
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from  time  to  time  altered  the  f onn  of  this 
Reference  with  a  view  to  meeting  the 
ohjectious — though  I  did  not  think  them 
well  founded — of  the  hon.  Member  aud 
others.  The  Order  of  Reference,  as  it 
now  stands,  is,  in  my  opinion,  not  at  all 
an  adequate  description  of  the  inquiry, 
whieh  I  think  all  Members  of  the  House 
who  understaod  the  present  position  of  the 
Land  Question  in  Ireland  would  desire  to 
have.  I  understood  that  when  T  put  the 
B^erenoe  on  the  Paper  in  the  form  in 
which  it  now  appears,  that  it  would  dis- 
pose finally  of  aN  the  objections  which 
could  be  taken  to  the  appointment  of  this 
Committee.  The  words  suggested  by 
the  hoD.  Member  appear  to  me  to  add 
nothing  to  the  value  of  the  Reference, 
nor  to  import  any  new  sigDificance  into 
the  Order  of  Reference.  1  have  made  so 
many  efforts  to  meet  objections  that  I 
find  myself  unable  to  go  any  further  in 
the  way  of  assenting  to  the  addition  of 
the  wonls  proposed.  The  hon.  Member 
asks  that  a  full  statement  should  be  made 
as  to  the  broad  ol^eot  of  this  Committee. 
I  think  that  the  object  is  sufficiently  de- 
fined'in  the  Order  of  Reference,  and  I 
should  be  wasting  the  time  of  the  House 
without  any  purpose  whatever  if  I 
entered  into  a  general  statement  of  the 
object  of  the  inquiry.  I  do  not  believe 
that  this  inquiry  in  the  form  in  which  it 
is  now  presented  to  the  House  is  objected 
to  by  any  hon.  Member  opposite  except 
the  hon.  Member  himself.  The  majority 
of  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  represent- 
ing Irish  interests  of  every  kind  are  in 
favour  of  the  Reference  as  it  now  stands, 
and  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will  with- 
draw his  objection  and  let  the  Committee 
get  to  work. 

Mr.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
Bsid,  he  would  like  to  point  out  that  on 
Thursday  last  he  had  asked  the  Chiof 
Secretary  a  question  on  this  point.  The 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  rose  and  asked- 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  confine  the  Refer- 
ence to  the  first  portion,  and  stated  that 
if  that  were  done  it  would  meet  with  the 
approbation  of  all  PM*tie8  in  the  House, 
and  that  the  Chief  Secretary  might  get 
to  work  after  that  as  soon  as  he  chose. 
The  Chief  Secretary,  on  consideration, 
amended  the  Reference  in  that  direction, 
and  it  now  carried  oat  what  the  Leader 


of  the  Opposition  desired  on  Thandaj 
Ust.  He  could  not  see  that  if  the  words 
of  the  hon.  Member  were  added  to  the 
Reference  much  would  be  gained,  especi- 
ally as  his  object  could  be  attained  by  the 
Reference  as  it  stood.  No  Irish  Mem- 
ber opposed  the  Committee  or  the  form 
of  R^erence — the  opposition  to  the  Re- 
ference had  been  entirely  left  in  the 
hands  of  Eoglisb  Members — and  he 
thought  the  hon.  Geutleman  onght  to 
aUow  the  Committee  to  get  to  work  on 
this  natter  which  had  excited  greitt 
interest  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wonld  consent  to 
move  the  Reference  on  Thursday  instead 
of  that  evening,  so  tbat  an  effort  might 
be  made  to  come  to  some  arrangement 
by  that  time  P  The  Leader  of  Che  Oppo- 
sition could  not  attend  that  night. 

Mb.  J.  MOBLEY  :  The  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  has  already  stated  his  view. 
I  cannot  see  that  anything  is  to  be  gained 
by  further  delay  until  Thursday,  and 
therefore  I  cannot  assent  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  request, 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  I  object. 

Motion  postponed  till  Thursday. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

PLACBS  OF  WORSHIP  (SITES)  BILL. 
(No.  90.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

*Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Rushclifie),  in  moving  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  said,  it  had  received  the 
assent  of  the  present  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  when  leaving  the  House 
in  1 892.  Last  year  it  had  passed 
through  all  its  stages  in  the  Commons, 
and  had  gone  up  to  the  Lords. 
They  had  not  had  time  last  Session  to 
deal  in  Uie  Comnwns  with  the  Lords' 
Amendments,  but  he  was  able  to  say 
that  the  promoters  of  ^tko  Bill  to  desired 
to  meet  all  objections  that  they  had  in- 
corporated in  the  Bill  a  large  number  of 
the  Lords'  Amendments.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  no  objection  would  he 
raised  to  the  Bill,  but  that  it  would  be 
allowed  to  go  to  the  Standing  Committee 
on  Law,  before  which  it  would  be 
thoroughly  examined. 
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Motion  mode,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (itfr.  J,  E.  Ellis.) 

The  Mabqubss  or  CARMARTHEN 
(Lambeth,  Brixton)  said,  that  the  pre- 
Tions  evening  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bushdiffe  had  voted  with  the  Goveni- 
ment  for  the  withdrawal  of  the  whole 
time  of  private  Members  this  Session  

*Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  Not  the  whole 
time.  There  are  Wednesdaja  and  Fri- 
day evenings  for  noofficlal  Members. 

'  The  Marquess  op  CARMARTHEN 
said  that,  under  the  circumstances,  no  ex- 
ceptional advantage  should  be  given  to 
anybodj,  and  he  therefore  objected  to 
the  Secoud  Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Tuesday 
next. 

LOCAL  GOVBBNMBNT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VI8I0KAL    ORDER   (No.  X)  BILL. 
(Ko.  116.) 

Bead  a  Becond  time,  and  oommitted. 

LAW  LIBRARY,  FOUR  COURTS 
(IRBLAMD)  BILL.— (No.  131.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
Thwndtkj. 

XABOABIMB  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  H.  Plonlcett.  Bill  to 
amend  "  The  Margnrioe  Act,  1887,"  ami  "  The 
Sale  of  Food  and  Drags  Act,  1876,"  ordered  to 
be  brought  In  by  Mr.  B.  Plunkett,  Mr.  Amold- 
'Forater,  Hr.  J.  Redmond,  Sir  B.  Fsget,  Mr. 
Barton,  and  Mr.  Maurice  Healy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  fltst  time.  [BiU162.] 

ADTERTISBHBNT  REGULATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Boalnois,  Bill  to  enable 
Ooonty  Conncilfl  to  make  bye-laws  with  respect 
to  Advertlflementa,  ordered  to  be  brought  In  by 
Mr.  BonUioi^  Sir  B.  Clarke,  Mr.  Caiae,  Mr. 
Darling,  Mr.  Benson,  Mr.  Arnold-Forster,  Mr. 
Smith-Barry,  and  Mr.  Ticaty  Gibbs. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BI111S3.] 

CBOWN  LANDS  BILL. — (nO.  4.) 

Bead  a  second  time,  and  committed  to  a 
Select  Committee  of  Seven  Members,  Four  to 
be  nominated  hj  the  Honse  and  Three  1^  the 
Ctnnmittee  of  Selection. 

Ordered,  That  all  Petitions  against  the 
Bill  presented  Three  clear  days  before  the 
meeting  of  the  Oommittee  be  referred 
to  the  Committee ;  that  the  Petitioners 
praying  to  be  heard  by  thenuelTes,  their 
Conntel,  or  Agents^  be  heard  against  the  BUI, 
and  Coonsel  heard  in  support  of  the  Bill. 


'  Ordered,  That  the  Oommittee  hare  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  qnomm. — C8ir 
J.  T.  Biibeit.^ 

CHABITT  G0UHI8BI0N. 

The  Select  Committee  on  the  Charity  Com- 
mission was  nmninated  of, — Mr.  Egerton  Allen, 
Mr.  Griffith-Boscawen,  Mr.  Jesse  Collings,  Mr. 
Donald  Cmwford,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis,  Mr.  Freeman- 
Mitford,  Mr.  Howell.  Mr.  H.  L.  W.  Lamm, 
Mr.  J.  W.  Lowtber,  Mr.  Oldroyd,  Sir  8.  North- 
cote,  Mr.  Geone  Rnasell,  Sir  A  Sooble,  Mr. 
Straichey,  and  Mr.  Wickham. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Fire  he  the  quorum. — (Jfr. 
r.  S.  JBUi.) 

LOOAL  OOYERNMBNT  ACT,  1888 
(LONDON.) 
Copy  presented, — of  Order  of  the 
County  Council  of  London  for  trans- 
ferring parts  of  the  United  Parishes  of 
Saint  Giles-io- the- Fields  and  Saint 
George,  Bloomsbury,  and  of  Saint 
Andrew,  Holborn-above-Bars,  united 
with  Saint  George  the  Martyr,  to  the 
Parish  of  Saint  Pancras  [by  Aet]  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

AORICULTUBB  (ROYAL  COMMISSION) 
(SCOTLAND.) 
Copy  presented, — of  Report  by  Mr. 
James  Hope  (Assistant  Commissioner) 
on  the  Counties  of  Perth,  Fife,  Forfar, 
and  Aberdeen  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  TuUe. 

COLONIAL  REPORTS  (ANNUAL) 
(VICTORIA.) 
Copy  [presented,— of  Digest  of  the 
Statistics  (Victoria)  for  1892  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SUPERANNUATION. 

Copy  ordered,  "  of  Treasury  Minute, 
dated  the  5th  day  of  April  1894,  relating 
to  the  claims  to  pension  of  persons 
appointed  to  the  clerical  establishment 
of  the  Registry  of  Deeds,  Ireland, 
between  the  19th  day  of  April  1859  and 
the  1st  day  of  Januarr  1865.** — (Sir 
J.  T.  ISbbert.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  piintod.  [No. 
64.] 

;Hoiue  ad  jonmed  at  twenty  minutes 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 
mdntgday,  lUh  April  1894. 


PRIVATE  BUSIJVESH. 


CHAEING  CEOSS,  EU8T0N,  AND  HAMP- 
STBAD  EAILWAY  BILL. 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  a  aeeond 
time." 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  objected. 
This  and  another  Bill  were  not  down 
**  hy  Order,"  and  he  presnmed,  therefore, 
that  it  was  open  to  any  Member  to  object. 
*Mr.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon. 
Member  object  ?  Aa  a  matter  of  fact,  I 
anderetand  there  is  no  ol^ection. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
laid,  that  if  there  was  to  be  any  length- 
ened Debate  on  Private  Business  to-day 
be  would  certainly  object. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  it  was  under- 
stood that  there  was  not  to  be  any 
leagthened  Debate. 

Mb..T.  W.  RUSSELL :  Then  I  do 
Dot  object. 

MotioD  agreed  to. 

BUI  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted. 

SODTHWAEK  AND  VAUXHALL  WATBE 
.  BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  jnoposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Sir  F.  DIXON  -  HARTLAND 
(Middlesex,  Uxbridge)  opposed  the 
Motion. 

Ma.  BOULNOIS  (Marylebone,  E.) 
said,  he  would  aek  leave  to  withdraw 
Clause  13  of  the  Bill,  which  gave  power 
to  take  additional  water  from  the 
Thames,  and  it  would  be  understood 
that,  under  the  pressure  of  the  represen- 
tations made  by  the  London  County 
Council  and  the  Thames  Conservancy, 
the  clause  had  been  withdrawn. 

VOL.  XXm.  [f'o0BTH  8BRTE8.] 


Sir  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND  said, 
that  if  the  clause  was  withdrawn  he 
would  withdraw  his  opposition. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hoi- 
ton)  said  that,  on  the  understanding  that 
the  clause  which  provided  taking  water 
from  the  Thames  was  withdrawn,  he 
would  not  at  this  stage  offer  any  objec- 
tion to  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  secoud  time,  and  committed. 
ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


LAKD  XENUEE  (IBELAND)  BILL. 
(No.  7.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  KILBRIDE  (Kerry,  S.),  in 
moving  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill, 
said,  the  Bill  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  move  laid  down  no  new  doctrine  and 
enunciated  no  new  principle  with  regard 
to  the  tenure  of  land  in  Ireland.  It  was 
a  Bill  simple  in  its  character  and  designed 
to  give  effect  to  tbe  intentions  of  Parlia- 
ment when  it  passed  the  Land  Act  of 
1881  and  the  subsequent  Acts  dealing 
with  the  Irish  Land  Laws.  It  would  be 
found,  he  hoped,  to  be  a  non •contentious 
measure.  Just  and  equitable  in  its  pro- 
visions, be  trusted  it  would  meet  with 
the  support  gf  every  fair-minded  man  in 
that  House  who  desired  to  eee  that  the 
Land  Laws  of  Ireland  should  have  a 
fair  chance  in  finally  settling  the  Irish 
Land  Question.  The  Land  Act  of  1881 
provided  that  a  tenant  should  not  be 
charged  rent  on  his  own  improvements 
or  those  of  his  predecessor  in  title.  Had 
this  provision  been  carried  out  in  tbe 
spirit  and  intention  of  Parliament  the 
Land  Question  in  Ireland  would  have 
been  practically  settled  now.  But  what 
happened  in  the  celebrated  case  of 
"  Adams  r.  Dunseath  ?  "  The  majority 
of  the  Court  held  that  20  years'  quiet 
enjoyment  was  full  compensation  to  the 
tenant  for  his  improvements.  The  efieet 
of  that  was  that  the  vast  and  over- 
whelming majority  of  tenants  who  had 
fair  rents  fixed  felt  that  justice  had  not 
been  done  them.  Especially  was  that  so 
in  Ulster.  The  tenants  of  that  Province, 
under  the  partial  security  of  the  Ulster 
custom,  were  eocc^p^^^  J^i^p* 
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their  holdings.  Where  that  custom 
prevailed  in  its  entiretj  the  tenant 
realised  the  full  value  of  his  im- 
provements hy  the  sale  of  his  tenaut 
right,  but  the  desire  of  the  tenant  was 
to  retain  possession  ;  and,  in  that  case, 
wliat  he  looked  to  was  the  quiet  enjoy- 
ment of  his  holding  at  a  fair  rent .  Had 
he  attained  that  object  ?  It  was  a 
notorious  fact  that  he  had  not.  It  was 
the  practice  of  the  Courts  when  fixing 
a  fair  rent  to  hold  that  all  improvements 
made  on  the  holdings  previous  to  20 
years  before  the  date  of  the  originating 
notice  were  the  property  of  the 
landlord,  and  should  be  taken  into 
account  on  behalf  of  the  landlord  when 
fixing  the  fair  rent.  Let  him  illustrate 
his  meaning.  On  the  passing  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1881  a  tenant  gave  notice 
to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed.  In  evidence 
in  the  case  it  was  proved  that  consider- 
able improvements  were  effected  subse- 
quent to  1861,  20  years  previous  to  the 
passing  of  the  Act.  When  the  case  was 
being  heard  in  Court  the  tenant  got  the 
benefit  of  those  improvements,  or,  at 
least,  was  supposed  to  get  the  benefit  of 
them  in  the  fixing  of  his  rent.  Let 
them  take  the  case  of  the  holding  of  a 
fanner  immediately  alongside  this  man, 
but  whose  improvements  were  made 
previous  to  the  year  1861,  whose  im- 
provements had  been  completed  in  the 
year  1860.  What  was  the  procedure  of 
the  Court  in  this  case  ?  It  was  the 
second  case  that  the  Court  had 
no  objection  in  the  matter  under 
the  decision  of  the  case  "Adams  v. 
Dnnseath,"  in  which  it  was  held  that 
those  improvements,  although  made  by 
the  tenant,  were  the  property  of  the 
landlord,  and  should  be  taken  into  con- 
flideration  in  the  fixing  of  a  fair  rent. 
That  practice  was  known  all  over 
Ireland,  North  and  South,  as  the  con- 
fiscation of  the  tenants'  improvements, 
and  the  present  Bill  was  intended  to  do 
away  with  that  gross  injustice  to  the 
tenant  farmers  of  Ireland.  The  Bill 
provided  that  20  years^  quiet  enjoyment 
was  not  to  be  held  by  the  Court  as  com- 
pensation for  improvements.  Improve- 
ments were  defined  as  anything  which 
increased  the  letting  value  of  a  holding, 
and  they  claimed  that  whatever  in- 
ereued  value  waa  given  to  the  holding 
by  the  labour  of  the  tenant  or  by  his 
predecessors  in  title  either  in  draio^e, 
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reclamation,  manure,  or  otherwise,  should 
be  held  to  be  the  property  of  the  tenant, 
and  that  no  rent  was  to  be  fixed  upon 
them.  The  Bill  also  provided  for  the 
presumption  that  ■  the  improvements 
were  made  by  the  tenant.  No  doubt  he 
would  beasked  why  he  presumed  anything 
at  all  of  the  kind.  His  answer  would  be 
obvious  to  any  man  well  acquainted  with 
the  conditions  of  the  Irish  tenant-farmer. 
It  was  a  notorious  fact,  and  it  would  not 
be  denied  in  the  House,  that  in  nine  cases 
out  of  every  ten  that  had  come  l)efore 
the  Land  Courts  it  had  been  proved  that 
the  tenant  had  made  the  whole  of  the 
improvements.  Thrare  was  another  reason 
which  put  the  case  on  equitable  grounds* 
and  tlut  was  tliat  the  improvHnents 
ought  to  be  held  to  be  the  property  of 
the  tenant,  unless  the  contrary  was 
proved.  The  tenant-farmers,  as  a  rule, 
did  not  keep  a  very  accurate  account  of 
the  expenditure  on  their  holdings, 
whereas,  on  the  other  hand,  a  very 
careful  account  was  kept  in  the  estate 
office  of  the  landlord  of  any  expenditure 
made  by  the  landlord,  and  was  easily 
able  to  make  a  ease  in  Court  in  the 
matter  of  his  expenditure  on  the  holding. 
Again,  this  Bill  was  designed  to  give 
effect  to  the  intentions  of  Parliament 
when  they  passed  the  Land  Act  of  1881, 
and  other  subsequent  Acts,  for  the  relief 
of  the  Irish  tenant-farmer.  One  of  the 
first  things  the  Bill  did  was  to  shorten  the 
statutory  term  and  make  it  practically 
one-half  of  the  existing  term  for  which 
judicial  rents  were  fixed,  and  he  might 
be  asked  why  did  he  make  such  a  pro- 
vision ?  It  had  been  found  that  no  man 
could  tell  in  the  present  condition  of 
foreign  competition  what  land  would  be 
worth  in  any  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom in  15  years  to  come.  The  friends 
of  the  tenants  of  Ireland  in  1879 
and  1880  were  telling  them  from 
public  platforms  that  foreign  competition 
would  ultimately  lower  the  agricultural 
value  of  land  so  much  in  Ireland  that  1 5 
years  was  too  long  a  term  for  the 
judicial  rent  to  run.  Tbey  found 
that  since  1831  the  value  of  laud 
produce  had  been  going  down  steadily. 
Any  man,  in  1879  or  1880,  who  was  a 
practical  farmer,  and  who  would  have 
said  publicly  that  in  1894  the  best 
home-grown  beef  and  mutton  would  not 
produce  6d,  per  lb.,  would  have  been 
laughed  at.   ^«  an^^^^g^^oneo 
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able  to  say  that  in  Id  years*  time  beef, 
mutton,  and  other  land  produce  would 
not  be  considerably  lower  than  it  was  at 
present.    Up  to  tfae  present  practioallj 
thej  had  only  to  deal  with  oompeti- 
tiou  from  America ;  competttion  from 
Australia   and  from    Sooth  America 
had  not  yet  been  developed.      In  the 
London  markets,  he  was  sorry  to  say, 
Australian  butter  was  successfully  com- 
peting  against   Irish  produce.  Tbey 
found  that   New   Zealand   and  South 
American  mutton  bad  practically  de- 
stroyed that  industry  in-  Ireland  and  in 
Great  Britain.    In  face  of  these  facts 
they  asked  that  the  judiciul  term  should 
be  shortened  to  eight  years.    The  Bill 
went  on  to  deal  with  the  question  of  town 
parks.     Late  decisions  in  ihe  Land 
Courts  in  Ireland  made  it  imperative 
upon  any  Member  introducing  a  Bill  of 
this  kind  to  take  notice  of  that  important 
matter.    He  found,  in  looking  back  to 
the  Debate  in  that  House  oo  the  Laud 
Act  of  1887,  that  bis  hon.  Friend  tbe 
Member  for  Galway  City  (Mr.  Pinker- 
ton)  proposed  an  Amendment  that  ibis 
question  of  town  parks  should  not  apply 
to  the  land  in  tfae  neighbourhood  of  any 
town  unless  the  town  was  over  10,000 
population.    During  the  course  of  the 
Debate  that  figure  was  changed  to  5,000, 
and   it  was  held,  if   he  remembered 
accurately,    by  some    hon.  Members 
opposite,  that  this  was  a  question  of  great 
importance  to  the  people  of  Ulster,  and 
that  tbey  did  not  see  why  because  a 
farmer  occupied  a  holding  in  tbe  im- 
mediate neigbbourbood  of  a  town  that 
that  should  prevent  him  from  having  a 
fair  rent  fixed.    The  then  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  tbe  present  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  accepted  an  Amendment 
which  provided  that  this  question  should 
not  apply  t<>  land  in  tbe  neighboorhood 
of  any  town  unless  the  town  was  over 
2,000  population.    That  was  carried  by 
a  majority  of  53,  but  unfortunately,  like 
a  great  deal  of  other  Irish  legislation 
that  passed  through  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, the  Land  Act  of  1889  had  to  go 
through  tbe  ordeal  of  another  place — 
tbe  House  of  Lords,  who,  no  doubt  ex- 
ercising their  undoubted  right,  and  follow- 
ing their  ancient  usage  with  regard  to 
Irish  affairs — a  usage  continued  in  the 
present  Sessiou  —  they  rsjected  this 
Amendment  altogether,  with  the  un- 
fortonate  result  that  they  found  the 
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Land  Courts  in  Ireland  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  holding  that  land  in  the 
immediate   neighbourhood,  say,  of  a 
cross  road  where  there  was  a  smithes 
forge  and  half-a-dozen  Irish  mud  cabins 
— dtat  for  this  reason  if  that  smiUi  de- 
sired to  have  a  piece  of  land  that  the 
value  of  it  was  thereby  increased.  This 
Bill  did  not  say  that  land  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  a  town  or  of  a  city  should 
not  bear  any  greater  value  than  land 
situated  in  rural  districts.  That  question 
was  left  altogether  to  the  decision  of  the 
Courts — to  the  discretion  of  practical 
men  acting  as  Sub-Commissioners.  The 
next  matter  dealt  with  by  tbe  Bill  was 
the  question  of  pasture  holdings,  and  in 
that  respect  the  Bill  provided  that  no 
holding  should  be  held  by  the  Land 
Commission  to  be  a  pasture  holding 
unless  it  was  held  under  a  lease  or  other 
written  instrument  which  expressly  pro- 
vided that  the  holding  was  to  be  so  used. 
He  was  personally   acquainted  with  a 
good  many  cases  in  Ireland  where  the 
tenant  had  been  debarred  from  getting  a 
fair  rent  fixed,  because  tbe  Court  held 
that  tbe  original  intent  of  tbe  holding 
was  that  tbe  farm  should  be  used  wholly 
or  mainly  for  the  purpose  of  pasture. 
These  hohlings  were  held  largely  under 
leases  made  previous  to  the  Act  of 
1887 — leases  in  many  cases  granted 
after  the  Act  of  1870,  and  which,  un- 
fortunately for  the  interest  of  the  Irish 
tenant-farmers    and    tbe    interests  of 
social  peace  in  Ireland,  retained  many  of 
the  worst  provisions  of  the  notorious 
Leinster  leases.    It  was  to  tbe  credit  of 
the  late  Duke  of  Leinster  that  after  tbe 
Land  Act  of  1881  he  voluntarily  broke 
every  lease  on  his  estate,  allowed  every 
one  of  his  tenants  to  go  into  the 
Land  Court  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed, 
and  did  as  maoh  as  lay  in  the  power  of 
one  man  to  do  to  let  the  tenants  on  his 
estate  get  the  full  benefit  of  the  Act  of 
1881.    But  such  was  not  done  by  the 
other  landlords  of  Ireland,  who  kept  to 
tbe  provisions  of  tbe  Leinster  leases,  in 
many  of  which  there  was  a  proviso  that 
only  a  small  percentage  of  tbe  holding 
could  be  used  for  agricultural  purposes. 
He  had  seen  many  leases  where  a  map 
of  tbe  holding  was  attached,  90  per 
cent,  of  the  area  of  the  farm  being 
coloured  red,  and  it  was  provided  if  any 
of  that  area  so  marked  was  broken  up 
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of  £10  per  acre.  Since  the  possiDg  of 
the  Laad  Act  of  1887,  which  enabled 
leaseholders  to  go  into  Court,  the  Court 
had  held  that  the  men  oocupying 
holdings  under  snch  leases  were  de- 
barred from  having  a  fair  rent  fixed,  on 
the  ground  that  the  original  intent  of  the 
letting  was  that  the  farm  should  be  used 
mainly  or  wholly  for  the  pjrpose  of 
pasture.  It  might  be  asked,  why  did  the 
farmer  accept  a  lease  with  such  provi- 
sions in  it  ?  He  knew  a  tenant-farmer 
who  was  offered  a  lease  by  his  landlord 
in  the  year  1871,  in  which  there  was  a 
provision  prohibiting  him  from  tilling 
more  than  20  acres  out  of  a  farm  of  250 
acres.  He  refused  to  accept  the  condi- 
tions, and  after  a  long  correspondence 
and  a  great  deal  of  worry  and  disappoint- 
ment between  the  tenant  and  the  agent, 
the  tenant  eventually  signed  the  lease, 
with  even  more  stringent  provisions  than 
it  contained  originally,  because  he  was 
informed  that  if  he  did  not  do  so  the 
landlord  would  feel  compelled  to  resume 
possession  of  the  holding.  That  proved 
that  the  Irish  tenant-farmers,  in  the  ac- 
ceptance of  leases  with  penal  clansep, 
were  not  free  agents.  The  Bill  also 
dealt  with  the  question  of  sub-letting. 
Numerous  cases  had  been  turned  out  of 
Court  because  it  was  held  tbat  the  tenant, 
having  sub-let,  was  debarred  from 
having  a  fair  rent  fixed.  He  received  a 
letter  a  few  days  ago  from  a  tenant- 
farmer  in  the  County  of  Tipperary  who 
rented  a  farm  of  186  Irish  acres,  16  of 
which  were  sub-let  to  four  tenants,  and 
were  so  aub-let  when  be  entered  into 
possession  of  the  farm.  His  rent  was 
£130  a  year,  which,  he  said,  was  con- 
siderably more  than  the  fair  rent  which 
had  been  estimated  by  several  valuers. 
This  tenant  went  into  the  Land  Court, 
but  he  was  excluded  from  the  benefits  of 
the  Land  Act  on  this  question  of  sub- 
letting. The  Bill  provided  that  in  such 
cases  the  Court  would  not  be  permitted 
to  hold  that  there  was  sub-letting  unless 
one-fourth  of  the  holding  was  sub-let. 
It  aleo  provided  that  no  matter  what 
area  of  a  farm  was  sub-let,  if  the  laud- 
lord  was  a  consenting  party  to  the  sub- 
letting the  tenant  should  not  be  debarred 
from  having  a  &ir  rent  fixed.  A  pro- 
vision in  the  Act  of  1881  provided  that 
a  farmer  conid  sub-let  half  an  acre  in 
connection  with  cottages  for  labourers 
on  the  holding.    Within  the  last  couple 
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of  years  the  Irish  Members  had  suc- 
ceeded in  carrying  an  Amendment  to 
the  Labourers  Act  which  now  per- 
mitted Boards  of  Guardians  to  annex 
an  acre  of  land  for  labourers^  cottages. 
It  appeared  rather  absurd  that  while,  by 
legislation  passed  in  that  House,  it  was 
permissible  for  a  Board  of  Guardians  to 
purchase  an  acre  of  land  to  be  attached 
to  a  labourer's  cottage,  the  Courts  should 
hold  that  it  would  be  sub-letting  on  the 
part  of  the  tenant-farmer  to  annex  an 
acre  of  land  for  that  purpose.  It  must 
be  clear  that,  in  this  connection  at  least, 
the  Land  Act  certainly  required  amend- 
ment. The  Bill  proposed  to  repeal  the 
7th  section  of  the  Act  of  1887,  which 
was  generally  known  as  the  "  eviction- 
made-easy  clause."  He  said  that  in  the 
interests  of  peace,  social  order,  and  good 
government  in  Ireland,  nothing  more 
detrimental  could  be  done  than  to  facili- 
tate the  action  of  evicting  landlords.  Od 
the  principle  of  dual  ownership  they  had 
acknowledged  that  the  tenant-larmer 
possessed  a  very  considerable  interest  in 
his  holding.  He  remembered  hearing 
the  present  Judge  Madden,  at  the  time 
he  was  Attorney  General  to  the  Con- 
servative Government,  declare  from  the 
Treasury  Bench,  during  the  passing  of 
the  Land  Purchase  Act  of  1891, 
that  the  interest  of  the  tenant- 
farmer  in  Ireland  was  as  great^ 
if  not  greater,  than  tiw  interest  of 
the  landlord.  He  presumed  there  were 
many  lion.  Members  who  would  be  very 
indignant  indeed  i£  they  heard  any 
man  say  that  the  interest  of  the  landlords 
of  Ireland  was  not  equal  to  I6or  17  years* 
purchase  of  the  rent.  No  man  could 
safely  say  at  the  present  moment  what 
was  the  fair  amount  to  give  for  the  pur- 
chase of  a  farm,  considering  that  the  pur^ 
chaser  would  have  to  pay  annual  instal- 
ments, and  4  per  cent,  for  the  next  49 
years.  The  law  as  it  at  present  existed 
enabled  one  of  the  partners  in  this  con- 
cern of  dual  ownership  to  realise  the- 
whole  of  the  property,  because  one  of  the 
partners  happened  to  owe  a  certain 
amount  of  money  equal  to  about 
l-16th  or  1-I7th  of  the  interest  he  had 
in  the  whole  concern.  He  wanted  to 
know  why  the  sleeping  partner  should 
he  afforded  extreme  facilities,  as  againat 
the  working  man  in  the  firm,  to  acquire 
the  whole  of  the  property  because  of  the 
non-payment  %^,J^^(^^^^,Jt  w»a. 
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uDdeniably  unjust  that  It  should  be  in 
the  power  of  one  of  the  partners  in  the 
concern  to  take  possessioo  of  the  whole 
value  of  the  dual  property  because  of  the 
non-falfilmeDt  of  one  of  the  coaditions. 
If  they  were  to  look  to  the  equity  of  this 
case  the  landlord  should  be  compelled  by 
law,  before  be  could  resume  the  sole  pos- 
seaeioD  of  the  holding,  to  pay  the  tenant 
whatever  the  value  of  his  ownerdhip  in 
the  g^oing  concern  was,  minus  whatever 
rent  was  due.    It  was  because  such  was 
oot  the  ease  at  present  that  he  proposed 
to  repeal  the  7th  section  of  the  Land  Act 
of  1887.    The  second  portion  of  the  Bill 
dealt  with  the  Land  Purchase  Act  of  the 
year  1891.    He  did  not  think  there  was 
any  man  who  had  the  interest  of  the  Irish 
tenaat-farroerB  sincerely  at  heart  who  did 
not  desire  that  purchase  on  a  large  scale 
and  on  an  eqnitable  basis  should  be  largely 
carried  out,  and  be  had  no  objection 
whatever  to  the  tenants  parchasing  their 
holdings  provided  that  they  only  paid  for 
that  portion  of  the  property  which  was 
the  landlords  and  should  not  be  compelled 
to  pay  for  anything  that  already  belonged 
to   themselves.     The   Leader   of  the 
Opposition,  when  he  was  Chief  Secretary, 
was  over  and  over  again  told  by  the  Irish 
Members,  when  the  Land  Purchase  Bill 
of  1891  was  before  the  House,  that  if  he 
insisted  on  some  of  its  provisions  the  Bill 
voald  be  inoperative.    He  was  told,  for 
instance,  that  this  question  of  the  tenants' 
insurance  fund  woald  retard  and  prevent 
the  workinfc  of  the  Act  of  1891.  And 
what   had    occurred  ?      It    had  been 
found    that    under   this    provision  it 
was   impossible    for  the  tenant-farmer 
of  Ireland,  for  the  first  five  years,  no 
matter  at  what  rate  of  purchase  he  might 
acquire  his  holding,  to  reap  a  greater 
reduction  in  his  rent  or  iDstahueuts  than 
^  per  cent.,  at  the  same  time  that  he  de- 
prived himself  of  the  benefit  which  he 
formerly  possessed  of  the  landlords'  con- 
tribution towards  the  local  rates,  thus 
radueiog  his  benefit  very  much  under  20 
per  cent.    The  Bill,  tlierefore,  proposed 
to  repeal  this  portion  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1B91  which  dealt  with  the  purchasers' 
insurance  fund.    That  was  done  just  as 
much  in  the  interest  of  the  landlords  as 
in  that  of  the  tenant-farmers.   Those  who 
were  acquainted  with  the  condition  of 
the  farmers  knew  that  owing  to  the  con- 
tinned  depression  in  the  price  of  agri- 
cnltuml   produce  the  tenant-fanners  of 


Ireland  required  immediate  relief,  and  if 
they  did  not  get  immediate  relief  in  the 
shape  of  a  large  reduction  of  rent  he 
feared  that  within  the  next  few  years 
they  would  find  a  general  state  of 
bankruptcy  among  the  Irish  tenant- 
farmers.  They  found  that  many  land- 
lords who  were  desirous  of  selling  some 
of  their  property  had  been  largely  pre- 
vented from  doing  so  by  the  extra- 
ordinary and  totally  unnecessary  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  of  1891.  It  was 
a  notorious  fact  that  there  was  only  one 
buyer  for  land  In  Ireland — namely,  the 
tenant-farmer  who  was  in  occupation — 
and  if  the  labours  of  the  Irish  Nation- 
alists for  the  last  14  years  had  resulted 
in  nothing  else  but  in  producing  this 
state  of  things  he  said  they  would  have 
been  largely  compensated  for  everything 
that  they  bad  done  both  in  and  out  of 
this  House  in  the  interests  of  the  Irish 
tenant.  Looking  at  the  Return  as  to  the 
amount  of  money  that  had  been  applied 
for  and  issued  under  the  Land  Purchase 
Act  of  1891  up  to  the  end  of  November, 
1893,  he  found  that  a  very  small  sum 
Indeed  out  of  the  £30,000,000  had  been 
Issued.  He  believed  the  smallness  of 
this  amount  was  largely  due  to  the  fact 
that  the  tenant-farmers,  under  this  in- 
surance fund,  were  debarred  for  the  first 
five  years  from  getting  the  full  benefit 
that  should  naturally  accrue  to  them 
from  the  bargain  they  bad  made  with 
their  landlord,  and  which  every  purchaser 
under  the  Ashbourne  Act  was  in  the 
enjoyment  of  immediately  he  made  bis 
purchase.  They  desired  in  this  par- 
ticular that  both  the  landlord  and  tenant- 
farmers  of  Ireland  should  be  put  in  the 
same  position  as  both  landlord  and 
tenant  occupied  under  the  Ashbourne  Act, 
and  they  proposed  in  the  19th  section  that 
the  Exchequer  contributions  should  go  to- 
wards the  provision  of  labourers'  cottages. 
Why  was  this  Exchequer  contribution 
introduced  into  the  Land  Act  of  1891  ? 
When  this  large  sum  of  money  was 
granted  by  the  House  of  Commons  for 
land  purchase  it  was  supposed  that 
every  tenant-farmer  in  Ireland  would  be 
breaking  his  neck  to  get  possession  of  the 
land  and  that  the  landlords  would  be 
anxious  to  get  possession  of  the  cash. 
But  nothing  of  the  kind  had  occurred. 
Only  about  £600,000  had  been  issued, 
and  therefore  there  was  no  necessity 
whatever  for  the  Imperial  ^ntribntion 
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to  make  up  any  deficiencj.  But  as  the 
mouej  was  already  applied  for  that  pur- 
pose, and  as  it  was  not  wanted  for  that 
purpose,  and  as  it  was  intended  to  go 
towards  the  benefit  of  Ireland,  they 
proposed  that  three-fourths  of  it  should 
be  applied  immediately  towards  the  erec- 
tion of  labourera*  dwellings.  It  would  be 
admitted  by  all  those  who  were  acquainted 
with  the  conditions  ot  the  labouring 
population  in  Ireland,  who  knew  the 
great  benefits  that  had  resulted  from  the 
working  of  the  Labourers'  Act — the 
social  elevation  of  the  people,  the  beuefi- 
ceut  change  in  their  habits  in  consequence 
of  their  I  eing  provided  with  decent 
dwellings  instead  of  a  mud  cabin — that 
the  money  could  not  be  applied  to  a 
better  purpose.  The  Bill  also  proposed 
to  do  something  for  the  landlords  under 
the  Laud  Purchase  Acts.  They  did  not 
think  that  the  landlords  should  be 
mulcted  in  such  heavy  costs  in  con- 
nection with  proof  of  title.  Speaking 
for  himself,  he  thought  that  the 
holding  of  20  or  30  years'  undisputed 
possession  of  an  estate  ought  to  be  held 
to  be  sufficient  proof  that  the  holder  was 
entitled  to  the  possession  of  it.  Having 
thus  briefly  explainetl  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  as  far  as  he  could,  he  would  ask  the 
House  to  consent  to  have  the  Bill  read  a 
second  time.  The  Government  thera- 
selves  saw  that  the  working  of  the  Land 
Acts  in  Ireland  was  not  satisfactory,  and 
that  acknowledgment  being  recognised 
on  all  bands  it  was  the  most  natural 
thing  in  the  world  that  the  Represen- 
tatives of  the  teuant-fanners  of  Ireland 
in  that  House  should  be  the  people  to 
come  forward  with  a  scheme  to  remedy 
these  defects.  He  believed  that  the 
whole  of  the  tenant-farmers  of  Ireland 
were  impressed  with  the  necessity  of  its 
provisions  being  passed  into  law.  Ho 
would  ask  those  gentlemen  who  sat  op- 
posite, who  were  very  anxious  that  the 
Irish  Land  Question  should  be  settled, 
who  were  very  anxious  that  pence  ami 
order  and  good  government  should  pre- 
vail in  Ireland,  to  prove  by  their  votes 
that  their  declarations  were  not  from  the 
lips  only,  but  were  the  result  of  deep  and 
sincere  conviction.  He  appealed  with 
confidence  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Sonth 
Tyrone,  and  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
sat  with  him,  who  represented  rural 
constituencies  in  the  North  of  Ireland. 
The  hon.  Member  knew  as  well  as  any- 

Jtfr.  Kilbride 


body  that  the  Ulster  farmers  were 
anxious  to  have  large  changes  made  in 
the  administration  of  the  Land  Acts. 
He  had  no  doubt  from  the  indications 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  given  since 
the  House  sat  that  he  approved  of  many, 
if  not  all,  of  the  propositions  of  the  Bill. 
Knowing,  therefore,  that  this  Bill  would 
have  the  support  of  al!  the  various 
sections  of  the  House  who  represented 
tenant-farmers  in  Ireland,  he  appealed 
with  confidence  to  gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  to  support  the  Bill, 
and  to  give  the  Land  Acts  for  Ireland  a 

j  decent  chauce  of  settling  the  Irish  Laud 

.  Question. 

!   -Mk.    PINKERTON    (Galway),  in 
j  seconding  the  Motion,  h&id  he  appeiired 
I  in  the  unusual  position  of  an  advocate  of 
'  the  cause  of  the  Irish  landlords.  He 
'  wishett  to  impress  upon  them  the  neves* 
sity  of  acting  in  a  more  enligbteued  way 
in  regard  to  all  Irish  measures  calculateil 
to  benefit  the  Irish  people.    It  was  an 
I  undoubted  fact  that  if  the  Irish  landlords 
.  bad  met  it  iu  a  better  spirit,  the  Act  of 
1881   would  have  staved  oflT  the  Land 
Question  for  another  50  years  at  least. 
^  The  shortcomings  of  the  Act  of  IH81 
.  were  largely  due  to  the  opposition  of  the 
Irish  landlords,  and  as  a  consequence  the 
Government  were  forced  to  introduce  a 
further  remedial  measure  in  1887.  He 
thought  commou-sense  should  teach  the 
j  Irish  landlords  the  necessity  for  a  measure 
I  simplifying  the  working  of  the  Land 
Acts  and  preventing  undue  litigation. 
!  They  had  nothing  (o  gain  by  putting  off 
I  this  question.    The  present  measure,  as 
'  his   hon.   Friend  had   said,  wa-s  uon- 
contentious,  inasmuch  as  there  was  not  a 
single  principle  puc  forward  in  it  that  was 
not  approved   by   every    Member  who 
sat  for  a  rural  constituency.    It  was  an 
uudoubted  fact   that   Ireland,   from  a 
financial  point  of  view,  was  as  long  away 
from  the  English  markets  as  if  they  were 
in  America,  but  the  hon.  Member  for 
Huntingdonshire  was  good  enough  to 
state  that  the  Irish  tenants  were  better 
rentpayers  than  the  tenants  in  Hunting- 
donshire.   The  hon.   Memlwr  aflt-ribcd 
that  to  the  fact  that  his  Huntingdonshire 
tenants  occupied  very  heavy  laud.  The 
Huotingdoushire  tenants  were  not  the 
only  men  who  had  got  heavy  land.  In 
Ireland  men  went  up  the  hillsides  re- 
claiming the  land,  unfortunately  with  the 
landlord  hanging  on  to^their  ceat-tails  ; 
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and,  as  they  reclaimed,  the  rent  iacreased, 
and  the  lutings  were  rackraoted  by  the 
landlords  in  face  of  eoaotments  passed  by 
Parliamunt.   Let  any  man  go  to  the 

divisioD  represented  by  tbe  hon.  Member 
for  South  DowD^  aad  he  wonld  see  evi- 
(leaces  of  improvements  on  every  baud 
greater  than  could  be  pointed  to  in  any 
district  in  England,  and  it  could  easily  be 
ascertained  that  in  these  districts  the 
laodlords,  taking  advantage  of  certain 
le^al  technicalities,  bad  prevented  the 
tenants  who  had  made  these  improve- 
ments from  going  into  the  Land  Court 
and  having  a  fair  rent  fixed.  Tet  despite 
the  fact  that  tbey  had  grasped  alt  the 
improvements  of  their  tenants,  Irish 
landlords  were  going  about  England 
at  every  election  like  sandwichmen 
carrying  boards  bearing  the  legend, 
"Pity  ,  the  poor  landlords  of  Ire- 
land 1 "  Yet  it  was  an  undoubted 
fact  that  English  landlords  had  volun- 
tarily and  without  any  compulsion  given 
reductions  to  their  tenants  which  at  the 
present  moment  amounted  to  more  than 
the  total  rental  of  Ireland.  The  case  was 
different  as  between  the  English  and 
the  Irish  tenant-farmer.  The  English 
farmer  was  not  confined  to  any  particu- 
lar industry.  If  one  door  was  shut 
another  was  open,  but  tbelrteh  tenant- 
farmer  was  bound  neck  and  heel ;  and 
bis  opinion  was  that  any  Irish  landlord 
who  took  advantage  of  a  legal  techni- 
cality was  a  man  wbo  thereby  declared 
himself  to  be  a  man  who  was  not 
ashamed  to  benefit  himself  from  the 
labonrs  of  his  tenants,  or,  in  other  words, 
pose  as  one  who  was  not  against  picking 
his  neighbour*s  pocket.  He  could  only 
exprMs  hill  regret  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Down,  who 
was  certainly  one  of  the  best  land- 
lords in  Ireland,  should  oppose  this  Bill. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  objected 
to  the  Bill  on  the  ground  that  it  threw 
the  onus  of  proving  that  they  had 
effected  the  improvements  on  a  holdiug 
npon  the  landlords.  But  by  placing  that 
onus  upon  the  illiterate  tenants  the  latter 
had  been  robbed  of  thonsands  of  pounds. 
The  tenants  kept  no  records  of  the  sums 
they  expended  upon  the  holdings,  where- 
as the  landlords  kept  books  which 
showed  every  penny  that  was  expended 
by  the  landlords  in  effecting  improve- 
ments, and  probably  they  showed  thou- 
sands that  had  never  been  expended  for 


that  purpose  at  all.  In  his  opinion,  there 
was  no  injustice  in  throwing  the  burden 
of  proof  upon  the  educated  landlord 
instead  of  upon  the  uneducated  tenant. 
During  the  able  and  exhaustive  state- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  he  noticed  that 
the  English  agricultural  Bepresentatives 
were  absent — those  Representatives  who 
were  so  anxious  to  have  a  night  set  apart 
for  a  discussion  on  agricultural  depres- 
sion. It  seemed  strange  that  those 
high  priests  of  Protection,  who  believed 
that,  by  sprinkling  the  portals  of  the 
nation  with  the  l)lood  of  foreign  cattle, 
they  could  turn  aside  the  angel  of  de- 
struction, were  not  there  that  day  to  give 
proof  of  the  faith  that  was  in  them. 
Here  they  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  agricultural  depression  in  Ire- 
land, and  here  was  an  opportunity  of 
trying  an  experiment  in  a  fair  and  just 
way — an  experiment  that  these  Members 
were  afraid  must  in  the  near  future  be 
tried  in  England.  He  remembered  very 
well  the  discussion  that  took  place  on  the 
question  of  town  parks  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  which  had  been  referred  to  by 
his  hoQ.  Friend,  and  he  remembered  that 
an  Amendment  accepted  by  the  then 
Chief  Secretary  was  afterwards  rejected 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  Indeed,  the  Bill 
was  itself  rejected  on  the  Motion  of 
Lord  Macnagbten,  although  it  would 
have  couferred  many  benefits  on  tenants 
in  many  parts  of  the  North  of  Ireland. 
But  his  Lordship  took  this  step  simply 
because  it  excluded  towns  like  Bushmills, 
Downpatrick,  Fortrush,  and  others.  He 
would  make  an  appeal  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  on  this  matter. 
That  hon.  Member  could  not  admire  the 

methods  of  some  of  his  friends  

Mr.  T,  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  should  like  to  speak  for  myself. 

•Mr.  PINKERTON  said,  that  with 
all  respect  for  the  hon.  Member,  he  would 
point  out  that  he  had  spoken  in  many 
diiferent  tones  of  voice  on  this  question. 
He  would  assert  that  there  was  not  one 
Member  for  any  part  of  the  North  of 
Ireland  at  present  who  could  venture 
to  address  bib  constituents  and  go 
against  the  principles  embodied  in  this 
Bill.  At  the  present  moment  thoy  had 
an  object-lesson  in  North  Derry.  They 
had  the  Attorney  General  of  the  Tory 
Government  coming  forward  as  the 
friend  of  the  distressed  tenant,  an  ardent 
and  impassioned  advocate  of  compulsory 
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sale,  and  they  had  another  distiognished 
geotteman,  Mr.  Harrison,  following  sait. 
Thej'  had  these  two  gentlemen  going 
through  the  length  and  breadth  of  the 
country  asking  the  support  of  the  people 
not  on  their  own  merits,  bnt  owing  to 
the  fact  that  they  were  in  favour  of 
compulsory  eale.  Everything  pointed  to 
the  &ct  that  the  eyes  of  Members  repre- 
senting, or  seeking  to  represent,  northern 
constituencies  were  being  gradually 
opened  to  the  necessities  of  the  sitnacion. 
For  bis  own  part,  he  was  in  favour  of 
the  Bill  as  it  stood ;  but  if  it  had  any 
defects,  they  could  be  easily  removed  in 
Committee.  As  he  had  no  desire  to  talk 
the  Bill  out,  he  should  content  himself  by 
seconding  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (J/r.  Kilbride.) 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.)  rose 
to  move,  as  an  Amendment — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  legisla- 
tion affecting  the  Law  of  Laud  Tenure  in  Ire- 
land is  inexpedient  an<I  unfair  to  the  interests  of 
all  persons  concerned  pending  the  inqaii7  pro- 
posed by  the  Chief  Socretary  Into  the  worung 
of  the  Irish  Land  Acta." 

He  said,  that  he  should  shortly  state  bis 
reasons  for  moving  bis  Amendment.  He 
took  comparatively  little  objection  to  the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  Members  who  had 
moved  and  seconded  the  Motion  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  because  no 
doubt  from  their  standpoint  the  provisions 
of  the  measure  were  fair  and  legitimate. 
It  appeared  to  him,  however,  that  to  read 
this  Bill  a  second  time  pending  the 
Report  of  the  Commission  which  the 
Government  had  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  working  of  the  Irish  Land  Acts 
would  involve  the  Government  in  a 
dilemma.  He  could  assure  the  hou. 
Member  who  bad  paid  him  the  compli- 
ment of  describing  him  as  being  one  of 
the  best  landlords  in  Ireland  that  he  in 
DO  sense  opposed  the  principle  of  this 
measure ;  be  merely  wished  that  legis- 
lation on  the  subject  should  be  postponed 
until  the  Commission  had  reported  upon 
the  working  of  the  Irish  Land  Acts.  It 
appeared  to  him  to  be  like  the  process  of 
hanging  a  man  first  and  trying  him  after- 
wards. His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Galway,  who  seconded  the  Motion,  had 
said  be  was  the  advocate  of  the  Irish  land- 

Mr,  J^nkerton 


lords.  They  bad  all  heard  of  the  Devirs 
Advocate ;  but  if  his  right  hon.  Friend 
were  the  landlords*  advocate,  all  he  would 
say  was,  "  Save  os  from  our  friends." 
As  he  bad  said,  be  was  not  opposed 
to  the  Bill,  bnt  he  thought  the  matters 
contaiued  in  it  required  consideration. 
The  question  was  one  which  the  Govern  - 
ment  considered  still  to  require  investiga- 
tion. He  had  no  sympathy  with  landlords 
who  appealed  to  legal  technicalities  to 
evade  the  land  clauses — who  would  raise 
a  question,  for  instance,  as  to  bow  many 
roods  or  perches  had  been  sub-let  on  a 
farm — but  he  thought  there  were  points 
requiring  to  be  more  carefully  considered 
before  they  were  brought  forward  to  be 
dealt  with  in  a  Bill  like  this.  A  good 
deal  washeard  about  fair  rent,  and  about 
a  fair  day's  wage  for  a  fair  day's  work, 
but  they  did  not  hear  so  much  about  fair- 
play  all  round.  It  was  for  fair-play  all 
round  that  he  pleaded.  They  knew 
pretty  well  what  a  fair  day*8  wage  for  a 
fair  day*s  work  meant.  It  meant  "  con- 
siderably more  than  I  am  getting  at  pre- 
sent." To  come  to  "  fair  rent,"  tbey 
knew  pretty  well  what  that  meant  too. 
It  generally  meant  "not  more  than  half, 
and  probably  about  a  quarter,  of  what  I 
am  now  paying."  The  Irish  landlords  in 
demanding  fair-play  asked  for  a  proper 
locus  standi,  and  wished  to  be  informed 
where  the  tenants'  improvements,  for 
which  compensation  was  to  he  asked, 
were  to  date  from.  Were  they  to  date 
from  the  period  of  the  subsidence  of  the 
Flood  ?  On  this  point  they  were  left 
without  the  slightest  guide  as  to  the 
claims  they  were  to  meet,  or  as  to  what 
evidence  was  to  be  accepted  with  regard 
to  these  claims.  If  it  was  to  be  a  ques- 
tion of  prairie  value,  when  was  the  land 
prairie  land  ?  If  they  askeil  him  for 
prairie  value,  bis  reply  was,  "  Give  me 
back  my  prairie  land — put  it  into  the 
state  it  was  in  before  it  was  *  improved* 
by  Irish  farming  ?  "  All  he  could  say 
was  that  it  would  eat  op  a  great  deal 
of  the  tenants'  improremeut  capital 
if  they  were  required  to  replace  the  land 
in  the  reproductive  condition  it  was  in 
before  the  plough  was  first  put  into  it. 
He  happened  to  have  some  knowledge 
of  cases  where  that  had  taken  place — 
cases  of  land  which  had  been  left  neg- 
lected from  time  immemorial  to  the  pre- 
sent day,  and  from  which,  when  broken 
up,   10  or  12  snccessivft  *="^P^  ^"^^ 
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teken.  If  all  the  improTements  dating 
from  the  time  of  the  Flood  onwards  were 
to  be  held  the  property  of  the  tenant, 
sorely  the  tenant  onght  to  recompense 
the  landlord  for  the  "  diaimprovement," 
so  to  speak,  which  had  occurred  in  the 
same  period.  It  might  be  said  that  if  the 
landlords  contd  prove  that  the  farming 
had  been  wasteful,  they  conld  bring  the 
fact  forward  in  the  Land  Court  as  a 
reason  why  there  should  be  considera- 
tion given.  But  what  was  the  use  of 
that  power  ?  Where  was  the  compensa- 
tion to  be  got  from  ?  They  could  get 
nothing  from  a  cat  but  its  skin,  and  cer- 
tainly nothing  from  a  bankrupt  tenant 
in  the  shape  of  compensation.  He 
vontd  not  go  into  the  details  of  the  Bill, 
beeanse  it  was  not  within  the  scope  of 
his  Amendment  to  deal  witli  them.  He 
thought  that  tf  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  could  see  his 
way  to  postponing  the  consideration  of 
the  Bill  until  the  House  had  dealt 
with  the  question  of  the  inquiry 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
posed, and  which  he  (Colonel  Waring) 
did  not  in  the  least  object  to,  they 
would  know  where  they  stood.  He 
could  not  imagine  a  better  reason  for 
the  bringing  forward  of  the  Bill  than 
that  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  it,  and 
thoee  who  were  acting  with  them,  were 
afraid  of  the  result  of  the  inquiry.  He 
(Colonel  Waring)  and  his  friends  were 
not  afraid  of  it. 

An  hon.  Mbxbeb  :  Who  blocked  it  ? 

Colonel  WARING  said,  be  had  not 
done  so.  Let  those  who  were  afraid  of 
the  inquiry  block  it.  The  Bill  if  passed 
would  remove  the  whole  ground  for  the 
inquiry.  He  and  his  friends  believed 
that  they  would  come  out  of  the  inquiry 
with  flying  colours,  and  he  therefore 
would  conclude  by  moving  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  W.  KENNY  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen's  Green)  said,  he  begged  to 
second  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  and,  at  the  outset,  he  would  con- 
gratulato  the  bou.  Member  who  had 
moved  the  Second  Beading  upon  the 
very  bnsinetsHkei  way  in  which  he  had 
addressed  himself  to  the  subject.  While 
he  (Mr.  Kenny)  seconded  the  Motion  of 
bis  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  he  might 
say  that  there  were  several  proposals  in 
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the  Bill  which  would,  subject  to  certain 
restrictions  and  conditions,  have  his 
entire  sympathy.  AH  that  those  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment  said  was  that, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  proposed  that  there  should  be  an 
inquiry  into  the  working  of  the  ^Acts, 
it  was  unfair  and  inexpedient  iu  the 
interests  of  both  landlord  and  tenant 
that  the  House  should  now  affirm  not 
atone  one  principle,  but  the  20  principles 
which  were  contained  in  the  Bill.  What 
was  the  position  in  which  they  stood  ? 
The  terms  of  the  Motion  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  as  it  now  stood  on  the  Paper 
were  these — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  and  report  upon  the  principles  and 
practices  of  the  Irish  Land  CommiBSioners  and 
County  Court  Judges  in  carryins  out  the  Csir 
rent  and  bee  ule  provisions  of  uie  Land  Acta 
of  1870, 1881.  and  1867,  and  of  the  Redemption 
of  Rent  Act  of  1891,  and  to  Bngnst  such  improve- 
ments in  law  or  practice  as  uiey  may  deem  to 
be  desirable." 

The  Chief  Secretary,  he  was  bound  to 
admit,  had  shown  a  most  conciliatory 
spirit  in  settling  the  terms  of  the  Refer- 
ence. The  inquiry,  in  the  first  instance, 
was  to  have  had  a  more  extended  character 
to  meet  the  objections  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen both  on  the  Ministerial  and  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House.  He 
regretted  that  early  that  morning  that 
Amendment  had  not  been  accepted. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Guildford  (Mr. 
Brodrick)  had  opposed  it  under  peculiar 
circumstances,  holding  that  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition — who  was  not  present — 
ought  to  be  consulted  with  reference  to 
proposed  Amendments. 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY :  The  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  suggested  the  conrse  pro- 
posed. 

Me.  W.  KENNY  said,  he  was  aware 
of  that,  but  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
was  not  in  his  place  at  a  quarter  past  12 
that  morning,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Guildford  asked  that  the  Motion,  might 
he  postponed  for  48  hours  in  order  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  be  con- 
sulted. He  hoped  that  to-morrow  all 
opposition  to  It  would  be  withdrawn. 
There  was  hardly  a  section  of  the  Bill 
the  subject-matter  of  which  would  not 
come  before  the  Select  Committee  pro- 
posed by  the  Chief  Secretary. 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  No,  d^P^^oIp 
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Mr.  W.  KENJSY  :  AU  queBtioiia  bat 
the  Purchase  Clauses  would  come  before 

the  Committee. 

Mr.  S£XT0N  :  And  the  statntory 
term. 

Mr.  W.  KENNY  said,  he  did  not  know 
that  the  statutory  term  would  not  come 
before  the  Committee — he  rather  thought 
it  would,  as  the  Committee  would  have 
power 

"to  st^sest  such  improTSmentB  in  law  or 
pra^ice  as  they  might  deem  to  bedesiraUe." 

If  the  terms  of  the  Chief  Secretary's 
Motion  were  accepted  the  discussion  on 
this  Bill  would  be  useless  and  futile.  It 
was  said  that  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
should  be  accepted  and  that  the  House 
could  deal  with  the  details  as  it  thought 
fit  in  Committee.  Well,  he  could  under- 
stand such  advice  if  they  were  dealing 
with  one  great  principle.  If  the  Second 
Reading  were  passed  to-day  the  House 
would  be  affirming  not  one  general  prin- 
ciple, but  about  15,'or  16  different  prin- 
ciples, which  were  all  embodied  in  the 
Bill  before  the  House.  He  submitted 
that  the  acceptance  of  the  Bill  drawn  as 
it  was  would  lead  to  considerable  friction. 
He  was  sure  it  could  not  be  the  inten- 
tion of  either  the  Mover  or  Seconder 
that  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill 
should  be  taken  in  any  sense  as  a  guide 
to  the  Members  who  were  to  form  the 
Select  Committee.  If  it  was  not  to  act 
in  that  way — and  be  did  not  think  such 
a  thing  woald  be  suggested  for  a  moroeot 
— what  was  the  use  of  discussing  these 
various  matters  when  every  one  of  them, 
except  the  Purchase  Clauses,  would  have 
to  come  before  the  Committee  eventually  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Kerry,  who 
moved  the  Second  Reading,  probably 
found  that  time  did  not  enable  him  to  go 
through  all  the  clauses  of  the  Bill.  He 
had  omitted  to  mention  four  or  five  very 
important  clauses.  He  did  not  refer  to 
the  question  of  demesne  lands,  nor  to  the 
creation  of  judicial  tenancies  by  limited 
owuers,  nor  to  leases  by  Judges  of  the 
High  Court  in  Ireland,  nor  to  evictions 
by  the  head  landlord  where  there  was  a 
sub-tenant  in  possession,  nor  to  the  land- 
lord's right  of  pre-emption,  nor  to  the 
question  of  future  tenancies.  But  when 
the  hoD.  Member  came  to  refer  to  one  of 
the  suggestions  of  his  Bill — namely,  the 


repeal  of  what  he  called  the  eviction- 
made-easy  clause,  he  put  it  on  a  ground 
which  could  not  be  evolved  from  the 
section.  The  section  was  to  repeal  the 
clause  of  the  Act  of  1887,  and  the 
hon.  Member  submitted  to  the  House 
an  argument  based  on  an  obser- 
vation of  Mr.  Justice  Madden,  for- 
merly Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  to 
the  effect  that  the  tenant  had  as  large, 
if  not  a  larger,  interest  in  the  holding 
than  his  landlord.  The  hon.  Member 
argued  on  that  that  on  eviction  the 
tenant  ought  to  receive  the  amount  of 
the  value  of  bis  interest  in  the  holding. 
But  how  did  that  question  arise 
under  the  Bill  now  before  the  House  ? 
The  only  question  with  reference  to 
evictiou-mado-easy  was  that  the  section 
of  the  Act  of  1887  was  to  be  repealed, 
and  the  only  effect  of  that  would  be  to 
leave  the  law  as  it  was  before  1887,  and 
so  it  would  fail  to  accomplish  the  object 
the  hon.  Member  had  in  view.  The 
bou.  Gentleman  said  he  moved  the 
Second  Reading  in  the  interests  of  social 
peace  and  order  in  Ireland.  There  was 
no  one  on  either  side  who  would  not  like 
to  promote  the  cause  of  order  and  good 
feeling  in  Ireland  ;  but  the  method  pro- 
posed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  a 
futile  method.  The  inquiry  proposed 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  was  the  method 
moat  likely  to  lead  to  peace  and  order  on 
the  other  side  of  the  Cliannel,  and  there- 
fore he  seconded  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  pro{iosed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "That,"  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words — 

"In  the  opinion  of  this  House  legistation 
affecting  the  Law  of  Land  Tenure  in  Ireland  is 
ioexpedieat  and  onfair  to  the  interests  of  all 
persons  concerned  pending  the  inquiry  pro- 
jKwed  by  tbci  Chief  Secretary  into  the  working 
of  the  Irish  Land  Acts." — (Culonrl  Waring.") 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mk.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Kerry, 
iu  the  course  of  what  he  must  call  a 
very  plain,  businesslike  statement,  bad 
made  an  appeal  to  himself  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell).  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Gal  way  bad  also  made  an 
appeal,  and  had  charged  him  in  a 
light,  ury,  way — though-not  in  an  ill- 
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nanired  maoQer — with  inconsiflteDcy  on 
the  Land  QuestioD.  Well,  he  mnet  point 
out  that  be  was  not  the  only  person 
who  had  some  difficulty  in  this  matter, 
because  whilst  he  had  been  forced  into 
views  OD  Cfnnpalsory  sale  which  he  did 
not  originally  entertaio  he  remembered 
that  in  1888,  when  it  was  proposed  to 
renew  the  Ashbourne  Act — which  every- 
one acknowledged  to  be  the  best  Land 
Purchase  Act  ever  passed — every  Mem- 
ber of  the  Party  below  the  Gangway 
opposite  walked  into  the  Lobby  against 
it  loaefmucb  as  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  bad  accused  lum  of  incousistency 
be  should  tike  to  remind  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  those  who  lived  in  glass  bouses 
should  not  throw  stones.  He,  however, 
did  DOt  wish  that  these  retorts  should  at 
ill  inflaence  the  Debate  to-night.  As 
diis  was  probably-  the  most  serious  day 
for  Ireland  they  should  have  this  Session 
he  wished  to  see  personal  matters  thrown 
iside  and  the  issue  faced  on  its  merits. 
He  fonnd  himself  in  a  position  of  some 
difficulty.  Tbe  facts  were  these  : — For 
the  past  14  or  15  ye»irs  that  House  had 
beeo  engaged  in  passing  Land  Acts, 
which  bad  conferred  an  immense  benefit 
apoD  Ireland,  but  undoubtedly  great  legal 
difficulties  had  arisen  on  tbe  construc- 
[ioD  of  these  Acts.  When  he  found  that 
the  statutory  term  fixed  in  1881  would 
expire  in  1896  he  came  to  theconclusiou 
that  there  should  be  an  inquiry  into  the 
working  of  the  rent-fixing  clauses  and 
the  effect  of  judicial  decisions,  and  bow 
ItT  these  bad  contravened  tbe  manifest 
ioteotion  of  Parliament  io  passing  the 
Land  Acts.  The  Chief  Secretary 
fmnkly  accepted  that  proposal,  and 
he  bad  done  his  best  since  the  Session 
opened  to  give  effect  to  it  in  the  Honse. 
Tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  put  down 
the  Motion  on  one  of  the  first  days  of  the 
Session.  Amendments  were  put  ou  the 
Papw  by  the  Member  for  South  Hants, 
Cambridge,  and  Mid  Armagh.  That  by 
tbe  Member  for  Mid  Armagh  had  dis- 
appeared, but  it  bad  been  re-inserted  on 
the  Amendment  Paper  by  an  English 
Member,  The  Lender  of  the  Opposi- 
tion suggested  an  amended  Reference, 
and  the  Chief  Secretary  assented  to  it. 
Yet  what  did  they  find?  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  Guildford  Division,  who 
was  not  a  mere  private  Member,  but 
who  sat  on  the  Front  Oppositiou  Bench 
with  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  im- 


mediately put  a  block  on  the  amended 
form  of  Beference,  and  proposed  to  insert 
words  which  would  not  serve  him  one 
bit.  What  would  it  matter  if  be  proved 
to  demonstration  that  the  Irish  landlords 
during  the  last  15  years  had  lost  25 
per  cent,  of  their  rent,  or  that  encum- 
brancers found  it  more  difficult  to  get 
interest  on  their  money  ?  That  would 
not  prove  the  Irish  tenants  had  got  any 
advantage.  It  would  show  that,  owing 
to  increase  in  tbe  cost  of  labour  and 
depreciation  of  agriculture,  tbe  landlords 
had  suffered  loss,  but  not  that  tbe 
tenants  had  got  advantage.  Tbe  Amend- 
ment, and  the  way  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  bad  treated  tbe  Resolution,  must 
be  taken  as  a  deliberate  attempt  to  ob- 
struct the  meeting  of  the  Committee ; 
and  tliat  being  the  case,  his  own  course 
in  the  matter  became  clearer  than  other- 
wise it  would  have  been.  It  was  quite 
true  that  to  a  large  extent  the  Second 
Reading  prejudged  the  issnes  that  would 
go  to  the  Committee.  He  was  sure  tbe 
Chief  Secretary  felt  that  as  much  as 
be  did.  But  how  was  be  (Mr.  Russell) 
placed  ?  He  represented  an  agricul- 
tural constituency  deeply  and  pro- 
foundly interested  in  this  question. 
Bnt  would  he  be  justified  in  taking  his 
chance  that  the  opposition  to  tbe  Com- 
mittee, which  bad  been  persisted  in  up 
to  the  very  eve  of  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill,  would  be  withdrawn, 
and  thus  lose  tbe  only  opportunity 
be  was  likely  to  have  of  stating 
his  views  on  tbe  whole  question  ? 
He  would  not  be  justified  in 
doing  so,  and,  therefore,  though  he 
would  much  prefer  to  have  the  question 
sifted  by  a  Committee,  and  to  be  guided 
by  tbe  opinion  of  experts  in  the  matter, 
he  must  act  upon  the  knowledge  he 
possessed  and  vote  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  BilU  He  would  say  frankly, 
however,  it  must  not  be  assumed  that  he 
approved  of  every  clause  or  proposal 
which  the  measure  contained.  He 
agreed  that  it  was  a  large  order,  in  view 
of  the  state  of  agriculture,  not  only  in 
Ireland,  but  throughout  the  world,  to  say 
that  tbe  Irish  Courts  should  in  1896 
refix  judicial  rents  for  a  period  of  15 
years,  and  be  was  not  prepared  to  say 
that  tbe  period  stated  in  the  Bill  was 
the  best.  Whether  it  should  be  15  years 
or  10  was,  however,  a  mere  question  of 
detail.     The  real  kernel  of-»he  Billfwae 
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coutained  in  the  5th  and  6th  clauses  with 
regard  tointprovemeDtamade  by  tenants. 
He  thought  the  House  must  agree  that 
action  was  required  in  regard  to  the 
decisions  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  as  to 
tenaQts'  improvements.  Even  if  the 
Judges  were  right  in  their  construction 
of  the  Act,  a  mistake  had  been  made, 
and  Parliament  ought  to  rectify  it.  He 
thought  the  Judges  had  failed  to  recog- 
nise that  these  Land  Acts  embodied  a 
great  policy,  and  bad  too  often  taken 
a  technical  view  of  questtona  that 
ought  to  have  been  treated  from  a  wider 
standpoint.  He  would  give  one  instance 
which  had  occurred  in  the  case  of  a 
friend  of  his.  It  was  the  case  of  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Mares,  a  Presbyterian  minister 
in  County  Antrim.  He  was  not  a  Cam- 
paigner or  auytbtng  of  that  kind,  and 
wished  to  defraud  nobody,  and  he  was  in 
a  different  position  from  other  tenants 
who  liad  taken  steps  that  he  was  not 
prepared  to  take.  He  took  a  farm  of  18 
acres  under  a  fee-farm  grant,  bis  rent 
being  £18.  The  land  was  practically 
waste  when  he  took  it,  and  at  his  own 
expense  he  reclaimed  1 1  acres  of  it.  In 
addition,  he  built  a  manse  at  a  cost  of 
£400.  After  the  passing  of  the  Rent 
Redemption  Act  of  1891  be  went  into 
Court  to  htive  his  rent  revised.  The 
Sub-Commissioners  reduced  the  rent  to 
£11,  holding  that  under  the  Act  they 
were  not  entitled  to  fix  any  rent  upon 
the  manse,  or  in  resjiect  of  the  capital 
expended  on  reclamation.  Wei),  that 
stood  to  common-sense.  But  the  land- 
lord, Mr.  Letty,  appealed  to  the  Land 
Commission  Court,  and  Judges  Bewley 
and  FitzGerald  went  down  and  tried  the 
case.  They  deliberately  decided  that  the 
Sub-CommisaionerB  ought  to  have  tiken 
into  account  the  expenditure  upon  the 
maose  and  upon  reclamation,  and  fixed 
the  rent  at  the  original  amount  of  £18. 
That  case  had  occurred  within  the  last 
few  months.  Similar  cases  were  occurring 
every  day  in  Ireland — be  would  mention 
two  which  bad  occurred  in  County  Meath, 
"  Mullen  r.  Poverty  "  and  **  Mullen  r. 
Kearns.**  Those  cases  were  types  of 
what  was  going  on  every  day  of  the 
week  in  the  Province  of  Ulster,  and  in 
these  circumstances  Parliament  could  not 
refuse  to  pass  au  amending  Bill  for  the 
relief  of  the  people,  and  in  order  to 
carry  out  its  own  intentions.  He 
might  be  asked  how  he  knew  what 
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the  intentions  of  Parliament  were.  He 
conducted  the  negotiations  with  the 
Government  with  regard  to  the  Rent 
Redemption  Act,  and  knew  that  it  was 
their  intention  to  treat  fee-farm  grants 
in  the  same  way  as  leaseholds  were 
treated.  lu  regard  to  tenants*  improve- 
ments, be  UDderslood  the  decision  of  the 
Court  to  be  that,  while  the  tenant  ought 
to  get  compeusation  for  his  actoal  ex- 
penditure, ^e  inherent  properties  in  the 
soil  were  to  belong  to  the  landlord.  But 
this  was  a  co-partnership,  and  snrelv  no- 
body would  dispute  that  the  direct 
expenditure  by  the  tenant  ought,  at  all 
events,  to  be  taken  into  account  in  fix- 
ing his  rent.  But  on  what  ground  was 
the  other  partner  to  get  the  wbole  of  the 
inherent  properties  in  the  soil?  He  was 
not  prepared  to  say  that  the  landlord 
ought  not  to  have  bis  share  of  these 
properties,  but  he  objected  to  his  having 
them  alL  This  was  a  matter  in  which  a 
Select  Committee  would  have  been  in- 
valuable in  arriving  at  the  relative  claims 
of  the  two  parties.  Then  as  to  the  pre- 
sumption being  in  favour  of  the  tenant. 
He  saw  no  objection  to  the  presumption 
in  the  matter  of  improvements  being  in 
favour  of  the  tenant,  because  it  would 
be  less  difficult  for  the  landlord  to  prove 
from  his  books  any  expenditure  be  had 
made  upon  a  holding.  The  landlord  had 
an  office  and  kept  accounts,  and  every 
one  familiarwith  the  working  of  the  Land 
Courts  knew  that,  wherever  a  landlord 
had  expended  money,  it  could  be  proved 
'  in  open  Court.  But  the  very  opposite 
was  the  case  with  the  tenants.  Very 
few  Irish  farmers  kept  books,  but  the 
landlords  bad  no  right  to  take  credit  for 
the  tenants*  improvements  on  that  ac- 
count. The  question  of  town  parks  was 
one  of  difficulty,  but  it  ought  not  to  be 
incapable  of  solution.  If  a  man,  even 
though  be  lived  in  a  town,  actually 
farmed  agricultural  laud  contignous  to 
that  town,  there  was  no  reason  why  that 
land  should  be  regarded  as  town  park  ; 
but,  ou  the  other  hand,  if  a  shopkeeper 
in  the  town  had  a  field  as  accom- 
modation land,  there  was  a  great 
deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  apply- 
ing the  town  park  system  in  that  case. 
With  regard  to  large  grazing  farms  and 
pasture  lands,  he  thought  some  changes 
ought  to  be  made  in  dealing  with  them. 
He  was  not  in  favour  of  the  large  grasier 
[Wing  in  Dublin  having  a^iair  rent,  fixed 
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on  being  made  a  dnal  owner  of  tbe  land 
on  which  he  had  never  set  foot,  but  iu 
the  case  (rf  partly  agricultural  and  portly 
pastoral  land  on  which  a  man  lived 
there  was  no  reason  why  thai  man  should 
not  have  a  fair  rent  fixed  in  the  ordinary 
way.  Nothing  could  be  more  prepos- 
terous than  to  talk  about  the  intention 
of  Parliament  in  tbe  way  they  had 
heard.  What  could  have  been  clearer 
than  the  intention  of  Parliament  in  1870, 
when  the  Commissioners  went  down  and 
deliberately  excluded  the  town  of  Dun> 
drain  by  the  most  perverse  ingenuity  ? 
Tbe  ninth  clause  of  tbe  Bill,  relating  to 
demesne  lands,  was,  in  his  opinion,  much 
too  sweeping,  though  he  admittedi  that 
difficulties  were  involved  in  the  matter. 
Id  respect  to  sub-letting,  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  original  intention  of 
Parliament  in  placing  difficulties  in  tbe 
way  of  it  was  to  cope  with  the  pressure 
iA  population  in  Ireland.  That  pressure, 
however,  no  longer  existed.  The  whole 
reason  for  legislating  against  it  had 
passed  away,  and  consequently  there  was 
no  longer  the  same  objection  to  sub- 
letting. There,  again,  upon  the  question 
of  consideration  the  Judges  had  nar- 
rowed the  application  of  the  principle  as 
much  as  they  could.  He  would  mention 
the  case  of  Scotch  mills.  Labourers  were 
necessary  in  tbe  mills,  and  houses  must 
be  built  for  them  to  live  in.  Tbe  farmers 
put  np  cottages  in  tbe  immediate  vicinity, 
and  the  moment  they  did  that  they  were 
out  of  conrtand  could  not  appeal.  Would 
any  reasonable  man  defend  those  things  ? 
It  was  because  be  bad  looked  into  the 
matter  and  saw  the  difficul^es  attending 
it  that  he  was  so  anxious  a  Select  Com- 
mittee should  be  appointed  to  inquire 
and  guide  tbe  House  to  a  fair  and 
righteous  decision  between  the  parties. 
Purchase  was  a  considerable  way  off,  but 
revision  of  rents  was  near  at  hand,  and 
for  that  reason,  and  in  order  to  remedy 
tbe  injustices  that  existed,  he  was  iu 
favour  of  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee. But  tbe  Committee  could  not 
be  obtained,  and  in  tbe  circumstances  he 
was  bound  to  take  the  Bill  and  make  the 
best  of  it.  He  would  not,  however,  tie 
himself  down  to  tnpporting  everything 
in  the  Bill,  but  he  was  bound  to  recog- 
nise that  it  dealt  with  matters  that  ought 
in  justice  to  be  inquired  into.  Then  as 
to  the  insurance  clauses,  he  held  that 
inasmuch  as  the  Irish  tenant-farmers 


were  getting  advantages  and  the  Bri- 
tish taxpayer  was  running  enormous 
risks,  the  Irish  former  should  be  called 
upon,  in  working  out  his  owu  redemption, 
to  provide  an  insurance  fuud.  He  had 
his  own  views  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
gress made  under  the  Act  of  1891. 
Everybody  knew  that  for  the  last  two 
years  the  Home  Rule  controversy  had 
stopped  everything,  but,  still  it  was  a 
fact  of  enormous  importance  that 
£2,000,000  sterling  should  have  been 
applied  for  under  the  Act.  The  Irish 
landlords,  at  all  events,  could  not  say 
that  he  had  ever  been  an  advocate  of 
confiscation.  They  knew  that  he  had 
run  some  risks,  m  a  Representative  of  the 
tenant-farmers,  in  defending  them.  But 
he  must  tell  the  landlords  that  if  it  was 
proved,  as  he  believed  it  could  ^be  proved, 
that  under  the  sanction  of  the  law  and 
under  the  decision  of,  the  Courts — mis- 
taken decisions,  in  his  opinion — tbey  had 
been  enabled  to  appropriate  the  tenants* 
expenditure  on  their  holdings  and  to 
exact  rent  on  that  expenditure,  be  should 
be  as  anxions  to  prevent  them  continning* 
that  course  as  he  had  ever  been  to  stop 
the  tenants  from  doing  what  was  wrong. 
He  should  therefore  vote  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill,  as  bis  hon.  Friend- 
tbe  Member  for  South  Derry  would  have 
done  had  be  not  paired. 

•Mr.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  Guildford) 
said,  the  speeches  made  both  for  and 
against  tbe  Bill  that  afternoon  bad  been 
of  a  very  remarkable  character,  but  the 
opponents  of  tbe  Bill  liad  mainly  dealt 
with  the  circumstances  under  which 
it  was  introduced,  and  be  wished,  with 
the  indulgence  of  •  the  House,  to 
state  why  he  disapproved  of  the  time^ 
manner,  and  occasion  in  which  this 
Bill  was  introduced,  but  also  why  he 
thought  the  Bill  should  not  be  accepted 
by  tbe  House.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  had  given  an 
accurate  history  of  what  had  occurred 
with  regard  to  tbe  appointment  of  a 
Committee  on  this  subject,  but  be  did 
not  go  far  enough.  His  hon.  Friend 
said  tbnt  up  to  Thursday  last  an  arrange- 
ment had  been  practically  arrived  at  Uiat 
if  Uie  Chief  Secretary  would  withdraw  a 
large  portion  of  the  wide  Reference  those 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
would  put  no  lar  in  the  way  of  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee.  But 
his  hon.  Friend  entirely  omitted  to  say 
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that  this  Bill,  whieh  was  one  of  the 
largest  Bills  coDDected  with  Irish  land 
that  had  ever  been  presented  to  the 
House,  which  meant  a  virtual  recoa- 
structiou  of  all  the  principles  on  which 
Land  Acts  bad  beeu  bitberto  framed, 
was  only  put  before  the  House  on 
Monduy  evening,  and  that  tbey  bad  ouly 
had  36  hours  iu  which  to  consider  its 
provisions.  Since  1880  a  Land  Act  had 
been  proposed  nearly  every  year,  and  in 
no  single  case  bad  there  been  so  strong  a 
proposal  made  as  that  which  the  House 
was  now  asked  to  adopt  without  having 
having  had  time,  almost,  to  read  the 
Bill.  Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
seemed  to  think  that  other  hon.  Members 
were  to  decide  this  question  without  con- 
eulting  their  friends  in  Ireland.  There 
had  beeu  no  opportunity  of  sending  asingle 
copy  of  tlie  Bill  to  Ireland,  and  if  it  had 
not  been  that  he  did  not  wish  to  take  a 
course  obnoxious  to  the  House,  be  would 
have  risen  immediately  after  the  Mover 
and  Seconder  of  the  Second  Reading  to 
move  the  adjournmeut  of  the  Delmte. 
Thus  this  proposal  was  sprung  upon 
them  after  the  Reference  to  the  Com- 
mittee had  been  canvassed  on  the  two 
sides  of  the  House.  He  did  not,  of 
course,  impute  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  any  coUusiou  iu  the 
matter  ;  but  at  the  same  time,  bis  right 
hon.  Friend  would  recollect  that  bia 
amended  Refereuce  only  appeared  on  the 
Paper  on  Tuesday  morning,  and  that  the 
Hoase  was  asked  to  accept  it  in  ignorance 
of  the  course  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
intended  to  take  on  this  Bill.  He  said 
last  night  that  aa  the  Reference  was  now 
drawn  he  had  no  objection  in  principle 
to  the  appointment  of  the  Committee, 
and  all  that  he  asked  was  that  the 
Opposition  might  be  allowed  titi  Thurs- 
day to  consider  the  Reference,  seeing  that 
the  Leaderof  the  Opposition  was  absent  at 
the  time  the  Committee  was  moved. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  He  had  been 
present  all  the  evening. 

Mr.  BRODRICK,  continuing,  said, 
he  had  no  objection  to  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  to  inquire  how,  in  the 
vast  namber  of  cases  which  would  pre- 
sently come  beforo  the  Court  again,  the 
vast  mass  of  litigation  and  diflScnlty 
which  took  place  in  1881  and  188d  could 
be  avoided.  He  was  atao  perfectly  will* 
ing  that  a  Committee  should  ioquu«  into 
the  eDormoua  sums  which,  noder  the  Act 
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of  1881,  had  been  given  for  small  bold- 
iugs  for  which  the  tenants  had  paid 
nothing,  and  on  which  they  could  show 
no  improvements  ;  but  what  he  did  press 
on  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  last  night 
was  that  tbey  should  not  set  up  in  that 
House  a  Court  of  Appeal  to  review  the 
judicial  decisions  of  the  Commissioners. 
What  was  wanted  was  uot  an  investiga- 
tion iu  to  individual  cases  of  hardship,  but 
a  general  inquiry  into  the  effect  of  the 
Act  on  landlords,  tenants,  and  encum- 
brancers respectively.  That  was  not  the 
position  taken  up  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tynme. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  What  I  tried 
to  point  out  was  this — ^that  even  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  succeeded  in  proving 
that  the  landlords  had  lost  25  per  cent, 
of  their  rents  of  the  last  50  years, 
that  proved  nothing  against  the  tenants, 
who  by  reason  of  falling  prices  and  the 
increasing  cost  of  labour  have  probably 
lost  more  than  25  per  cent. 

*Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  it  might  be 
shown  that  while  the  landlord  had  lost 
25  per  cent.,  the  tenants  had  got  valuable 
interest  for  which  they  had  never  paid  a 
farthing,  and  those  interests  had  in- 
creased In  a  way  which  was  never  in- 
tended. What  was  the  position  that 
day  ?  Tbey  had  bad  a  Bill  moved  which 
covered  a  good  deal  of  the  ground  to  be 
takeu  by  the  investigating  Committee, 
and  they  were  to  be  asked,  after  a  few 
hours'  discussion,  to  read  it  a  second 
time.  Secondly,  they  were  invited  to 
accept  a  Reference  to  a  Committee 
which,  although  narrowed,  was  still 
wide  enough  to  enable  the  House  to  con- 
stitute itself  a  Court  of  Appeal  for  in- 
dividual cases  of  hardship  ;  and,  thirdly, 
they  were  asked  to  go  in  for  a  Committee 
which  would  be  incomplete.  Was  it  not 
absurd,  if  this  Bill  was  to  be  passed  that 
day,  to  appoint  a  Committee  to  suggest 
improvements  in  the  law  and  practice, 
when  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway, 
some  of  whom  must  sit  on  the  Com- 
mittee, had  pledged  themselves  by  back- 
ing this  Bill  as  to  the  changes  that  were 
desirable  ?  Why  should  they  go  through 
the  solemn  farce  of  appointing  a  Com- 
mittee to  discover  remedies  as  to  which 
hon.  Members  had  already  declared  in 
specific  terms  what  required  to  be  done  ? 
How  could  a  Committee  be  expected  to 
try  out  the  whole  Laud  Question  when 
it  was  already  prejudged?   It  was  true 
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that,  although  stroog  epeeches  had  beeu 
delivered  od  the  other   side   of  the 
HoQse,  the  Grorernment  had  Dot  stated 
their    views.     If   the    Chief  Secre- 
tarv  treated  his  Committee  as  an  effective 
Committee  ;  if  he  said  ^  No "  to  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  on  the 
gronnd  that  he  was  aboat  to  appoint  a 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  subject, 
then,  as  far  as  he,  speaking  as  an 
individual     Member,    and    his  bon. 
Friends   behind   him   were  concerned, 
they  would  raise  no  objection  whatever 
to  the  appointment  of  the  Committee. 
The  action  of  Irish  Members  had  super- 
seded the  previous  negotiations  as  to  the 
Beference,  and  the  Goveruraont  could  not 
complain  of  the  action  of  the  Opposition. 
If  there  was  any  complaint  to  be  made, 
the  persons  against  whom  it  should  be 
made  were  the  hon.  Members — the  Irish 
Members — below  the  Gangway,  who  did 
not,  until  6  o'clock  on  Monday  even- 
ing last,  famish  the  House  with  their 
intended     Bill.     If    the  Oppositioa 
went  into  the  proposed  Committee  un- 
fettered   the  Committee  might  have  a 
fortunate  result,  but  he  did  not  see  how 
they  could  be  asked  to  go  into  the  Com- 
mittee with  the  Chairman  and  the  majority 
pledged,   when  they  knew  beforehand 
what  would  be  the  result.    This  Bill 
made  a  most  serious  change  in  the  whole 
history  of  Irish  land  legislation.    It  re- 
casted  very  nearly  all  the  most  important 
provisions  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881  ;  it 
changed  the  judicial  term  and  recast  the 
whole  of  the  arrangements  as  to  improve- 
ments ;   it  did  away  with   the  notice, 
which  had  prevented  so  many  evictions  ; 
it   removed   the  main  security  against 
compulsion  in  the  matter  of  land  pur- 
chase ;  and  threw  into  the  net,  as  a  sort 
of  botme  bouche,  town  parks  and  pasture 
holdings.    He  objected  to  the  Bill  be- 
cause of  the  enormous  amount  of  litiga* 
tion  which  it  would  promote,  and  re- 
gretted that  the  hon.    Member  who 
introduced  it  had  not  adopted  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Act  of  1887  in  regard  to 
change  in  prices. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE :  I  did  not  do  so 
because  the  Act  of  1887  did  not  take 
produce  into  account. 

*Mn.  BRODRICK:  said,  he  must  urge 
the  Chief  Secretary  not  to  assent  to  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  because  the 
principle  of  a  revision  of  jadicial  rent 
every  eight  years  was  fnndamentally  nn- 
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sound.  The  object  was  to  lessen  litiga- 
tion, and  the  Bill  would  promote  litiga- 
tion ;  for  every  individual  rent  would 
have  to  be  fixed  twice  as  often  as  at  pre- 
sent. The  question  of  improvements 
bad  beeu  dealt  with  in  discussion  in  an 
extremely  partial  and  narrow  sense, 
although  in  the  Bill  it  was  dealt  with  in 
a  manner  only  too  comprehensive  and 
partisan.  He  never  knew  any  principle 
adopted  with  more  deliberation  by  the 
House  than  the  one  that  improvements 
other  than  buildings  and  the  reclamation 
of  waste  lands,  were  to  be  included  after 
20  years  in  the  fair  rent.  That  was  the 
deliberate  affirmation  of  Parliament,  and 
the  principle  was  affirmed  time  after  time 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Midlothian,  and  in  most  specific 
terms  by  Mr.  Bright. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  On 
the  contrary,  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
stated  in  1H8I  that  he  did  not  intend  to 
adopt  that  principle  of  the  Act  of  1870. 
He  would  find  the  reference  in  Hansard. 

•Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  that  under  the 
present  Bill  not  merely  was  the  tenant 
to  be  paid  for  every  improvemeut,  but 
the  presumption  was  that  every  improve- 
ment must  have  been  made  by  the  tenant 
or  his  predecessor  in  title.  On  the  same 
principle  they  might  argue  that  because 
the  tenant  did  not  keep  accurate  accounts 
it  was  for  the  landloid  to  prove  that  his 
title  to  the  land  was  good,  and  in  de- 
fault that  the  fee-simple  should  belong 
to  the  tenant.  If  the  landlord  did 
not  consider  the  improvements  made  by 
the  tenant  suitable  for  the  holding,  and 
protested  against  their  being  made,  he 
would  nevertheless  be  bound  to  pay  him 
on  going  out. 

Mr.  M.  HEALY  (Cork)  :  This  Bill 

does  not  amend  the  Act  of  1870  in  that 

respect. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that  what 
had  occurred  in  1881  was  this  :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Midlothian  said  that  in  the  Act  of  1870 
Parliament  recognised  the  principle  that 
the  tenant  might  be  compensated  by  a 
reasonable  lapse  of  time  in  respect  to  im- 
provements which  he  had  made,  but  in 
the  Act  of  1881  they  had  not  recognised 
that  principle. 

*Mr.  BRODRICK,  continuing,  said 
that  they  must  have  brought  the  late 
Prime  Minister  to  a  better  mind  before 
the  dose  of  the  BilL-ior  the  action 
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of  the  '  right  faoD.  GentlemaD  was 
this :  He  specifically  allowed  words 
to  be  iDserted  id  the  Act  of  1881 
which  were  subsequently  found  by  the 
proceedings  to  be  governed  by  the  Act  of 
1870.  Again,  if  the  tenaot  propoeed  to 
make  certain  improreiaenta  in  considera- 
tion of  having  his  rent  reduced,  the  Bill 
said  that,  after  the  improvements  liad 
been  made  in  pursuance  of  the  contract, 
the  Court  was  to  come  in  and  ascertain 
the  value  of  the  improvements  aud  the 
amonut  of  rent  the  laudlord  was  to 
forego  and  decide  whether  the  contract, 
perhaps  made  mauy  years  before,  had 
been  fair.  Thus  the  landlord  was  to  be 
called  upon  to  pay  for  improvements  for 
which  he  had  already  given  adequate 
compensation.  Then,  if  the  tenant  de- 
sired to  erect  a  dwelling  upon  his  hold- 
ing, and  insisted  upon  building  a  large 
house  in  spite  of  the  objections  of  the 
landlord  that  it  was  not  suited 
to  the  holding,  and  if  the  tenant 
left  or  became  a  bankrupt,  the  land- 
lord would  have  to  pay  compensation 
based  on  the  cost  of  the  house  he  had 
objected  to.  Again,  if  the  teuaut  built  a 
house  of  moderate  size,  aud  if  the  land- 
lord had  mode  a  corresponding  ailowauce 
in  the  rent,  nevertheless,  at  the  close  of 
the  term  or  in  case  of  baukruptcy,  the 
question  of  compensation  must  he  decided 
by  the  Court.  And  yet  the  Court  would 
have  no  means  of  determining  what  was 
the  condition  of  the  land  at  the  time  the 
tenant  entered  upon  the  holding,  although 
in  10  years  the  tenant  might  have  com- 
pletely mined  it.  Again,  there  was 
nothing  to  prevent  a  tenant  from  obtain- 
ing compensation  for  improvements  which 
he  had  himself  exhausted  by  ordinary 
wear  and  tear.  In  fact,  the  clause  of  the 
Bill  tore  up  nearly  all  the  decisions  that 
had  been  given  by  the  Courts  with  regard 
to  improvements ;  yet  they  were  asked 
to  give  it  a  Second  Beading  without  time 
to  consult  a  single  Irish  lawyer  about  it. 
It  was  at  variance  with  the  professions 
of  the  late  Leader  of  the  House  and  those 
who  sat  with  him  when  the  Acts  were 
passed.  [Mr.  J.  Mokley  :  I  was  not  in 
the  House.]  There  were  other  points 
which  were  not  touched  by  the  Bill.  In 
1881  he  protested  against  the  sums  that 
were  to  be  given  for  tenant-right,  and 
experience  had  justified  what  he  then 
said,  because  payments  for  tenant- 
right  had  done  more  than  anything 
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else  to  impoverish  tenants.  Whea 
a  tenant  had  paid  uothiug  and  had 
made  no  improvements  he  had  nothing 
to  sell.  A  case  occurred  the  other  day  in 
which  it  came  out  that  a  tenant's  reut  was 
£48  audhisvaluationwas£25.  Theteuant 
went  into  Court  to  claim  a  fair  rent,  but 
before  the  case  was  tried  the  tenant  sold 
the  tenant-right  to  a  neighlraur  for  a  capital 
Slim  of  £630,  or,  including  costs,  £661. 
In  that  case  there  had  been  uo  outlay  for 
improvements  and  uo  expenditure  on 
entering  upon  the  farm  ;  and  the  outgoing 
tenant  simply  sold  the  £48  rental  at  & 
price  which  added  £25  of  interest  to  the 
rent  for  the  incoming  tenant,  who  was 
saddled  with  the  extra  £25  simply  that 
he  might  occupy  the  holding  without 
being  called  a  land-grabber.  Could  SDch 
payments  he  regarded  as  an  economic 
solution  of  the  Land  Qnestion  ?  There 
was  no  inovibioD  in  the  Bill  for  the  rare 
cases  of  English-managed  estates,  on 
which,  of  course,  all  improvements  be- 
longed to  the  landlord.  He  objected  as 
much  as  anyone  to  putting  rent  upon 
improvements  made  by  ateuaut;  but,  still, 
it  must  be  recognised  that  all  improve- 
ments did  not  necessarily  belong  to  the 
tenant.  No  reason  had  been  given  for  the 
very  stringent  clause  with  regard  to  de- 
mesne lands  ;  and  town  parks  were  the 
subject  of  a  bogus  agitation  iu  favour  of 
butchers  and  meat  salesmen.  Thin  was 
simply  a  proposal  togive  a  man  for  30s.an 
acre  what  he  could  let  for  £o  or £6  an  acre. 
He  regarded  the  agitation  in  regard  to 
town  parks  as  being  a  bogus  agitation. 
It  was  an  agitation  which  served  very 
well  to  fill  up  gaps  in  the  speeches  of 
Members  below  the  Gangway,  but  there 
was  no  bottom  to  it  at  all.  The  settle- 
ment arrived  at  in  the  Laud  Act  of  1887 
he  had  heard  spoken  of  time  after  time  as 
a  fMr  compromise.  Town  parks  must 
remain,  and  a  man  who  owned  a  town 
had  a  right  to  the  natural  derelopmeot  of 
that  town.  He  ought  not  to  have  agri- 
cultural tenants  planted  on  him  right  up 
to  the  houses  of  the  town  if  he  required 
to  let  the  land  to  those  who  were  respon- 
sible for  the  markets  of  the  town.  Was 
it  to  the  advantage  of  those  who  had  to 
take  their  rattle  to  a  town  from  a  long 
distance  that  they  should  not  have  a 
place  in  which  to  house  them  the  night 
before  the  sale  ?  The  promoters  of  thia 
Bill  wanted  to  carry  out  their  riews  by 
Act  of  Parliament,  although  they  eoald 
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not  get  a  lawyer  in  Ireland  to  support 
them.    He  hudly  thought  that  the  hott. 
Member  who  moved  the  Second  Beading 
wished  the  House  to  take  him  seriously 
in  the  few  arguments  he  advanced  as  to 
pasture  farms.   The  hon.  Member  said 
he  knew  cases  in  which  90  per  cent, 
of  farms  were  broken  up,  and  which  were 
jet  held  to  be  pasture  farms.   Such  cases 
were  utterly  at  variance  with  the  legal 
decisions  given  by  the  Court  of  Appeal. 
In  one  case  the  Court  of  Appeal  affirmed 
a  decision   of   the   Land  Commission 
holding  not  to  be  a  pasture  farm  one  of 
195  acres,  of  which  the  tenant  was  not 
allowed  to  break  up  more  than  40  acres, 
and  from  which  he  was  not  allowed  to 
remove  any  bay.   In  another  case  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  presided  over  by  Lord 
Ashbourne,  then  Lord  Chancellor,  de- 
cided that  a  farm  of  150  acres,  all  in 
pasture,  of  which  20  acres  might  be 
broken   up,   was  not  a  pasture  farm. 
Under  Clause  11  of  the  Bill  it  was  pro- 
posed that  lettiogs  beyond  a  life  interest 
should  be  legalised.    He  thought  that 
this  would  lead  to  very  great  inconve- 
niences and  compticatious,  and  it  would 
cut  at  the  root  of  all  agreements  with 
regard  to  limited  owners.   Until  the  law 
of  limited  owners  was  abolished  alto- 
gether it  would  be  impossible  for  any 
Law  Officer  on  the  Treasury  Bench  to 
support  the  clause.  Again,  nothing  could 
be  more  iuequitable  than  to  enable  a 
man   who   bad  been  evicted  for  non- 
payment of  rent  and  had  been  reinstated 
to  come  back  as  a  present  tenant  on 
the  same  terms   as    men   who  had 
paid  their   rents   from   first   to  last 
and  had  never  been-  evicted.    This  Bill 
would  put  an  end  at  one  stroke  to  the 
written  notice  which  had  been  called  the 
"  eviction-made-easy  "  notice,  but  which 
could  not  be  shown  by  statistics  to  be 
such  a  notice  and  which  could  be  de- 
fended on  the  ground  that  it  conduced  to 
peace  and  good  order  in  Ireland.  This 
was  a  deliberate  attempt  on  the  part  of 
Members  below  the  Gangway  to  substi- 
tute for  amicable  relations  between  land- 
lords and  tenants  those  embittered  and 
hostile  feelings  which  Parliament  had  to 
a  large  extent  endeavoured  to  remove 
by  the  Act  of  1887.    Those  Members 
wanted  to  see  the  battering-ram  in  opera- 
tion and  Land  Leagne  huts  full,  whilst 
those  who  opposed  this  Bill  wanted  to 
see  the  Land  League  huts  empty  and  peace 
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and  good  feeling  prevailing  between  land- 
lords and  tenants.  If  it  were  only  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  peace  of  Ireland,  and  solely 
because  the  Bill  contained  sueh  a  provi- 
sion, he,  for  one,  would  never  consent  to 
its  passage.  He  had  endeavoured  to 
show  the  House  that  this  Bill  was  not 
the  innocuous,  small,  and  insignificant 
measure  that  had  been  suggested  in  the 
extremely  dove-like  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  introduced  it.  He  had  en- 
deavoured to  show  that,  if  passed,  it 
would  entirely  change  tlie  policy  of  Par- 
liament. He  had  tried  to  point  out  that 
it  would  preclude  the  Opposition  from 
assenting  to  that  Committee  which 
otherwise  they  were  prepared  to  assent 
to.  If  the  Opposition  were  determined 
in  their  opposition  to  that  Committee, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  J.  Mor- 
ley)  might  count  upon  a  couple  of 
nights'  Debate  with  regard  to  it.  He 
ventured,  however,  to  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  not  to  prejudge 
the  question,  but  to  say  that  this  Bill, 
which  had  been  produced  hurriedly, 
which  would  promote  litigation  and  must 
burke  inquiry,  was  a  measure  that  ought 
not  hastily  to  be  accepted  auil  was  one 
which  he  was  justified  in  declining  to 
vote  for. 

•Mb.  SMITH-BARRY  (Hunts,  S.) 
said,  he  had  paused  for  a  moment  or  two 
before  rising  in  the  expectation  that  this 
remarkable  and  far-reaching  Bill  would 
have  obtained  more  support  from  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  than  had  yet 
been  forthcoming.  The  Bill  had  beeu 
printed  and  circulated  only  a  few  hours 
before  its  Second  Reading  had  been 
moved.  It  was  full  of  all  sorts  of  deep, 
legal  questions  and  it  required  very  long 
and  careful  consideration.  That  the 
Second  Beading  of  such  a  Bill  should 
have  been  proposed  on  a  Wednesday  and 
that  not  a  single  leadiug  Member  of 
the  Party  below  the  Gangway  should 
have  risen  in  support  of  it  were  facts 
that  must  fill  English  and  Scotch  Mem- 
bers with  amazement.  He  objected  to 
the  Bill  on  two  or  three  grounds.  In  the 
first  place,  he  objected  to  everlasting 
tinkering  with  the  Irish  Laud  Question. 
That  question  bad  now  been  before  the 
country  for  23  or  24  years.  Land  Act 
after  Land  Act  had  been  passed,  only  to 
give  rise  to  fresh  demands.  We  were 
told  that  the  tenants  were  no  better  off 
for  all  the  legislation  that  had  been 
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adopted  on  tbeir  behalf,  and  certainly 
the  landlords  were  not.  It  was  most  in- 
decent to  rush  Bills  of  this  kind  through 
the  HouBe  of  Commons.  As  to  the  pro- 
posed Committee  on  the  Irish  Lvnd 
Question,  he  bad  no  desire  to  bnrke  dis- 
cussion on  the  subject  or  to  throw  un- 
reasonable and  unnatural  obstacles  in  the 
way  of  it;  but  he  thought  Members  bad 
a  right  to  some  Debate  upon  the  ques- 
tion before  appointing  a  Committee,  and 
he  felt  that  if  this  Bill  were  read  a 
second  time  any  inquiry  by  a  Committee 
afterwards  would  be  simply  a  delusion 
and  a  sham.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Galway  (Mr.  Pinkerton)  had  quoted,  or 
rather  misquoted,  a  private  conversation 
he  (Mr.  Smith-Barry)  bad  had  with  him 
in  the  Lobby.  The  hon.  Member  bad 
stated  that  he  (Mr.  Smith-Barry)  bad 
said  that  his  tenants  in  Ireland  were 
better  rent-payers  thau  bis  tenants  in 
Hantingdonshire,  and  that  the  Hunt- 
ingdonshire fanners  were  very  bad  rent- 
payers. 

•Mr.  PINKERTON,  interposing,  said, 
he  begged  the  hon.  Member's  pardon  for 
having  tried  to  place  him  before  the 
House  in  a  very  favourable  light.  He 
had  been  glad  to  believe  that  the  boo. 
Member  held  the  opinion  that  the  Irish 
tenant-farmers  were  better  rent-payers 
than  the  teoant-farmers  of  Huntingdon- 
shire. That,  of  course,  was  no  reflection 
on  the  tenant-farmers  of  Huntingdon- 
shire. 

•Me.  smith -BARRY  said  that, 
^KSiog  ^6  hon.  Member's  pardon,  he 
had  never  said  anything  of  the  kind. 
What  he  had  said  was  that  more  rent 
was  obtained  from  the  Irish  tenants  than 
from  the  tenants  of  Huntingdonshire, 
because,  whilst  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
had  suffered  very  slightly  indeed  from  the 
agricultural  depression,  and  their  rents 
had  been  very  considerably  reduced  by 
law,  the  depression  in  agriculture  in  the 
Eastern  Counties  of  England,  and  espe- 
cially in  Hunttngdooshire,  had  been  such 
that  it  was  almost  impossible  for  the 
tenants  to  make  a  living  there  at  all. 
His  statement  bad  been  that  the  tenant- 
ftinners  of  Ireland  were  relatively  in  an 
exceedingly  prosperous  condition.  As 
to  the  provisions  of  this  Bill, 
all  who  were  in  the  unfortunate 
position  of  being  Irish  landlords  must 
look  upon  them  as  being  exceedingly 
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injurious  to  their  hitereste,  inasmncb  as 
they  went  further  in  the  direction  of 
robbing  the  Irish  landlords  than  previous 
Acts.    As  far  as  he  could  gather,  no 
arguments    whatever    had    been  put 
forward  in  favour  of  the  first  provision — 
namely,  the  change  in  the  statutory  term. 
He  did  not  think  there  was  any  special 
virtue  in  a  term  of  15  years,  any  more 
than   there  was    any    special  virtoe 
in  a  term  of  seven  years.   When  the 
Bessborough  Commission  was  sitting, 
It  was  recommended  that  the  statutory 
term  should  be  31  years,  and  the  usual 
term  in  Scotland  was,  be  believed,  either 
14  or  19  years.      The  same  objection 
applied,  however,  whatever  the  length 
of  the  term.    If   the   term   in  Ireland 
were  changed  now  from  15  to  seven 
or  eight  years,  the  probability  was  that 
two  years  hence  it  would  be  said  that 
the  latter  term  was  too  long  and  that 
there  must  be  a  further  reduction  to  three 
years  or  two  years,  even  if  they  bad  not 
to  go  back  to  annual  agreements.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  the  present  system  of 
fixing  fair  rents  was  a  cumbrous,  an  incon- 
venient, an  expensive,  and  an  objection- 
able system.    He  himself,  and  all  the 
Irish  landlords  he  knew,  would  be  very 
glad  indeed  if  some  simpler  and  possibly 
more  automatic  system  could  be  devised 
by  which  the  present  expense,  irritation, 
and  annoyance  could  be  avoided.  It  was 
not  his  business  to  suggest  the  alteratious 
that  were  desirable,  but  he  said  that  the 
alterations  of  the  statutory  term  from  15 
years  to  seven  would  not  meet  the  diffi- 
culty.   The  only  effect  of  such  an 
alteration  would  be  that  the  expense 
and  annoyance  of  the  present  system 
would  be  doubled,  inasmuch  as  the  parties 
would  have  to  go  into  Court  twice  in  15 
years  instead  of  once.    As  to  the  ques- 
tion of  tenants'  improvemeuts,  he  would 
say  at  once  that  no  landlord  had  the 
slightest  wish  to  rob  any  tenant  of  his 
improvements.    The  case  thai  had  been 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  was 
a  very  scandalous  and  bad  case,  and  if 
provisions  conld  be  made  to  meet  such  a 
case  none  of  them  in  that  quarter  of  the 
House  would  have  any  objection  what- 
ever to  the  adoption  of  such  provisions  ; 
on   the  contrary,   all  of  them  would 
be  only  too   glad  to    support  them. 
These   proposals  went  a   great  deal 
further  than  that.   Th^  gave  a  pre- 
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samptioD  to  the  tenant  of  being  the 
owner  and  creator  of  these  improvementB 
from  time'  immemorial.  It  was  all  verj 
well  to  say  that  the  landlords  kept  bookSf 
and  that  the  tenants  did  not.  He  was 
sorrT  to  say  that  all  the  landlwds  did 
not  keep  books  ;  or  if  they  did,  the  books 
very  often  disappeared,  or  were  not 
avsAlable  when  estates  changed  hands. 
It  wag  the  most  difficult  thing  in  the 
world  for  landlords  to  prodaoe  evidence 
on  these  matters.  There  wag  nothing 
under  such  a  Bill  as  this  to  prevent 
tenants  coming  forward,  as  they  con- 
stantly did,  and  claiming  compensation 
for  every  sort  of  improvement,  real  and 
imaginary,  which  they  might  assert  ha<l 
been  carried  out  either  by  themselves  or 
their  predecessors  years  and  generations 
before.  The  landlords  were  at  the 
present  moment  most  severely  mulcted 
under  the  X^and  Acts,  and  if  such  an 
amendment  of  the  law  as  this  were 
effected  the  robbery  would  be  increased 
and  multiplied  to  an  enormous  extent. 
Besides  that,  it  had  always  been  con- 
sidered that  the  owner  provided  the 
land  and  the  tenant  the  labour.  The 
tenants  after  a  reasonable  time  were 
able  to  recoup  themselves  for  their 
labour  and  the  money  they  had  spent 
on  their  holdings,  and  it  was  supposed 
that  the  arrangement  would  work  out 
equally.  But  if  this  was  to  be  upset 
a  great  deal  of  injustice  would  be  done. 
It  was  taken  for  granted  by  Members 
below  the  Gangway  on  that  (the  Oppo- 
sition) side  of  the  House  and  by  many 
Engli^  Members  that  improvements  on 
Irish  farms  had  always  been  made  by 
the  tenants.  He  maintained  that  that 
was  a  perfect  fallacy.  The  fact  was, 
that  in  heaps  of  cases  what  improve- 
ments had  been  made  in  past  years,  at 
any  rate,  had  been  made  conjointly  by 
landlord  and  tenant.  Timber  and  other 
material  had  been  given  by'  the  land- 
lords  

An  hon.  Mbhber  :  And  charged  for. 

Mr.  smith -BARRY  said,  that 
probably  some  bad  landlords  had  charged 
for  these  things,  but  in  the  enormous 
majority  of  oases  no  charge  had  been 
made. 

An  hon.  Mzmbbr  :  Where  ? 

Mr.  smith  -  BARRY  said,  that 
before  the  Land  Act  of  1881  landlords 
had  been  in  the  habit  of  supplying  the 
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material  and  the  tenants  the  labour  isX 
improvements  on  farms  ;  but  naturally 
since  that  time  landowners  had  not  been 
such  fools  as  to  do  so.  Under  this  Bill 
the  tenant  was  to  have  the  benefit  of 
the  improvements.  They  were  to  en- 
joy, as  it  were,  the  betterment ; " 
but  how  about  the  worsement  ?  Any^ 
one  who  knew  anything  about  InUud 
was  aware  that  on  a  great  many 
small  farms  the  land  hiul  ^n  entirely 
worked  out  and  would  not  produce 
anything  like  the  crops  it  formerly  did. 
Farmers  would  tell  them,  '*  Oh  I  the  land 
is  Dot  so  productive  as  it  used  to  be  ;  it 
will  not  bear  the  same  crops."  Why 
not  ?  Because  those  farmers  and  their 
predecessors  had  worked  out  the  land. 
And  then,  having  worked  out  the  land, 
they  went  into  the  Land  Court  and  ob- 
tained a  reduction  of  rent  in  consequenceJ 
He  (Mr.  Smith-Barry)  maintained  that 
if  the  tenant  was  to  have  the  benefit  of 
the  improvements  he  had  made  since  the 
time  of  the  Flood,  the  landlord  ought  to 
have  some  compensation  on  his  side  Uxe 
the  damage  and  injury  done  to  his  land. 
He  was  entitled,  at  least,  to  have  restored 
to  him  the  prairie  value  of  which  hon. 
Members  were  so  fond  of  talking.  He 
saw  in  the  last  Report  of  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  that  there  was  an  admis- 
sion of  this  kind.   It  said — 

"  Id  many  InBtanoes,  owing  to  pievioos  ex- 
hausting of  the  soil  and  the  want  ot  proper 
tillage,  the  crops  are  verj  bad." 

He  would  not  go  at  length  into  the  ques- 
tion of  town  parks  and  pasture  holdings, 
of  demesne  lands,  but,  clearly,  it  was 
necessary  to  leave  ample  room  for  the 
natural  expansion  of  towns.  When  they 
got  a  Home  Rule  Government  it  might 
be  expected  that  Irish  towns  would  grow 
smaller  instead  of  larger,  but  at  present 
he  knew  of  cases  where  the  reverse  prO' 
cess  was  taking  place.  The  town  of 
Tipperary,  for  instance,  with  which  he 
had  a  great  deal  to  do,  was  extending, 
and  he  maintained  that  to  lock  up  the 
land  in  the  neighbourhood  of  such  towns 
would  be  to  inflict  the  greatest  injury  on 
the  shopkeepers  and  inhabitants  gene- 
rally. No  doubt  there  were  some  pro- 
visions in  the  Bill  which  were  good,  but 
in  the  main  it  was  a  bad  Bill,  and  an 
attempt  to  cut  out  of  liie  land 
legislation  of  Ireland  ev6ry  provision 
tlwt  offered  any  fair  protection 
to    the    rights    of    the^  landlord. 
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Further  than  that,  it  broke  the  last  thread 
that  remained  of  freedom  of  contract. 
It  was  another  plan  for  whittling  away 
the  property  which  belonged  to  the  land- 
lords, many  of  whom  had  bought  in  the 
Landed  Estates  Conrt,  and  had  been 
giren  a  Parliamentary  title  to  their  laud. 
Id  tiiese  days  of  agricultural  depression 
it  was  most  important  that  all  persbns 
intovBted  in  agricalture  should  pull  to- 
gether, and  that  no  attempt  should  be 
made  by  one  class  to  rob  another.  He 
himself  lived  in  Ireland  as  mach  as  he 
could,  and  he  intended  to  continue  doing 
BO,  whatever  legislation  might  be 
brought  forward.  He  hoped,  however, 
that  he  might  be  allowed  to  live  there  in 
peace  apd  goodfellowahip  with  his  neigh- 
bours, but  he  was  certain  that  such  legis- 
lation as  this  would  not  tend  to  the  wel- 
fare  of  Ireland. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Moblkt,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down  has  not  been  quite  consis- 
tent. He  begau  by  saying  that  the  first 
and  fundaraeutal  objection  to  this  Bill  is 
that  it  is  another  piece  of  that  everlasting 
tinkering  with  land  legislation  which,  in 
his  opinion,  has  done  so  much  mischief 
in  Ireland.  But  I  was  astonished  to 
hear  the  hon.  Member  afterwards  commit 
himself  to  the  doctrine  of  the  expediency, 
if  not  the  urgency,  of  having  some  auto- 
matic device  —  such,  for  example,  as 
a  sliding  scale  —  for  the  purpose  of 
dealing  with  one  of  the  very  mis- 
chiefs with  which  this  Bill  professes 
to  deal.  In  his  closing  remarks,  also,  he 
admitted  that  there  are  in  the  Bill  pro- 
posals with  which  he  finds  little  fault, 
and  in  which  I  presume,  therefore,  he 
discerns  some  germs  of  advantage  to 
Ireland.  There  was,  therefore,  some  in- 
consistency in  the  hon.  Member's  speech, 
but  I  think  the  House  will  feel  that  in 
that  speech,  as  in  every  speech  that  has 
been  delivered  to-day,  we  have  heard  a 
note  of  moderation  which  is  not  very 
often  heard  in  dlacnssions  on  IrUh  Land 
Questions.  Excepting  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Guildford  Division  of 
Surrey,  nobody,  not  even  the  Mover  of 
the  Amendment,  has  declared  an  anta- 
gonism to  the  proposals  in  the  Bill,  and 
we  have  even  had  the  unwonted  pleasure 
of  hearing  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  moke  ui  excellent  speech  sbongly 
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in  favour  of  a  measure  promoted  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  and  an- 
nouncing his  intention  to  vote  for  the 
Bill.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
who  moved  the  Amendment  said — the 
way  he  put  it  was  a  little  Hibernian — 
"  I  do  not  oppose  the  Bill ;  I  only  do 
not  want  to  pass  it  now." 

Colonel  WARING  :  I  said  I  did 
not  oppose  the  whole  Bill. 

Mb.  3\  MORLEY :  I  do  not  suppose 
that  the  hon.  Member  agrees  with  every 
proposal  in  the  Bill,  but  he  is  not  an 
opponent  of  it,  and  he  does  not  move  his 
Amendment  on  account  of  the  faults  of 
the  measure,  but  on  the  ground  that  it  is 
inopportune  at  the  present  moment.  The 
Amendment  only  declares  that  Bills  of 
this  kind  are 

"inexpedient  and  unfair,  pending  the  proposed 
inquity  into  the  working  of  the  Irish  Land 
Acta." 

We  may  take  it,  therefore,  that,  although 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's  Amend- 
ment if  carri^  would  destroy  the  Bill, 
he  does  not  disapprove  this  particular 

measure. 

Colonel  WARING  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  take  it  that  my  words 
mean  exactly  what  they  express,  and 
nothing  more. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  ;  Just  so.  I  pre- 
sume that  the  language  is  used  in  its 
ordinary  meaning,  and  that  no  esoteric 
sense  is  to  be  ascribed  to  it.  Considering 
what  has  been  the  history  of  Bills  re- 
lating to  Irish  land,  especially  Wednes- 
day afternoon  Bills,  it  is  certainly  an  im- 
portant fact  that  there  has  been  no 
thorough-going  antagonism  to  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Bill,  taken  as  a  whole.  What 
is  the  argument  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  who  moved  the  Amendment  ?  It 
is  that  as  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  working  of  Irish  land  legislation 
has  been  moved  for  we  ought  not  to  vote 
for  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Guildford  made 
me  an  oflTer  which  I  do  not  eoasider  at 
all  a  generous  offer,  and  for  which  I  do 
not  thank  him  in  the  least.  He  said  that 
if  I  would  promise  to  vote  against  the 
Second  Reading  he  would  graciously— ^— 
•Mr.  BRODRICK  :  No.  What  I  in- 
tended to  say  was  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  commit  himself  to 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill  I  would  with- 
draw my  objection  to  tbeXJommittM. 
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Mb.  J.  MOBLEY  :  Then  mj  bon. 
Friend  wishes  on  au  occasion  when  a 
very  important  proposal  is  made  to  tbe 
House,  when  a  Bill  is  brought  forward 
which  it  is  admitted  cDQtains  meritorious 
provisiouB,  that  I,  who  am  responsible  for 
Lish  administration,  should  take  the 
course  of  walking  out.  That  is  a  course 
which  I  cannot  cousent  to  take.  But 
let  me  recall  to  the  House  Uie  curious 
history  of  this  proposed  Committee,  on 
which  so  much  stress  is  now  laid.  A 
proposal  was  made  for  a  Select  Committee, 
which,  in  my  judgment,  did  not  go  one 
inch  beyond  the  ground  and  area  which 
such  an  inquiry  ought  to  cover.  How- 
ever, I  found  that  in  some  parts  of  the 
House  there  was  a  feeling  strong  enough 
to  prevent  the  Committee  from  being 
appointed,  and  that  tbe  view  was  enter- 
tained that  tbe  proposed  terms  of  Befer- 
euce  were  too  wide.  I  do  not  share  that 
opinion  in  the  least  degree,  and  I  would 
not  have  been  a  party  to  die  mutilation 
ti  the  Order  of  Befereuce  if  I  did  not 
believe  that  tiie  topics  covered  by  the 
original  Order  would  be  certainly  dealt 
with  in  a  future  Session.  But  so  anxious 
was  I  that  the  Committee  should  be 
appointed  and  should  get  to  work  that  I 
accepted  Amendments,  gave  way  along 
the  line,  and  agreed  to  au  Order  of 
Beference  which  tbe  Leader  of  tbe 
Opposition  himself  said  would  be 
received  in  all  quarters  of  tbe  House 
without  opposition.  Then  the  hon. 
Member  for  Guildford  say^  "You 
only  gave  us  48  hours'  notice."  But  it 
was  not  a  new  Motion.  The  Motion  bad 
been  before  tbe  House  ever  since  the 
beginning  of  tbe  Session,  and  it  had  been 
on  the  Paper  since  Monday.  And  then  tbe 
hon.  Member  says  that  he  bad  no  oppor- 
tunity of  consulting  bts  Leader,  though 
his  Leader  himself  advised  tbe  course  I 
took,  and  bad  been  sitting  at  bis  side  all 
through  the  evening.  I  must  say  that  to 
pretend  that  a  full  opportunity  was  not 

S'ven  of  eousideriog  the  Order  of  Be- 
rence,  as  I  put  it  on  the  Paper,  is  not  a 
▼ery  reasonable  or  a  very  candid  position 
to  take.  He  says,  "  ^11  tiiose  who  vote 
for  the  Second  Beading  of  tbe  Bill  will 
go  into  the  Committee  pledged."  There 
are  some  who  are  pledged  against  tbe 
Bill.  Are  we  all  to  walk  out  ?  Does 
tbe  hon.  Member  seriously  mean  that  we 
are  to  talk  the  Bill  out  or  in  some  way 
■i^ourn  the  consideration  of  it  ?  [Mr. 
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Bbodbick  :  Certainly.]  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber wants  to  use  our  votes  now  to  destroy 
the  Committee,  and  to  use  the  Committee 
to  desteoy  the  Bill. 

•Mr.  bbodbick  :  If  the  right  hon. 

Gentleman  will  consent  not  to  take  the 
decision  on  this  Bill  to-day,  and  so  not  to 
prejudge  tbe  whole  question,  we  will 
make  no  objection  whatever  to  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY :  I  am  in  a  position 
when  I  am  not  bound  to  make  any 

further  bargain.    I  have  accepted  the 
suggestion  made  by  the  bon.  Member's 
own  Leader.   It  is  a  suggestion  approved 
by  everybody  in  tbe  House,  excepting, 
perhaps,  the  hoa.  Member  himself  ;  and 
therefore  I  am  not  going  to  make  any 
further  bargain  about  it.    I  shall  propose 
tbe  Committee,  and  if  bon.  Gentlemen 
will  not  let  us  have  it,  so  be  it.  Mean- 
while I  shall  certainly  say  what  I  have 
to  say,  and  take  the  action  which  I  think ' 
proper  upon  the  Bill.    What  would  a 
vote  in  favour  of  the  Second  Beading  of 
this  Bill  really  mean  with  respect  to  the 
Committee  ?    The  Bill  is  brought  in  to 
deal  with  certain  difficulties  and  defects 
which  were  pointed  out  by  tbe  bon. 
Members   who   in    moderate  speeches 
moved  and  seconded  the  Second  Beading. 
They   were  further  pointed   out  and 
described    with    clearness  and  ample 
illustration  by  tbe  bon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone.   The  fact  is — as  every- 
one who  is  at  all  acquainted  with  what  is 
going  on  in  Ireland  is  aware — that  a 
certain  construction  has  been  put  upon 
words  in  the  Acta  of  1870  and  1881  by 
the  Courts — a  construction  of  which  I 
have  no  intention,  as  I  am  not  competent, 
to  make  any  complaint.    But  the  effect 
of  this  construction  in  some  50  cases 
has  been  to  overlay  the  subject  with  a 
number  of  doubi  s  aud  difficulties  which  ' 
everyone  would  wish  to  see  settled.  Tbe 
object  in  view  is  to  put  into  more  simple 
and  definite  form  on  the  Statute  Book 
what  is  believed  to  have  been  tbe  true 
intention  and  policy  of  I^lioment  when 
tbe  Acts  of  1870,  1881,  and  1891  were 
passed.    In  voting  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing of  this  Bill  we  shall  affirm  the 
proposition  that  these  difficulties  of  con- 
struction should  be  removed,  and  in  tbe 
direction  of  a  certain  policy  which  we 
believe  to  have  been  the  policy  of  Par- 
liament in  1881  and  1891.^  am  going 
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to  vote  for  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill.  I  cannot  see  that  bj  ho  doiug  I  am 
in  any  sabstantial  way  prejudging  the 
inquiry  for  which  I  hare  asked '  the 
House  to  appoint  a  Committee.  I  regard 
the  case  as  one  of  those  which  are 
perfectly  familiar  to  the  House — the  case 
of  a  Bill  being  read  a  second  time 
subject  to  reference  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. My  point  ctf  view  is  Uiat, 
though  there  are  provisions  in  the  Bill 
which  I  cannot  accept,  we  are  appointing 
a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  mninly 
into  the  pointa  raised  by  the  Bill.  There 
are,  indeed,  points  in  the  Bill  which  are 
not,  I  suspect,  covered  by  my  Order  of 
Reference.  But,  roughly  speaking — 
and  this  is  the  jnstificatton  of  the 
vote  which  I  am  going  to  give — 
having  moved,  and  intending  to 
continue  to  move,  the  appointment  of 
the  Select  Committee,  I  contend  that 
this  is  the  ordinary  process.  This  Bill 
cannot  get  through  its  stages  be- 
fore the  Select  Committee  which 
I  have  moved  for  has  reporteJ. 
Of  that  there  cannot  be  a  doubt,  and 
therefore,  in  assenting  to  the  Second 
Reading,  I  am  not  in  tbe  least  prejudg- 
ing the  issues  into  which  I  have  invited 
the  House  to  appoint  a  Committee  to  in- 
quire. Tbe  hon.  Member  for  Guildford 
gave  what  I  cannot  but  regard  as  an  ex- 
tremely exaggerated  description  of  the 
purport  of  this  Bill.  He  said  that  it  re- 
casts the  whole  Land  Code  of  Ire- 
land. [Hr.  Bhodbick  :  Hjar,  hear!] 
WheD  he  goes  through  the  Bill  chapter 
by  chapter  and  clause  by  clause  he  wilt 
find  that  description  to  be  a  gross  ex- 
aggeration. There  has  been  an  enormous 
amount  of  litigation  to  the  disadvantage 
of  both  the  landlords  and  the  tenants  ; 
and  many  of  the  sections  of  this  Bill  are 
framed  with  a  view  to  remove  difficulties 
in  the  coustructton  of  the  law.  They 
put  the  policy  of  the  Land  Code  since 
1870  on  a  definite,  assured,  and  unmistak- 
able ground.  But  that  is  not  recasting 
the  Land  Code.  It  does  not  touch  the 
organic  provisions  of  the  legislation  of 
1881  and  of  the  Purchase  Act  of  1891  to 
alter  the  terras  of  the  tenants'  insurance 
fnnd.  There  are  some  provisions  in  the 
Bill  of  a  far-reaching  character ;  but, 
taking  tbe  Bill  as  a  whole,  these  pro- 
posals aro  proposals  of  reform  in  detail, 
affecting  mainly,  certainly  not  minor  or 
tecondarj  points,  but  points  which  do 
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not  go  to  the  root  or  principle  of  the 
legislation  from  1870  to  1891.  Takethe 
statutory  term.  There  is  a  provision  in 
the  Bill  to  reduce  the  statutory  term  of 
15  years.  I  think  that  provision  is  open 
to  a  great  deal  of  criticism.  I  do  not  see 
how  Irish  landlords  or  tenants  are  to 
carry  on  if  the  statutory  term  is  to  be 
made  too  short.  But,  at  the  same  time, 
in  the  Crofters  Act  of  1886  the  statutory 
term  was  fixed  at  seven  years.  There- 
fore, there  is  nothing  revolutionary  in  the 
present  proposal.  A  term  of  15  years 
may  too  long,  and  a  term  of  seven  years 
may  be  too  short ;  but  it  is  a  matter 
for  discussion  what  is  the  proper  term. 
I  should  have  said  that  this  Committee 
is  not  appointed,  so  to  sprak,  in  the  air 
or  out  of  the  Minister's  own  head.  It  is 
appointed  because  next  year  applications 
will  be  lodged  for  the  revision  of  judicial 
rents.  Therefore,  it  is  perfectly  certain 
there  is  not  a  Member  in  this  House  from 
Ireland— not  even  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  Dublin  University,  nor  even  the 
hon.  Member  who  spoke  last — who  will 
deny  that  it  is  important  that  the  atten- 
tion of  Parliament  should  l»e  directed 
now,  while  you  have  yet  time,  through 
a  Committee  and  through  other  means 
by  which  you  can  force  Parliament  to 
legislate,  to  the  expediency  of  consider- 
ing whether  you  cannot  hit  upon  some 
scheme  less  costly,  and  which  shall  lead 
to  less  litigation  than  the  present  coudi- 
tioBs.  I  now  have  to  show  that  my  hon. 
Friend  has  entirely  exaggerated  the  pre- 
sent Bill.  Take  the  proposal  about 
town  parks.  I  am  inclined  to  concur 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
in  saying  that  the  Bill  goes  a  little  far 
in  that  direction.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  it  can  hardly  be  denied,  in  view  of 
what  was  intended  when  the  Act  passed, 
that  the  Courts,  in  some  of  their  de- 
cisions, have  gone  too  far  in  the  other 
direction.  I  will  not  go  into  eases — I 
have  them  here— but  I  will  say  that  I 
think  probably  this  clause  goes  too  far. 
Even  if  it  does,  that  does  not  justify  the 
statement  that  this  is  a  complete  re- 
casting of  the  Code  of  Land  Legislation. 
Tbe  same  remark  applies  to  tbe  provision 
in  regard  to  demesne  lands.  Then  again, 
where  tbe  owner  of  a  demesne  makes  a 
distinct  letting  of  a  snbstantial  piece  of 
his  land  for  a  term,  it  does  then  seem  to 
me  a  great  hardship,  and  not  within  the 
view  and  intention  of  Pjuliamenti  when 
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pMsing  tho  Act,  that  the  occupier  of  the 
land  should  he  bo  debarred  from  the 
beneAta  of  the  Act,  and  I  do  not  gather 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Grentleman 
who  has  mored  what  (nvctically  amounts 
to  the  rejectioii  of  the  Bill  will  demur  to 
that  proposition.  So  with  referenoe 
to  sub-letting.  That  proposal  may  be 
right  or  it  may  be  wrong,  but  it  does  not 
overthrow  any  precedent,  nor  does  it 
introdace  into  this  Bill  anything  de- 
serving the  name  of  rerolntionary,  dis- 
organising, or  confiscatory.  It  is  a 
matter  upon  whish  experts  may  differ  as 
to  important  details,  but,  by  altering  the 
provisioDs  in  this  clause,  you  are  not 
inTiting  ench  a  description  ae  the  hon. 
Member  gives  to  the  Bill.  [Mr.  T.  W, 
BnsasLL  :  Speak  up.]  There  are  certain 
legal  points  of  p«at  importanee.  I  think  one 
of  them  wasrefored  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone,  and  in  reference  to 
this  proposal  I  have  to  say  it  may  be  a 
right  or  it  may  be  a  wrong  thing,  but  it 
is  not  a  proposal  that  entitles  you  to  ca!l 
the  Bill  revolutionary  aod  confiscatory, 
and  I  do  not  regard  it  as  going  so  mnch 
to  the  root  of  the  Bill  as  to  justify  even 
those  who  disapprove  of  the  particular 

Sroposal  in  voting  against  the  Second 
leading  of  the  Bill.  I  will  not  go  into 
further  details  of  the  Bill  as  to  pastures 
and  so  forth.  X  hare  said  enough  to 
diow  Uiat  I  do  not  r^ard  the  Bill  as  a 
terolationary  or  disorganising  Bill.  I 
regard  it  in  substance  as  it  is  named,  an 
amending  Bill,  as  a  Bill  calculated  in  its 
proposals  to  undo  much  mischief  tbathas 
been  done.  I  have  no  donbt  in  good 
&ith,  by  the  decisions  of  the  Courts,  and 
as  enabling  us  to  place  on  record  de- 
finitely after  these  many  y«irs  of  ex- 
perience, what  is  the  view  which  the 
Grovemment  of  the  day  and  Parliament 
take  of  this  Land  Code.  It  has  been 
■aid  that  this  is  an  attempt  to  tinker 
with  the  Irish  Land  Law.  I  can  only 
say  was  it  to  he  expected,  dealing  with 
land  in  Ireland,  dealing  with  it 
in  a  way  that  in  many  respects  was 
novel,  that  a  code  of  that  kind  was  not 
to  be  open  to  amendment  or  revision, 
was  not  sure  to  disclose  from  the  very 
necessities  of  the  case  errors  in 
construction  ?  and  as  this  Bill  calls 
attention  to  that  fact  and  makes 
proposals  which  are  not,  ae  a  whole,  cal- 
culated to  overthrow  or  impair  what  is 
sonnd  and  good  in  the  ancoessive  steps 
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of  legislation  with  reference  to  Irish 
land  since  1880, 1  do  not  feel  that  I  am 
taking  a  rash  step  either  in  view  of 
future  legislative  action  on  my  own  part 
or  in  view  of  the  Inquiry  which  I  hope 
the  House  will  assent  to,  in  announcing 
that  I  intend  to  vote  for  the  Secoml 
Reading  of  this  Bill. 

Mb.  D.  PLUNKET  (Dublin  Univer- 
sity) :  We  have  heard  a  good  deal  in  a 
recent  Debate  in  this  House  about  the 
usefulness  or  otherwise  of  the  functions 
of  private  Members  and  of  tho  injury  or 
the  advantage  of  abolishing  their  oppor- 
tunities of  interfering  in  the  busioesB  of 
this  House  ;  but  I  am  sure  if  any  enemy 
of  the  functions  and  privileges  of  a 
private  Member  desired  an  object-lesson 
in  support  of  his  views,  he  would  cer- 
tainly have  obtained  it  by  the  proceedings 
of  this  day,  and  if  I  may  venture  to  say 
BO,  by  the  attitude  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  now  assumed  with  regard 
to  these  proceedings  and  with  regard  to 
the  fate  of  this  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated,  and  stated  truly,  that 
there  bad  heen  a  tone  of  moderation  in 
the  speeches  which  had  been  delivered 
this  day.  I  think  he  might  have  added 
also  that  there  was  a  tone  of  unreality,  for 
everybody  knew  and  felt  that  happily 
the  proceedings  of  this  day,  though, 
indeed,  involving  serious  considerations 
if  they  were  seriously  dealt  with,  can 
have  practically,  as  the  case  stands,  no 
effect  whatever,  and  that  the  whole  of 
this  Debate  will  leave  the  question  really 
where  it  stood  before  the  Debate  began. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  took 
advantage  of  this  tone  of  moderation  that 
he  referred  to  to  fasten  upon  those  who 
had  spoken  in  support  of  the  Amendment 
which  is  now  before  the  House  an  ad- 
mission on  their  part  that  they  were  not 
opposed  to  the  principles  of  this  Bill. 
What  are  the  principles  of  this  Bill  ? 
There  are  a  dozen  or  a  score  of  principlfis 
in  the  Bill,  and  some  of  these  principles 
I,  for  one,  quite  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  fairly  and  justly  dealt 
with,  are  proper  subjects  for  considera- 
tion. A  few  of  the  clauses  as  they 
stand — and  these  are  not  the  important 
ones — I  should  be  prepared  to  agree 
with,  but  together  with  these  clauses,  to 
which  no  objection  has  been  taken  by 
my  hon.  Friend,  there  are  other  clauses 
involving  principles  of  the  most  im- 
portant and,  as  I  consider,  die  imost 
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unjust  character  that  have  ever  been 
proposed  in  any  of  the  various  Bills 

which  have  been  introduced  on 
this  subject  by  hon.  Members  who 
sit  below  the  Gangway ;  and  the 
most  remarkable  part  of  the  speech 
to  which  we  have  just  listened  is  this  : 
that  while  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
adverted  to  a  few  of  the  proposals  of 
this  Bill,  with  which  he  said  he  was  not 
in  entire  accord,  and  the  greater  number 
of  which  he  said,  in  their  present  cod- 
ditiou,  at  all  events,  he  couid  not  approve, 
he  said  nothing  whatever  of  that  which 
is,  as  was  well  said  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone,  the  cardinal  principle 
of  this  Bill,  and  that  is  this  6th  clause, 
which  deals  with  and  proposes  a  new 
legislation  with  reference  to  the  ques- 
tion of  improvements.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  have  known,  and  felt, 
well  that  it  is  really  the  pith  aud  marrow 
of  the  Bill.  Be  it  right  or  wrong,  that 
is  the  part  of  this  Bill  which  excites  real 
interest  in  Ireland.  On  this  subject  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  has  not  said  a 
word.  I  would  ask  leave  in  a  minute  or 
two  to  refer  again  to  that  part  of  the 
subject,  and  I  will  now  ask  the  House  to 
consider  under  what  circumstances  this 
Bill  is  introduced,  baviug  within  it  not 
only  moderate,  but  comparatively  narrow 
proposals,  of  narrow  interest  and  im- 
portance, but  having  also  proposals  [ 
which  would  absolutely  revolutionise  in  j 
the  most  delicate  aod  important  parts 
the  conclusions  at  which  this  House ! 
has  again  and  again  arrived  with  the  I 
support  of  the  Government  of  the  ^ 
day — whether  it  belouged  to  the  Party  . 
opposite  or  to  those  who  sit  on  this  side 
of  the  House  ?  The  House  has  again  j 
and  again  refused  to  give  its  assent  to 
suL-h  proposals,  aud  this  will  be  the  first  i 
time  that  ever  one  of  these  Bills  has  . 
passed  the  Second  Reading  with  the 
assent — even  the  qualified  assent  we  have 
heard  to-day — of  the  representative  of 
the  Government  which  deals,  as  this  Bill 
proposes  to  deal,  with  that  great  subject 
of  legislation — the  tenants'  improvemente, 
and  many  other  subjects.  How  does  the 
case  stand  ?  We  have  been  trying  for 
I  do  not  know  how  many  years — cer- 
tainty now  for  a  quarter  of  a  century — 
to  deal  with  this  Irish  Land  Question. 
It  is  admitted  on  all  hands  that  the  Irish 
tenant  has  been  better  dealt  with  and 
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more  favourably  dealt  with  by  the  legis- 
lation of  this  country,  that  he  has  been  more 
protected  and  more  assisted  financially  as 
well  as  in  other  respects  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country,  than  the  occupiers 
of  land  in  any  other  country,  I  believe,  in 
the  civilised  world,  and,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  Irish  tenant  is  now  in  a  better 
position  to  discbai^e  his  duty  and  pay 
hifl  rent  than  the  tenants  of  this  country 
and  of  Scotland.  That  rent — which  has 
been  ascertained  by  the  tribunals  estab- 
lished by  land  legislation  to  be  payable — 
can  be  paid,has  been  paid,  and  is  being  paid, 
except  when  the  unfortunate  tenants  are 
instigated  by  agitators  for  their  own  pur- 
poses to  refuse  to  pay  the  rent  which  these 
agitators  admit  themselves  they  are 
well  able  to  pay.  It  is  under  these  cir- 
cumstances that  we  are  asked,  one  fine 
Wednesday  afternoon  on  short  debatCy 
having  had  this  Bill  before  us  only  a 
couple  of  days,  to  reverse  in  its  most 
essential  particulars,  so  far  as  a  decision 
taken  on  such  an  occasion  as  the  present 
can  affect  the  issue,  the  mun  principle 
and  the  principles  of  the  l^islation 
which  has  thus  been  deliberately  arrived 
at.  I  have  no  intention  of  following 
the  hon.  Member  through  all  the  clauses 
of  this  Bill.  They  have  already  been 
most  ably  dealt  with  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Guildford  Division, 
and  many  of  them  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Hunts  ;  but  I  wish 
to  be  allowed  to  call  attention  to  what  I 
have  described  as  the  real  backbone 
this  Bill,  and  to  ask  the  Hooso  is  it  pre- 
pared to  affirm,  by  giving  a  Second 
Beading  to  this  Bil(  the  principle  there 
laid  down  ?  What  is  the  proposal  aa 
regards  tenants'  improvements  in  thi» 
Bill  ?  It  has  been  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone — who,  al- 
though he  has  always  fought  a  fair  and 
gallant  battle  for  the  tenants,  was  obliged 
to  say  he  himself  would  not  go  all  the 
length  of  the  proposals  of  this  Bill  a» 
regards  the  improvements— that  the 
purpose  of  this  Bill  is  that  not 
only  shall  the  tenants  in  the 
future  fixing  of  fair  rents  have 
a  full  return  for  all  the  iraprovementia 
which  he  has  himself  made  in  the  land 
by  his  own  money  or  labour,  but  that  he 
also  shall  claim  to  have  aud  shall  be 
given,  if  this  Bill  were  passed  into  law, 
the  whole  of  the  improvable  value  of  the 
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land  which  was  demised  to  him  hj  his 
laDdlord.  I  ask  hou.  Members  for  Eng- 
Uod,  Scotland,  and  Wales — I  do  not  care 
how  extreme  are  their  views  on  the  sub- 
ject— are  thej  prepared  to  adopt  that 
view  ?  The  right  hou.  Gentleman  has 
not  said  one  word  upon  the  subject.  I 
will  rentore  to  make  one  or  two  brief 
references  to  the  opinions  which  have 
been  expressed  on  former  ocoasiong  hj 
some  who,  I  think,  will  be  admitted  to 
be  high  authorities  on  this  subject,  and 
who  laj  down  principles  whi<^  are  in 
direct  and  diametric  opposition  to  the 
principles  proposed  in  tliis  Bill.  Let  us 
see  what  was  said  hj  Mr.  Isaac  Butt, 
who  was  certainly  a  very  strong  advocate 
of  the  tenants'  claims.  Here  is  a  quota- 
tion from  Mr.  Butt,  which  was  used  by 
one  of  my  hon.  Friends  in  a  former 
Debate  upon  this  subject,  and  which 
I  quote  from  Hansard,  Mr.  Butt 
said — 

"The  additional  value  is  not  the  creation 
Boldy  of  the  tenant.  It  is  the  creation  partly 
of  thie  expenditare  of  the  skill  of  the  teoaot 
and  partly  of  the  inherent  capability  of  the 

Ur,  Butt  pointed  out  cases  in  illustration 
oi  this  contention,  and  went  on  to 
say— 

**  These  poven  of  the  soil  were  the  property 
dthe  landlord,  and  he  has  the  right  to  have 
tbem  returned  to  him  when  the  tenant's  interest 
expires.  He  has  not  the  right,  however,  to 
^proprlate  the  expenditure  which  the  tenant 
has  incurred  in  mating  them  productive." 

With  that  view  of  ihe  law  I  venture 
humbly  and  entirely  to  concur,  but  I  say 
that  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  will 
directly  reverse  and  destroy  the  principle 
which  is  there  laid  down.  I  will  only 
ask  leave  to  quote  one  other  authority, 
because  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  spoke  just  now  can  scarcely  be 
aware  of  the  doctrine  which  has  been 
laid  down  and  the  principles  which  have 
been  proclaimed  by  the  present  Lord 
Chancellor  of  bis  own  Administration. 
This  subject,  as  I  have  said,  has  been 
for  many  years  before  Parliament,  and 
there  was  a  Debute  on  this  subject  in 
1883,  when  a  Bill  was  introduc^  into 
this  House  which  dealt  with  this  matter, 
though  not  exactly  in  the  same  language, 
in  precisely  the  same  terms  as  t^is 
present  BiU  does.  This  is  what  the 
present  Lord  Chancellor,  who  was  then 

VOL.  XXin.   fPOUBTB  SERISB.] 


the  Solicitor  General  (Mr.  Henchell) 
said.    He  first  dealt  with  the  supposition 

that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Midlothian,  who  was  at  that 
time  Prime  Minister,  had  given  some 
sanction  to  this  new  view — that  is  to  say, 
to  proposals  similar  to  those  in  the 
present  Bill.    Mr.  Herscbell  said— 

"  It  is,  in  effect,  a  complete  revolution  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  1881." 

And  now  let  me  observe  that  die  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  has 
said  that  his  object  in  assenting  to  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill  was  that 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  should  be  con- 
sidered with  the  view  to  their  alteration, 
if  necessary,  in  the  direction  indicated 
by  the  provisions  which  the  Bill  contains. 

Mr.  J.  MOBLET :  I  am  afraid  I 
must  not  have  expressed  myself  clearly. 
What  I  said  was  th^t  the  Select  Com- 
mittee would  consider  these  decisions  of 

the  Courts,  in  connection  with  its  con- 
struction of  the  various  Acts,  with  the 
view  to  seeing  what  was  the  intention 
and  policy  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  D.  PLUNKET  :  It  does  not 
seem  to  me  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
can  very  clearly  explain  to  us  what  is 
the  object  of  voting  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  at  all.  Here  is  a 
Bill  crammed  full  of  principles,  and  these 
principles  are  to  be  developed  by  the  adop- 
tion of  a  certain  manner  of  treating  thfem. 
"  Oh,"  says  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
"  I  think  these  principles  onght  to  be 
considered,  but  I  mean  to  affirm  nothing 
at  all  by  voting  for  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill,"  which  is  really  full  of  pro- 
visions for  giving  a  practical  and  specific 
direction  for  the  treatment  of  these  very- 
principles.  In  the  Debate  from  which  I 
am  about  to  quote  the  present  Lord 
Chancellor  it  was  stated  that  the  object 
of  the  Bill  then  before  the  House  was  to 
restore  as  far  as  possible  the  intention  of 
those  who  were  the  original  framers  of 
this  system  of  land  legislation — that 
was  the  Land  Act  of  1881 — and  subse- 
quent Acts  as  far  as  they  affected  it ;  and 
it  was  alleged  by  someone  in  this  Debate 
that  the  ri^ht  hon.  Memberfor  Midlothian 
was  in  favour  of  the  change  that  was 
proposed  by  that  Bill,  His  Solicitor 
General  declared  that  that  was  not  the 
case,  and  went  on  to  say,  after  the  words 
I  have  quoted,  that — 
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**  He  might  cUm  to  know  Mtaettifiiff  Q<  tbat 
Act,  w  he  vu  pKieiit  during  the  whue  of  the 

diaconionB  which  took  place  upon  it,  and  he 
aaid  the  Bill  was  deliberately  brought  forward 
for  the  puipose  of  re-opeutag  matters  which 
were  settled  by  the  Land  Act  (1881)  and  to 
completely  rerolntioniie  the  character  of  that 
Kttlement." 

He  went  on  to  saj — 

*'  They  had  heard  abont  the  prairie  ralae. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  had  cont^ided  that  all 
the  landlord  was  entitled  to  was  the  prairie 
valne,  and  this  was  a  Bill  for  depriving  nim  of 
Anything-  bnt  the  prairie  Talne.  It  proposed 
that  prairie  valne  shooldbe  the  test  el  fair  rent, 
and  that  anything  beyond  that  should  he  the 
^ro^rty  of  the  tenant  in  occupation  of  Out 

He  puts  the  principle  y&cj  clearly  here. 
He  says — 

"  Suppose  two  tenants  paid  each  £100  for  a 
farm  and  applied  eqnal  skill  and  energy  to 
their  work,  In  the  case  of  one  farm  makinr  it 
worth  £100  more  and  in  the  case  of  the  oUier 
only  of  the  enhanced  Talae  of  £5.  What  made 
the  difference  7  It  was  the  Inherent  capabilities 
of  the  land  that  gave  the  extra  value,  and  this 
no  more  belonged  to  the  tenant  than  did  the 
land  itself.  Therefore  the  judgment  in  '  Adams 
V.  Dnnseath '  on  that  point  was  perfectly  cor- 
rect. He  maintained  that  the  prorision  In 
Clause  R  was  not  only  opposed  to  the  decision 
in  that  case,  but  was  manifestly  unjust.  They 
must  take  this  scheme  as  a  whole,  and,  taking 
it  in  that  way,  it  came  to  nothing  but  this— 
that  everything  beyond  prairie  value  would  be 
deemed,  unless  the  contrary  was  proved,  to 
be  the  property  of  the  tenant,  and  on  the 
basiB  of  that  alone  oogbt  fair  rent  to  he 
fixed." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  saya — 

"Although  I  vote  for  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill,  I  know  very  well  it  can  never  come 
to  anything.  I  know  very  well  there  is  not  the 
smallest  trance  of  the  Bill  passing  into  law 
nnUI  after  the  Committee  haa  reported,  at  all 
events,  on  this  portion  of  its  Investigation." 

He  might  have  added,  if  he  would 
remember  what  was  said  by  his  own 
Lord  Chancellor,  that  if  it  were  carried 
through  this  House  and  were  sent  up  to 
another  place,  his  own  Lord  Chancellor 
woald  find  it  impossible,  after  the  quota- 
tions I  have  now  read — skilful  u  I  know 
politicians  and  statesmen  are  to  reverse 
their  opinioDs  and  act  in  direct  opposi- 
tion to  the  opinions  which  they  had 
formerly  expressed — to  support  it,  and  I 
do  not  believe  that  Lord  Herachell  would 
do  anything  of  the  kind,  I  am  perfectly 
satisfied  if  this  Bill  ever  passed  through 
its  stages  in  this  House,  and  were 
to  reach  another  place,  Lord  Herscfaell 
Mr.  D.  Piunkei 


himself  would  be  bound  by  the 
principles  there  laid  down  to  reject  what 
has  been  admitted  on  all  bands  to  be  the 
cardinal  feature  and  main  principle  of 
this  Bill.  What  position  are  we  left  in 
by  the  attitude  taken  up  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  ?  I  might  refer  to  other  pro- 
visions of  this  BUI  almost  as  important 
as  ^18,  which  hare  on  former  occasions 
been  as  decidedljopposedand  rejected  and 
denounced,  I  might  say,  by  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Government  over  which 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Midlothian  presided  from  time  to 
time.  I  am  satisfied,  however,  if  the 
House  will  allow  me  to  take  that  indi- 
vidual principle  as  an  illustration  of 
what  I  mean,  and  in  what  position  is  the 
House  placed  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Becretary  gave  in  his 
adhesion  to  certain  less  important 
principles  of  the  Bill,  and  to  some  others 
of  what  I  may  describe  as  of  second- 
class  importance,  he  has  given  a  very 
qualified  assent,  but  upon  this  main  and 
leading  feature  of  the  Bill  he  said  never 
a  word.  Then,  I  ask,  what  is  the  mean- 
ing of  this  voting  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Bill  ?  He  admits  that  it  has 
no  chance  of  passing.  Has  ever  anyone 
heard  that  aMember,mucb  more  a  Minister, 
can  approve  of  the  Second  Reading  of 
a  Bill  without  expressing  any  opinion 
one  way  or  the  other  upon  its  leading 
provision.  I  can  pnt  bnt  one  constmo- 
tion  upon  the  attitude  taken  up  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  it  is  thu : 
that  while  he  feels  it  is  absurd  to  give 
such  reasons  as  he  has  given  for  voting 
for  such  Second  Reading,  he  desires  to 
keep  himself  quite  unpledged  as  regards 
the  future  on  all  its  main  principles,  and 
as  to  the  Committee  on  this  Bill,  be  says 
it  is  not  in  apy  way  to  trammel  him  or  any 
person  else  in  the  course  they  may  take. 
So  far  as  that  goes  it  is  satisfactory.  We 
understand  now  Uiat  the  view  of  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  is  that  if  that  Com- 
mittee should  be  appointed  and  should 
sit,  he  will  find  himself  quite  unfettered 
by  the  Second  Reading  on  this  Bill. 
Then  why  ou  earth  has  he  encouraged 
this  House  to  npend  all  to-day  in  dis- 
cussing these  principles  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  tried  to  place  the  con- 
struction upon  the  Amendment  which 
has  been  moved  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for    Down    that  it 
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was  an  acceptance  of  the  principle  of 
the  Bill.  It  was  nothing  of  the  kind. 
I  say  it  was  simply  another  form  of 
moving  the  adjournitient  of  this  De- 
bate^  and  I  submit  to  the  House  and 
to  any  candid  man  in  this  House 
was  not  that  a  reasonable,  and  fair, 
and  natural  coarse  to  suggest  to  this 
Honse  to  take  under  the  ciranmstauces 
which  I  have  now  stated  ?  Here  is  a 
Bill  to  the  principles  of  which  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  does  not  desire  to  com- 
mit himself  in  any  way.  Here  is  a  Bill 
which  others  may  think,  if  the  Second 
Beading  is  adopted  will,  to  a  certain 
extent,  affect  the  proceedings  of  the 
Committee  which  he  is  anxious  should 
sit.  Is  it  not  the  most  natural  course 
to  suggest  that  the  further  consideration 
of  this  question  should  be  postponed 
until  the  House  has  before  it  the  resnlt 
of  liie  inquiries  of  this  Committee. 
There  is  a  wide  difference  of  opiuion 
between  Members  sitting  in  different 
parts  of  this  House  as  to  the  reality  of 
many  of  the  grievances  which  have  been 
put  forward  ;  there  is  still  a  wider  differ- 
ence, supposing  that  these  grievances 
really  exist,  as  to  which  course  legislation 
should  take  to  deal  in  any  necessity  of 
that  kind  which  may  exist.  Is  it  not  a 
most  reasonable  and  natural  course  to 
suggest,  is  it  not  the  ordinary  practice  of 
the  House,  under  the  circumBtanceSt  that 
the  further  consideration  of  the  question 
should  be  postponed  until  we  shall  have 
before  us  the  result  of  the  inquiry  of  the 
Committee  which  is  to  inquire  into  every 
matter  included  in  the  Bill  ? 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  254  ; 
Noes  165. — (Division  List,  No.  22.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-tnorrow. 

FRUIT  IDBNTIFICATION  BILL.— (No.  87.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

•Mr.  HOZIER  (LaoarkBhire,  S.)  suid, 
he  moved  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
innocent  measure  for  the  identification, 
and  for  the  regulation  and  sale  of  foreign 
and  colonial  frait.  He  was  sure  the 
House  would,  after  the  recent  political 


Debate,  welcome  this  social  measure, 
which  was  for  the  advantage  of  British 
trait  growers,  British  manufao> 
turers,  and  the  .ooBeuraerB  of  British 
fruit  and  British  jam.  The  sole  object 
of  the  BUI  was  to  put  a  stop  to  fraud  in 
fmit  in  exactly  the  same  way  as  the 
Margarine  Act  of  1887  put  a  stop  to 
fraud  in  butter.  He  purposely  exrJuded 
from  the  operation  of  the  Bill  all  fmita 
which  were  not  grown  out-of-doors  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  such  as  oranges, 
pine  apples,  and  grapes.  The  Bill  would 
not  prevent  foreign  and  colonial  fruit 
from  coming  into  this  country,  and 
anyone  who  wished  to  get  foreign  or 
colonial  fruit  could  do  so ;  but  he  was 
anxious  that  those  who  desired  to  pur- 
chase British  fruit  should  be  able  to  do 
so  without  being  cheated.  His  Bill  was 
founded  on  the  provisions  of  the  Mar- 
garine Act,  which  had  proved  in  ope- 
ration, especially  in  Ireland,  to  be  very 
popular.  It  was,  as  he  had  said,  an  inno- 
cent measure,  and  was  solely  intended 
for  the  beoeet  of  bonest-dealiug  peofla 
and  for  the  suppression  of  fraud.  He 
begged  to  move. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
lime." — (itfr.  Hoxier.) 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mokdella,  Sheffield, 
Bnghtside) :  I  think  that  of  all  the 
extraordinary  measures  that  have  ever 
been  submitted  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons this  is  the  most  extraordinary. 
It  is  described  as  a  Bill  for  the  identifica- 
tion and  for  the  regulation  and  pale  of 
foreign  and  colonial  fruit,  and  it  makes 
it  a  condition  that  no  foreign  or  colonial 
fruit  shall  be  sold,  either  wholesale  or 
retail,  without  b^ng  branded. 

Mr.  HOZIER:  The  packages,  not 
the  fruit. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Tbe  Bill  says— 

"  Everjr  package,  whether  open  oi  closed, 
containing  foreign  or  colonial  fruit  shall  be 
branded  or  otherwlBe  dorably  marked  on  the 
top,  bottom,  and  Bides  in  capital  letters  not  leas 
than  three^iDarters  of  an  inch  sqoace." 

Mr.  HOZIER  :  That  Is  copied  word 
for  word  from  the  Margarine  Act. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Margarine  and 
fruit  are  two  different  things.  The  Bill 
goes  on — 
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"  And  if  inch  focdgn  uid  colmiisl  fruit  be 
exposed  for  nlebyretul  there  shall  lie  attecbed 

to  each  parcel  thereof  so  enxMed,  and  tn  aaoh 
manner  aa  to  be  clearly  Tisibleto  Uie  parchasu', 
a  label  marked  <mly  in  tirinted  capital  letters 
not  less  than  one  ana  a-half  inches  sqoaie, 
'  Grown  abroad,'  and  every  person  selling  foreign 
or  odoniol  frait  by  retail,  save  In  a  poelaige  diHy 
Inanded  or  otherwise  dnrably  marfart  as  afon* 
said,  shall  in  every  case  detlrer  the  same  to  the 
purchaser  in  or  with  a  paper  wrapper,  hag,  or 
other  receptacle,  or  accompanied  by  a  ticket  or 
label,  on  which  shall  be  printed  in  capital 
letters  not  less  than  a  qnarter  of  an  inch  square 
the  words  <  Grown  abroad.' " 

Thus,  every  coster  with  his  barrow  or 
every  old  woman  keeping  an  apple-stall, 
if  she  sella  a  pennyworth  of  apples  must 
put  them  in  a  bag  daly  branded  with 
letters  a  qnarter  of  an  inch  square  show- 
ing that  they  were  grown  abroad.  If 
she  does  not  do  so  she  ia  liable  to  a  penalty 
of  £60,  and  if  she  is  an  habitual  offender 
she  is  liable  to  three  months'  hard  labour. 
But  that  is  not  all.  The  presumption  is 
to  be  a^inst  the  vendor.  The  fruits 
scheduled  in  the  Bill  are  apples,  apricots, 
asparagus,  blackberries,  cherries,  cob- 
nuts, cranberries,  cucumbers,  cur- 
nots,  damsons,  filberts,  gooseberries, 
mulberries,  nectarines,  peaches,  pears, 
plums,  raspberries,  strawberries,  tomatoes, 
and  walnuts,  and  the  vendor  must  prove 
that  all  these  are  grown  at  home  or 
abroad.  At  every  fair  and  market  in 
this  country  these  fruits,  imported  from 
all  parts  of  Europe,  are  sold  in  penny- 
worths, and  in  London  thousands  of 
eostera  earn  a  living  by  selling  cheap 
fmit.  To  say  that  these  men  should 
label  €iaoh  package  with  the  name  of  the 
place  of  origio  is  ridiculous. 

•Mr.  HOZIER  :  The  words  are,  «  or 
accompanied  by  a  ticket  or  label."  It  is 
all  word  for  word  in  the  Margarine  Act. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  Imagine  a  boy 
who  goes  to  a  stall  for  a  pennyworth  of 
apples  requiring  a  ticket  showing  the 
country  in  which  the  fruit  is  grown  I  I 
hope  the  hou.  Gentleman  will  have  the 
courage  of  his  convictions,  and,  as  we 
still  have  five  minutes  before  balf-past 
5,  take  a  Division  on  this  Bill. 

•Sib  W.  hart  DYKE  (Kent,  Dart- 
ford)  said,  his  hon.  Friend  who  introduced 
the  Bill  could  not  do  better  than  take  a 
Division,  if  only  to  show  how  sincere 
was  the  interest  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  took  in  agricultural  ques- 

Mr.  Mmndella 


tions.  Perhaps  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  was  a  little  too  much 
occupied  with  other  affairs  to  know  that 
at  the  present  moment  fruit  culture  was 
the  only  source  of  profit  on  which  the 
distressed  agriculturist  could  rely  ;  or 
perhaps  he  was  ignorant  that  in  the 
County  of  Kent — in  the  constitnency 
which  be  had  had  the  honour  -  <n 
representing  for  29  years  —  there 
were  thousands  fji  acres  of  fruit 
land  on  which  a  very  large  number  of 
people  had  to  depend  for  a  living.  The 
object  of  this  Bill  was  to  protect  the 
fruit-growers  of  this  country  from  the 
fraud  that  was  now  practised  on  them 
by  the  foreigner.  If  the  right  hon 
Gentleman  would  go  to  the  quays  at 
Antwerp,  or  any  otLer  foreign  town,  he 
would  find  thousands  of  English  baskets 
and  packages  for  bringing  over  indifferent 
foreign  fruit  to  the  English  market  and  to 
be  forced  on  the  consumer  as  English 
fniit,  thereby  robbing  Euglish  producers 
of  the  price  they  would. naturally  get  for 
home-grown  produce.  There  was  no  pro- 
tection in  the  proposal  of  the  Bill.  It  was 
merely  an  effort  to  give  the  struggling 
fanners  of  this  country  a  fair  chance,  and 
to  allow  the  consumer  to  know  what  he 
was  purchasing.  He  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  would  go  to  a  Division,  and  thus 
secure  him  a  safe  seat  for  his  life. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  110  ; 
Koea  210.— (Division  List,  No.  23.) 

BLEUENTABY  EDUCATION  (EXEUP- 
TION  FROM  SCHOOL  ATTENDANCE) 
BILL.— (Na  64.) 

SECOND  BBAOXNO. 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,he  begged  to  move  the  SecondR«iding 
ofthisBilt.  Theobjectof  the  measure  was 
to  substitute  for  the  present  arrangement 
of  certificate  for  proficiency  for  evening 
schools  a  certificate  of  attendance  at 
school,  under  Rales  framed  by  the  Edu- 
cation Department.  That  was  the  object 
of  the  Bill  which  was  promoted  by  the 
Xatioual  Union  of  Elementary  Teachers 
of  England  and  Wales,  and  therefore 
supported  by  the  best  professional  educa- 
tional opinion  in  tiie  country.  He  hoped 
it  would  receive,  more  or  less,  the  coun- 
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tenmnce  and  sanction  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (tSfiir  A  Temple.) 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  A,  Acland,  York,W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  The  subject  dealt  with  in 
this  Bill  is  a  most  intricate  and  important 
one,  and  I  could  not  accept  the  Second 
Reading  without  a  fall  discussion.  To  do 
80  would  be  most  unfair  to  the  teachers 
and  to  the  children.  I  most  object  to  the 
Bill  being  taken  at  an  hour  which  does 
not  allow  of  an  adequate  discussion. 

Objection  being  taken  to  Further  Pro- 
ceeding, the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

y   WILD  BIBDB*  FBOTECTIOX  ACT  (1860) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.- (No.  134.) 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Secoud  Reading  read. 

Sir  H.  maxwell  (Wigton)  said, 
he  wished  to  move  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill.  It  differed  from  the  Bill  of 
last  year,  inasmuch  as  the  Amendment 
put  into  that  Bill  in  the  other  House  had 
been  incorporated  with  it.  The  present 
measure  contained  an  alternative — pro- 
tection of  area  or  protection  of  species. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Sir  H.  Maxwell.) 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  said, 
he  did  not  object  to  the  Bill,  but  he 
thought  the  Tory  Partjr  should  agree 
amongst  themselves  in  regard  to  their 
Bills.  The  House  had  a  right  to  expect 
some  agreement  between  the  Tory  Party 
in  the  Hoose  of  Commons  and  the  Tory 
Party  in  the  House  of  Lords.  Hon. 
Members  were  asked  to  support  the  Bill 
last  year,  and  they  did  so,  but  when 
it  reached  the  House  of  Lords  their 
Lordships  fell  on  it,  and  the  Amend- 
ments they  made  had  to  be  kicked  out 
subsequently  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. If  they  engaged  themselves  with 
the  Bill  this  Session,  what  security  would 
they  have  that  the  Lords  would  not 
attack  it  ^ain,  and  send  it  back  in  a 
jimtilated  form  ?    Their  Lordahips  had 

VOL.  XXIIL  [roDBTB  bbbixs.] 


esoteric  views  as  to  wild  birds,  and  the 
Commons  had  a  right  to  know  what  those 


views  were. 


Objection  being  taken  to  Further  Pro- 
ceeding, the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  on  Friday. 


MERCHANT  SHIPPING  BILL. 

Ordsr  for  Commfttea  [To-morrow]  read,  and 
discharged. 

Besolred,  That  it  is  expedient  that  the  Wer- 
chant  Shipping  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Joint 
Committee  of  Lords  and  Commons. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Lords 
to  oommimicate  this  Resolution,  and  desire 
their  concarrence. — (jtfr.  Mundella.^ 

INDUSTRIAL  AND  PROVIDENT  SOCIE- 
TIEB  AOT  (1893)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
(No.  96.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Wednesday  next. 

MasiO  AND  DANCING  LICENCES 
(MIDDLESEX)  BILL.— (No.  26.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Wednesday  next. 

PUBLIC  BDILDING8  (LONDON)  BILL. 
(No.  7».) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

COUNTY      00DNCIL8  ASSOCIATION 
(SCOTLAND)  EXPENSES  BILL. 
(No.  lis.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Tuesday  next. 

TRUSTEE  ACT  (1893)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
(No.  S8.) 

Coosidffl-ed  in  Committer  and  reported, 
withoat  Amendment;  nad  Uie  third 
thne,  and  passed. 

I 
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PATENT  AGENTS  REQLSTBATXON  BILL. 
(No.  148,) 

Read  a  secood  time,  and  committed  to 
the  Select  Committee  on  Patent  Agents 
Bill. 


LAW  LIBIU.BT,  FODB  CODBTS  (iBBUND) 

[advance.] 

CJoQsidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  (^mmittee.) 

Betolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  aathorise 
the  advance,  oat  of  the  Consolidated  Fond,  of 
any  sum  oecessary  to  meet  any  deficiency  in 
the  fund  of  the  suitors  in  the  Supreme  Court  in 
Ireland  under  any  Aot  of  the  present  Session 
to  authorise  an  advance  out  of  the  general 
fund  of  monies  belonging  to  soitors  of  the 
Supreme  Court  in  Ireland  for  the  pmposes  of 
the  library  used  by  the  Bar  of  Ireland  at  tAie 
Four  Courts,  Dublin. 

BeBolntioD  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 


PUBLIC  TRUSTEE  AND  EXECUTOR  BILL. 

On  Motiuu  <^  Colonel  Howard  Vincent,  Bill 
for  the  ^ipofntment  of  a  Public  Trustee  and 
Execntor,  ordered  to  he  brought  in  by  Colonel 
Howard  Vini«nt  and  Mr.  Warmii^iton. 

Bill  inesented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  164.] 

8UNDAT  CLOSING  (WALES)  ACT  (1881) 
AHSNDKENT  BILL. 

On  notion  of  Ur.  Herbert  Boberti^  BIU  to 
amend  "The  Sunday  Cloelng  (Walo)  Act, 
1881,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  hj  Hr.  Herbfot 
Roberta,  Mr.  Herbert  Lewis,  Mr.  Alfred  ThMnas, 
and  Mr.  Bowen  Rowlands. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  flnt  time.  [BUI  200.} 

FEU8  AND  BUILDING  LEASES  (SCOTLAND.) 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  be  re- 
i^ipoimed  to  inqnire  into  the  working  of  the 
Law  d  Scotlaiid  relating  to  Fern  and  Leases 
for  bntlding,  includinff  the  camalties  payable 
to  tiie  superior,  and  the  conditions  frequently 
inserted  in  Fen  Charters  and  Leases  for  Build- 
ing, and  to  consider  whether  any,  and,  if  any, 
what  amendment  of  the  Law  la  required, 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated 
of,— Mr.  Balrd,  Hr.  J.  B.  Balfour,  Mr.  Donald 
Crawford,  Mr.  Dalziel,  Captain  Hope,  Sir  John 
Kinloch,  Dr.  MacOr^r,  Mr.  Maxwell,  Sir 
Charles  Pearson,  Ur.  Benshaw,  Mr.  Thomas 
Shaw,  Hr.  a.  A,  L.  Whitelaw,  and  Mr.  Stephen 
WilUamaon. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committea  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  xeoorda. 
Ordered,  Hut  Fire  be  the  qaataa^Mr.  T. 


PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 
Second  Report  brought  up,  and  read. 
Beport,  with  Minutes  of  Evidence,  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  - 

ADJOURNMENT.' 
Business  of  the  House. 

Motion  madev  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjonm." — 
{Mr.  r.  E.  EUit.) 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB  (Kent,  Thanet) 
asked  what  was  to  be  the  business  to- 
morrow, and  wbat  business  it  was  pro- 
posed to  take  at  the  Morning  Sitting  on 
Friday  ? 

The  PABLIAMENTABY  SECBE- 
TABY  TO  THE  TBEASURY  (Mr,  T.E. 
Ellib,  Merionethshire)  :  In  the  absence 
of  the  Leader  of  the  House,  I  cannot 
make  a  positive  statement,  but  I  think 
the  Navj  Votes  are  to  be  taken  to- 
morrow, and  that  they  are  to  be  followed 
by  the  Army  (Annual)  Bill.  If  there  is 
then  time,  the  Second  Beading  of  the 
Equalisation  of  Bates  Bill  will  be  taken. 
On  Friday  I  think  the  business  will  be 
the  introduction  of  the  Begistratiou  Bill. 

An  hon.  Meubeb  asked  when  the 
Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Standing 
Committee  for  Scotch  Bills  would  be 
resumed  ? 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  said,  that  perhaps 
the  hon.  Member  would  repeat  the  ques- 
tion to  the  Leader  of  t^e  House  to- 
morrow. 

Mb.  a.  C.  MOBTON  (Fetorborough) 
asked  at  what  period  of  the  evening  the 
Army  (Annual)  Bill  would  be  taken  to- 
morrow ?  The  Government  had  given 
a  pledge  that  it  would  not  be  taken 
except  at  an  early  hour. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  said,  he  hoped  the 
Navy  Votes  would  be  disposed  of  in 
good  time,  so  that  they  might  enter  upon 
the  Army  (Annual)  Bill  at  a  reasonable 

hour. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MOBTON  said,  he  sup- 
posed that  if  the  Army  (Annual)  Bill 
was  not  reached  in  good  time,  it  would 
not  be  taken  to<morrow. 

Mb.  X.  £.  ELLIS :  I  cannot  say, 
Qaestira  pat,  and  agreed  to. 

HonsB  adjonmed  at  three  minntca 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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SAT  F1R8T. 
The  Esrl  Brooke  aod  Earl  of  Warwick, 
after  the  deatb  of  his  father. 


QUABTKR  SESSIONS  (MIDSUHHEB) 

BrLL.-(No.  4.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Hoase  in  Committee  (accordiog  to 
Order). 

Cianse  1. 

•Viscount  CROSS  :  My  Lords,  I  am 
Bot  riaiog  for  the  purpose  of  opposing 
ttu!  Bill  in  any  way.     On  the  contrary, 
I  endiely  approve  of  it.   I  may  say  that 
I  Inaght  the  BUI  before  the  notice  of 
the  Society  of  Chairmen  of  Quarter 
SMsioDs,  of  which  I  happen  to  be  Chair- 
UD,  and  they  also  express  their  entire 
9proval.     But  I  wish   to  make  this 
obferratloD  od  a  poiut  whiuh  was  raised 
i^them  in  a  discussion  upon  the  Bill, 
Tbich  I  think  is  worthy  the  attention 
d  the  Hoble  and  learned  Lord  the  Lord 
Chucellor.     As   I  understand-  it,  the 
periods  for  the  Circuits  are  settled  by 
Order   iu    Council,    but,    as   we  all 
kwir,  die  times  for  holding  Quarter 
SoBiou  are  fixed  by  Act  of  Parliament. 
Certainly  there  is  no  finality  in  legal 
UTug^ents  at  present ;   and  though 
Ais  Bill  will  mainly  meet  the'' difficulty 
iboat  these  particular  Quarter  Sessions, 
H  is  believed  in  certain  quarters  that 
there  is  a  probability  that  at  some  time 
fir  other  Orders  in  Council  may  be  made 
Md  other  Qaarter  Sessions  will  be  inter- 
fered with.    As  this  Bill  is  to  amend  the 
liv  on  the  subject,  I  think  it  is  worth 
calliog  attention  to  this  point  in  order 
thtt  Ihe  Lord  Chancellor  may  consider 
once  Ua     whether  he  will  not  make  the 
Bill  applicable  to  lUl  Quarter  Sessions 
iutead  of  confining  it  to  those  to  which 
the  Bill  applies  ;  so  that  if  any  such  Order 
10  Coancil  should  be  made  there  may  be 
u  Act  of  Parliament  in  force  to  meet  the 
difficulty. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Heeschell)  :  Iu  answer  to  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  noble  Viscount,  I  will  say 
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at  once  that  I  shall  have>  no  abjection  to 
give  attention  to  it.  Qse  Haggestiou 
made  on  the  matter  ha»  baas  #rQai^ 

attended  to. 

Viscount  CROSS:  Probably  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  will  iutrodiiue 
the  necessary  Amendme^, 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  without  Eimendmeut. 

Viscount  CROSS  :  Muy  I  ask  whe- 
ther this  Bill  is  to  go  to  Standing  Com* 
mittee  ? 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Loid 
Hersohell3  :  It  seems  fo  me  to  be  of 

such  a  character  that  it  is  luinlly  worth 
while  sending  it  to  Standiug  Committee, 
and,  therefore,  1  will  put  th«  AueKdlDUt 
now  into  the  Bill. 


Standing  Committee  iicgFitived. 

BEHRING  SEA  AWARD  BILL.— (\o.  IS.) 
SECONi>  BEAiWtO* 

Order  of  the  Day  for  BN9e0»i4 
ing,  read. 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Tht;  Earl  of 
Kimberley)  :  My  Lonl.-;,  tliia  Bill,  tis 
your  Lord^ips  are  no  doiibt  aware,  ia 
for  the  purpose  of  givin|||;  -Bfi^  to  th& 
Award  on  what  are  knowti  SB  the  Belh- 
ring  Sea  Seal  Fisheries.  I  iu>t  think 
I  need  trouble  the  House  with  a  very 
long  explanation  on  the  But)}Mt  ^  hot  I 
think  it  is  right  on  a  Bill  »F  ^^iich  great 
importance  as  this  that  I  slioulil  say  n 
few  words  in  explanation,  The  qncsiifni 
wliich  is  dealt  with  by  the  Awardf 
and  by  this  Bill,  arose  in  I88fit 
when  certain  seizures  of  British  vesseU 
were  made  by  United  States  criiisers 
in  waters  forming  part  of  the  Behririg 
Sea  over  which  the  Uiuted  States  Go- 
vernment claim  to  exefOiBe  jariBdiotioD 
in  virtue  of  the  Treaty  by  wbil^  Alai4cil> 
and  Islands  adjoining  it  <)bded 
by  Russia  to  the  Uniteti  States.  UpOtL 
those  seizures  of  Britifli  vessels  tanog 
place  the  then  Govemmi.'^iit — I  think 
Lord  Iddesleigh  was  at  the  rim«  Secre-, 
tary  of  State  for  Foreign  Attairri — ^pro- 
tested against  them  as  not  buiug  justi- 
fiable.   The  noble  Mafqueu-^oppoaite 
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(Lord  Salisburr),  who  soon  afterwards 
succeeded  to  the  same  Office,  took  up 
precisely  the  same  ground,  and  he  carried 
on  a  correspondence  od  the  subject  with 
the  United  Stat«a  GoTernmeut  which 
lasted  a  considerable  time,  and  which  I 
may  be  permitted  to  say  was,  in  the 
opinion  and  belief  of  everybody,  marked 
with  liis  usual  ability  and  good  judg- 
ment. The  result  of  the  correspondence 
was  that  the  noble  Marquess  opposite 
proposed  to  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment that  the  question  at  issue  should 
be  submitted  to  arbitration,  and  I  must 
say  that  I  think  the  noble  Marquess 
deserres  great  credit  for  having  made 
that  proposal.  It  is  obTions,  I  think,  to 
everyone  that  not  only  on  account  of  the 
nature  of  this  particular  question,  which 
it  was  most  desirable  should  be  settled 
in  a  friendly  and  satisfactory  manner  as 
betweeu  two  nations  such  as  the  United 
States  and  this  country — not  only  was 
the  arbitration  of  the  utmost  value  in 
that  regard,  but  also  because  it  has  set 
an  example  of  how  disputes  between  two 
great  nations  can  be  settled  by  the  peace- 
ful means  of  a  friendly  arbitration.  To 
that  precedent  I  must  say  I  attach 
great  and  signal  importance.  In 
consequence  of  that  proposal,  which 
was  agreed  to  by  the  United 
States  Government,  a  body  of  arbi- 
trators met  at  Paris.  That  body  of 
Arbitrators  was  composed  of  gentlemen 
of  position  and  great  ability,  two  of  them 
named  by  the  United  States ;  one  was 
Mr.  Justice  Harland,  I  think,  and  the 
other  a  distinguished  Member  of  the 
Senate,  Senator  Morgan.  There  were 
also  Arbitrators  named  by  France,  by 
Italy,  and  by  Sweden — die  Baron  de. 
Courcelles  on  the  part  of  France, 
the  Marquis  Visconti  Venosta  on  the 
part  of  Italy,  and  M.  Gregers  Gram, 
a  distinguished  jurist,  on  the  part  of 
Sweden— all  gentlemen  of  ability  and 
impartiality,  and  to  their  labours  we 
are  greatly  indebted.  On  our  part 
we  nominated  the  late  Lord  Hannen 
and  Sir  George  Tbompson,  the  Prime 
Minister  of  Canada.  In  mentioning  the 
name  of  Lord  Hanuen,  I  am  quite  certain 
I  shall  express  the  feeling  of  every  Mem- 
ber of  your  Lordships*  House,  as  it  is  the 
feeling,  I  believe,  of  the  pubHc  generally,  in 
saying  that  not  only  have  we  lost  in  Lord 
Hannen  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who 
in  this  particular  Arbitration  displayed 
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the  greatest  qualities  and  gave  services 
of  tbe  bighest  character  to  bis  country, 
but  we  have  lost  in  him  a  distinguished 
Judge  than  whom  of  late  years  none  has 
been  more  eminent,  or  displayed  more 
ability  in  the  service  of  his  country.  It 
is  a  loss  to  be  deplored  and  not  easily  re- 
placed. The  questions  submitted  to  tbe 
Arbitrators  may  be  stated  shortly, 
thus :  First,  whether  the  United  States 
were  right  in  contending  that  they  had. 
jurisdiction  over  this  portion  of  the 
sea,  and  also  as  regarded  a  question 
raised  by  them  as  to  their  having  a 
special  property  in  these  seals.  That 
was  the  first  and  most  important  ques- 
tion submitted  to  the  Arbitrators  ;  and 
it  is,  of  course,  most  satisfactory  to  this 
country  to  find  that  upon  this  great 
quesdon  the  Arbitrators  held  that  the 
contention  of  the  noble  Marquess,  on 
the  part  of  this  country,  was  justi- 
fied, and  that  the  United  States 
Government  were  not  right  in  making 
the  seizures  of  British  vessels  of 
which  we  had  complained.  The  result 
of  the  determination  of  that  point  is  that 
the  seizures  having  been  declared  in  prin- 
ciple illegal,  the  claims  of  British  sub- 
jects to  compensation  will  have  to  be 
met ;  and  I  am  able  to  say  that  as  soon 
as  legislation  has  taken  place  in  both 
countries  to  give  effect  to  the  Award,  a 
Convention  will  be  entered  into  between 
us  and  the  United  States  for  the  con- 
sideration and  settlement  of  those  claims. 
The  other  question  which  was  submitted 
to  the  Arbitrators  was  what  should  be 
the  nature  of  tbe  Regulations  to  be  here- 
after enforced  with  regard  to  these  fur 
seals.  The  object  of  those  Regulations 
is  one  in  which  all  must  concur — 
namely,  tlie  preservation  of  this  interest- 
ing and  useful  species  from  what  other- 
wise threatened  them — complete  ex- 
termination. The  B^nlations  are  laid 
down  in  the  Award,  and  the  object  of 
this  Bill  is  to  give  efifect  to  them.  I 
ought  perhaps  to  have  mentioned  first, 
that  in  tbe  Award  itself,  which  is,  of 
course,  the  main  document  on  which  all 
this  depends,  two  principal  provisiona 
are  made— one,  that  a  zone  is  established 
of  60  miles  round  the  Pribyloff  Islands, 
which  are  part  of  the  territory  of 
the  United  States  to  which  the  seals 
largely  resort.  That  is  determined 
by  this  Award  as  an  area  within 
which  the  capture  of  seals  is  entirely- 
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prohibited.  Then  the  next  BegulatioD 
lOBtitntes  a  close  time  for  a  large  exteut 
of  sea  exteoding  as  low  as  the  3dtb 
parallel  of  latitude  from  the  let  of  May 
to  the  Slst  of  July,  during  whi^h  the 
capture  aud  killiug  of  seals  lis  prohibited. 
There  are  other  limits  besides  the  limit  of 
latitude  35  degrees,  but  I  think  I  need 
not  trouble  your  Lordships  by  a  precise 
definition  of  them.  They  are  to  be 
fonnd  in  the  Award.  Then,  as  I  said 
before,  thero  are  other  Begalations  laid 
down,  some  of  which  are  of  importance, 
bat  the  details  of  which  I  need  not  give. 
They  are  in  accordance  with  the  Award. 
Now,  the  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  give 
effect  to  the  Award  and  to  the  Regula- 
tions. Its  provisions  are  of  a  very 
simple  kind.  It  ia  provided  that  the 
ships  of  those  who  violate  the  Regula- 
tions are  subject  to  seizure  by  Her 
Majest7*s  vessels.  I  am  speaking,  of 
coarse,  of  British  ships  and  to  the  inflic- 
tion of  fine  and  imprisonment  bj  British 
Conrts  to  which  Teasels  when  captured 
will  be  taken.  There  are  some  minor 
Ibtgnlations  of  leas  importance.  It  is 
also  provided  in  the  Bill  that  if  the 
United  States  are  willing,  as  they  will  be 
willing,  to  grant  to  Her  Majesty's 
cmisers  the  right  to  seize  United 
States  vessels  contravening  the  Regula- 
tions, a  similar  power  shall  be  given  by 
us  to  the  officers  of  the  United  States  to 
8«ze  British  vessels.  The  Congress  of 
the  United  States  have  already  passed 
the  necessary  legislation,  and  it  only  re- 
mains for  ns  to  complete  by  passing  the 
necessary  legishttion  upon  our  part.  I 
have  not  the  smallest  doubt  that  this 
House  will  have  no  hesitation  in  agree- 
ing to  legislation  to  carry  into  effect 
the  terms  of  this  Award ;  and  I  am 
satisfied  that  as  it  is  the  intention  and 
strong  desire  of  the  United  States  that 
this  Award  ahalt  be  carried  out  fully  and 
completely,  so  also  it  is  the  determination 
of  this  country  on  its  part  that  we  shall 
absolutely  and  fully  fulfil  the  obligations 
vUch  the  Award  imposes  upon  us.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  giveany 
further  detfuled  explanations  of  the  Bill. 
I  submit  it  to  your  Lordships  with  great 
satisfaction,  because  it  is  practically  the 
end  of  a  great  controversy  which  has 
terminated  in  a  manner  highly  honour- 
able and  satisfactory  to  both  nations  con- 
cerned. I  beg  to  move  the  Second 
Beading  of  the  BilL 


Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— (TAa  Earl  of  Kimberley.) 

The  Marquess  or  SALISBUBT : 
I  need  hardly  assure  your  Lordships  that 
our  only  desire  will  be  that  this  Bill 
should  pass  into  law  as  rapidly  as  pos- 
sible. I  think  we  Imve  every  reason,  on 
the  whole,  to  congratulate  ourselves  upon 
the  issue  of  this  controversy,  and  I  most 
sincerely  join  with  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site in  expressing  the  greatness  of  our 
obligation  to  the  distinguished  men  who 
constituted  the  tribunal,  and,  I  may  add, 
to  the  distinguished  men  who  represented 
Bngland  on  that  occasion,  to  whose 
efforts  and  abilities  we  owe  this  result, 
with  which,  on  the  whole,  we  have  good 
reason  to  be  satisfied.  And  in  doing  so 
I  cannot  but  join  with  the  greatest  sym- 
pathy and  feeling  in  the  regret  expressed 
by  the  noble  Earl  that  we  are  not  able 
to  congratulate  here  in  this  House  one  of 
our  Members  who  bore  a  most  distin- 
guished part  in  those  proceedings.  Lord 
Uannen  was,  I  believe,  a  man  of  no 
Party.  He  was  a  man  who  fulfilled 
in  the  very  highest  degree  that  very  high 
ideal,  the  ideal  of  a  British  Judge — a 
man  of  extraordinary  ability,  acumen, 
and  labour  ;  of  an  impartiality  which 
even  under  the  most  thorny  circumstances 
no  one  was  ever  found  hardy  enough  to 
challenge,  and  of  merits  so  distinguished  * 
that  whenever  a  vacancy  occurred  to 
which  he  could  be  promoted,  there  was  a 
common  assent  by  all  competent  men  on 
all  sides  that  he  was  the  man  best  fitted 
to  fill  at  .  He  has  left  behind  him  a  very 
distinguished  name,  and  the  deep  regrets 
of  those  who  feel  that  his  place  will  not 
easily  be  filled,  and  that  he  has  been 
sacrificed  in  performing  a  most  valuable 
service  to  his  country.  My  Lords,  for 
the  Award  itself  I  do  not  think  it  is  de- 
sirable to  say  very  much  ;  I  do  not  think 
it  is  desirable  to  discuss  in  detail,  that  is 
to  say,  an  Award  of  this  kind  when  it 
has  been  given.  It  ia  a  matter  of  the 
greatest  gratification  that  we  have  come 
to  this  honourable  ending  of  a  aerioua 
controversy.  For  not  only  would  it  have 
been  hmrible  and  grotesquely  absurd  that 
for  such  a  matter  as  this  two  igreat  and 
kindred  nations  should  have  been  plunged 
into  all  the,  what  must  be,  horrors  of 
modem  war,  but  if  it  was  possible  to  add 
to  the  absurdity  of  a  warlike  ending,  or 
even  an  unpeaoefal  ending  to  this  CQU- 
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froversj,  it  was  that  unless  we  come  to 
some  agreemeot  the  natural  species  over 
which  we  were  fighting  would  have  dis- 
appeared in  the  course  of  our  contro- 
veray.  It  was  quite  certaiu  that  uuless 
we  came  to  some  agreemeut  the  seal 
species  would  disappear  altogether.  It  was 
absolutely  necessary,  therefore,  to  agree. 
I  think  on  the  main  issue  we  have  reason 
to  express  our  contentment  without  any 
diminution  or  reserve  in  respect  to  the 
Regulations.  I  do  not  say  they  are  the 
Regulations  which  I  myself  would  have 
framed  in  all  respects.  There  are  some 
matters  on  which  questions  might  be 
raised  ;  but  they  are  far  better  not  only 
than  a  coolness  between  the  two  nations, 
but  than  the  disappearance  of  the  whole 
seal  species ;  and,  at  all  events,  if  there  are 
any  points  io  them  which  are  capable  of 
improvement,  they  will  be  discovered  in 
the  course  of  experieoce,  and  the  Award 
contains  provisioos  which  will  enable  the 
two  nations  to  obviate  any  errors  or 
deficiencies  which  may  be  found.  Under 
those  circQmstances,  I  think  it  is  wholly 
unnecessary  for  us  to  discuss  this  matter 
at  length,  or  to  interpose  any  delay  in 
the  conclusion  of  that  legislation  to 
which  the  American  Congress  has  already 
assented,  and  which  only  wants  this 
assent  on  the  part  of  your  Lordships  to 
bring  this  beneficent  Award  into  opera- 
tion. I  only,  therefore,  join  in  the  general 
tribute  to  the  great  services  of  the  dis- 
tinguished man  who  acted  for  us  on 
that  tribunal,  and  express  the  hope  that 
this  Bill  may  speedily  pass  into  law. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  It  is 
not  necessary  for  me  to  add  anything 
with  reference  to  the  subject  of  the  Bill 
of  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs.  But  I  may 
be  permitted,  perhaps,  to  express  my 
very  warm  concurrence  in  all  that  fell 
from  the  noble  Marquess  with  regard  to 
my  eminent  friend  the  late  Lord  Hanoen. 
Those  of  us  who  take  part  from  time  to 
time  in  the  judicial  proceedings  of  this 
House  felt,  when  he  retired,  how  much 
we  had  lost.  We  still  hoped,  from  time 
to  time,  that  his  strength  would  enable 
him  to  render  ns  invalnable  assistance, 
but  it  was  not  to  be.  He  won  the  respect 
and  admiration  of  those  who  know  him 
and  the  entire  confidence  of  the  legal 
profession  throughout  the  whole  of  his 
career.  He  won  the  esteem  of  all  those 
eminent  men  with  whom  he  came  in 
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contact  during  the  Arbitnrtion  which  led 
to  this  Bill,  and  the  laments  which  were 

uttered  on  the  occasion  of  his  death 
found  an  echo  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Atlantic.  What  has  beeu  said  of  him 
has  been  so  well  said  that  I  need  add 
nothing  more ;  but  it  is  impossible  for  me, 
io  alluding  to  the  loss  we  have  sustained 
by  the  death  of  Lord  Hanoen,  not  to 
remember  that  we  have  since  lost  also 
another  noble  Lord,  who  was  appointed 
to  fill  his  pUtce,  whose  appoiutraent 
gave  the  greatest  satisfaction  to  us 
all,  and  whose  services  in  this  House 
were  of  the  greatest  assistance.  It 
is  to  me  an  incident  which  is  alike 
pathetic  and  melancholy  that  it  has  fallen 
to  my  lot  thus  to  allude  to  the  loss  of 
these  two  distinguished  Judges.  Thirty- 
four  years  ago  Lord  Bowen  and  I  were 
together  pupils  in  the  chambers  of  Lord 
Hannen,  and  we  wore  conscious  ever 
afterwards  how  much  we  owed  to  him. 
Lord  Bowen  possessed  a  combination  of 
qualities  seldom  found  together.  He 
had  a  profound  and  an  accurate  know- 
ledge of  the  law.  His  power  of  analysis 
was  exquisite  in  its  subtlety  and  acute- 
ness,  and  was  always  tempered  by  breadth 
of  view  and  great  practical  common 
sense  which  made  it  eminently  nseful. 
He  was  not  only  a  lawyer,  but  he  was  a. 
brilliant  scholar,  and  his  literary  faculty 
enabled  him  to  clothe  his  judgments  id 
words  which  gave  them  dignity,  force^ 
and  point,  and  which  embodied  in  precise 
and  lucid  language  the  most  intricate  and 
complex  questious  of  law.  Of  his  patient 
industry  and  uniform  courtesy  it  is  need- 
less for  me  to  speak.  This  is  not  an 
occasion  for  elaborate  eulogy  ;  but  I  am 
sure  your  Lordships  will  pardon  my 
having  said  thus  much.  I  will  only  say 
further  that  I  have  been  speaking  of  a- 
valued  friend,  whose  friendship  I  enjoyed 
for  more  than  half  a  lifetime,  but  my 
feeling  of  personal  loss  is  eclipsed  by  a 
sense  o!  the  loss  which  this  House  and 
the  country  has  unfortunately  sustained. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  on  Monday  nexL 

The  first  LORD  or  thx  TREA- 
SURY AND  LORD  PRESIDENT  or 
Tus  COUNCIL  (The  Earl  of  Rosb- 
bert)  :  My  Lords,  yoi).  are  aU  aware^ 
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inobably,  that  in  tbe  other  House  of 
Parliament  a  Btateroeot  U  to  be  made  this 
«veDmg  about  Ugauda.  It  is  ouly  re- 
spectful to  this  House  that  a  similar 
statemeut  should  be  made  here,  aud  I 
think  it  will  be  for  the  convenience  of 
tbe  House  that  I  should  read  tbe  exact 
tenns  in  which  it  will  be  made  in  tbe 
other  Hoose — 

"  After  considering  tbe  late  Sir  Qerald  Portal's 
Report  and  weighing  the  consequences  of  with- 
drawal from  tTganda  on  the  one  hand  and  on 
the  other  of  maintaining  British  interests  there, 
Her  Majesty's  Ctovemment  have  determined  to 
establish  a  regular  administration,  and  for  that 
purpose  to  declare  Uganda  to  be  under  a 
Brltiah  protectorate.  The  details  of  the  arrangct- 
nnnts  to  be  made  are  under  connderatton." 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
I,  of  course,  bear  with  great  satisfaction 
the  announcement  of  that  intention  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
I  am  afraid  the  noble  Earl  will  think  it 
is  indiscreet  curiosity  on  my  part,  but 
will  tbe  noble  Earl  allow  me  to  ask  him 
whether  tbe  Govemmeut  have  come  to 
any  kind  of  conclusion  with  respect  to 
what  Sir  Gerald  Portal  declared  to  be 
the  essential  matter  without  which  any 
other  arrangement  would  he  ineffectual— 
namely,  the  establishment  of  communica- 
tion with  tbe  coast  ?  Of  course,  lam  pre- 
pared to  hear  that  tbe  matter  is  still 
under  consideration ;  but  I  think  tbe 
House  will  feel  that,  after  the  publication 
of  that  Report  expressing  tbe  decision  of 
one  whose  judgment  we  all  respected, 
and,  I  may  add,  whose  loss  we  all  deeply 
deplore — that  of  Sir  Gerald  Portal — we 
csu  hardly  acquiesce  in  the  maintenance 
for  any  couBiderable  time  of  any  reserve 
as  to  the  decision  to  which  the  Grovern- 
ment  may  come  upon  a  matter  which  so 
high  an  authority  declared  to  be  indis- 
pensable to  a  permanent  arrangement. 

The  Eahl  of  ROSEBERY  :  I 
can  assure  tbe  noble  Marquess  that  it 
is  not  tbe  wish  or  the  intention  of  Her 
Majmty's  Government  to  maintain  re- 
serve on  this  subject  for  any  considerable 
time.  But,  although  Sir  Gerald  Portal  no 
doubt  laid  down  in  express  terms  the 
importance  of  making  a  railway  a  con- 
siderable distance  on  the  way  to  Uganda, 
the  subject  remains  one  of  great  com- 
plexity from  many  points  of  view, 
notably  from  tbe  financial  point  of  view, 
and  I  would  rather  not  make  an  announce- 
meut  on  that  subject — at  any  rate,  to- 
night. 


MERCHANT  SHIPPING  BILL. 
Message  from  the  Commons^  That 
tbey  have  come  to  the  following  Resolu- 
tion— namely,  that  it  is  expedient  tha^ 
tbe  Merchant  Shipping  Bill  be  com- 
mitted to  a  Joint  Conuuittee  nf  Lords 
and  Commons,  and  to  desire  their  Lord- 
ships' concurrence  thereto ;  the  said 
Message  to  be  taken  into  consideration 
To-morrow. 

LAND  TRAXSFER  BILL  [H.L.]. 

A  Bill  to  simplify  titles  and  facilitate  the 
transfer  of  land  in  England — Was  presented  bv 
t  oe  Lord  Chancellor ;  read  1* ;  and  to  be  printed. 
CNo.  19.) 

TRUSTEE  ACT,  1893,  AMENDXEKT  BILL. 

Bronght  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*  ;  to  be 
printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Monday  next : 
(The  iMtd  Ashbourne.)   (No.  20.) 

Houfle  adjourned  at  Five  o'clock, 
till  To-morrow,  a  quarter  post 
Ten  o^clocfc. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
Tkursdayy  12th  April  1894, 


QUESTIONS, 


HABEWOOD  END  MAGISTRATES'  CLERK. 

Mr.  BRYNMOR  JONES  (Glouces- 
ter, Stroud)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Justices  of 
the  Petty  Sessional  Division  of  Hare- 
wood  End,  near  Ross,  in  the  County  of 
Hereford,  have  recently  appointed  Mr. 
Arthur  Blorafield  Morling  to  be  Justices' 
clerk  for  that  division  in  place  of  Mr. 
Piddocke,  solicitor,  deceased ;  is  be 
aware  that  Mr.  A.  B.  Morling  is  not  a 
solicitor  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  will 
he  inquire  what  were  the  special  circum- 
stances within  tbe  meaning  of  the 
Statute,  40  4  41  Vic,  c.  43,  s.  7,  which 
justified  the  Bench  in  dispensing  with 
tbe  qualifications  for  the  office  of 
Justices'  clerk  usually  required  under 
that  Statute ;  and  whether  be  ia  aware 
that  eight  duly-qualified  solicitors 
applied  for  the  office  ? 
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Tm  secretary  of  state  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  Yea ;  but  I  am 
informed  by  the  Justices  that  the  special 
circumstances  which,  in  their  opiuion, 
rendered  the  appointment  desirable  were 
that  Mr.  Morling  had  for  15  years 
fulfilled  the  duties  of  the  situation  under 
the  clerk  to  the  Justices,  to  the  entire 
Batisfaction  of  the  Bench. 

HER  MAJBSTT'B  MINISTBR  AT  PERU. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
Sheffield,  Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  if  Sir  Charles  Mansfield,  Her 
Majesty's  Minister  in  Peru,  has  yet 
recovered  sufficiently  from  his  accident 
to  resume  the  charge  of  the  British 
Legation,  or  is  it  still  under  Mr.  Mallet, 
Her  Majesty's  Consul  at  Panama ;  and 
if  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  bear 
in  raind  in  the  present  crisis  the  vast 
interests  Great  Britain  has  at  stake  in 
that  Republic,  and  the  fact  that  the 
Peruvian  Corporation  took  over  the 
whole  of  the  External  Debt  of  Peru  in 
exchange  for  the  Railwavs  P 

•The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Berwick): 
I  am  glad  to  say  that  Sir  C.  Mansfield 
has  recovered  from  his  accident,  and  has 
resumed  charge  of  Her  Majesty's  Lega- 
tion at  Lima.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  aware  of  the  important  interests 
which  British  subjects  have  at  stake  in 
Peru,  and  are  oonfident  that  they  will 
receive  every  attention  from  Her 
Majesty's  Representative. 

VOLUNTEER  OFFICBRS'  DECORATION. 

Viscount  VVOLMER  (Edinburgh, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  he  can  now  state  whe- 
ther a  Volunteer  officer,  who  may  shortly 
receive  the  new  decoration  as  a  Volunteer 
of  20  years'  service,  will  hereafter  be 
able  lo  receive  the  Volunteer  officer's 
decoration  on  the  completion  of  20  years' 
service  as  a  Volunteer  officer  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell-BasiNerman, 
Stirling,  &c.) :  The  answer  is  in  the 
affirmative. 

THE  CANADIAN  TEA  DUTIES. 
Mr.  HOWARD  (Middlesex,  Totten- 
ham) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 


of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he  can 
state  what  the  intentions  of  the  Canadian 
Groveroment  are  with  reference  to  the 
alteration  of  the  Tea  Duties;  whether 
teas  blended  in  bond  in  Great  Britain 
will  be  subject  to  any  and  what  duty  in 
the  new  tariff ;  and  whether  the  Canadian 
Government  can  legally  differeotiate 
against  this  country  and  home  labour  in 
favour  of  China  and  other  tea-exporting 
countries  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  POR  the  colonies  (Mr. 
S.  Bdxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar): 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  telegraphed 
to  the  Governor  General  of  Canada  for 
full  informatiou  on  the  point,  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  will  repeat  his  question  on 
Monday  I  hope  then  to  be  in  a  positioo 
to  answer  it  fully. 

LONDONDERRY  BARRACKS. 

Mr.  ROSS  (Londonderry)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  will  direct  that  the  statutory 
powers  for  compulsorily  taking  land  be 
put  into  immediate  operation,  for  the 
purpose  of  acquiring  a  site  for  the  new 
Londonderry  Barracks  ;  and  when  may 
the  building  operations  be  expected  to 
commence  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Steps  are  being  taken  for  the  compulsory 
purchase  of  the  necessary  land  ;  but  the 
process  requires  some  time  for  its  com- 
pletion. Very  little  building  can  take 
place  till  the  additional  land  is  acquired. 

TRALBE  AND  DINOLE  RAILWAY. 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  the  Go- 
vernment propose  to  take  any  steps  for 
the  relief  of  the  cesspayers  of  West 
Kerry  from  the  taxation  brought  upon 
them  by  theTraleeand  Dingle  Railway  ; 
and  whether  any  proposal  has  been  made 
for  the  reconstruction  and  further  working 
of  the  line  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBEBT,  Oldham), 
(who  repliecl)  said  :  The  Treasury  has 
uow  before  it  the  inaterial.'^  necessary  for 
forming  a  judgment  on  the  facts,  and 
they  are  now  being  considered.  I  hope 
shortly  to  be  able  to  announce  the  views 
of  the  Treasury.  My  hon.  Friend  is 
aware  that  the  Treasury  has  no  locus 
tta/tdi  for  making  arraugementSi  for  the 
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matters  for  the  cooBideratioD  of  the 
Orand  Jury  of  Kerry,  and  the  Treasury 
has  stated  that  snch  arrangements  are  an 
essential  condition  of  the  Government's 
assisting  in  any  way  the  improveraeDt  of 
the  line. 

THE  CAVAN  LAND  VALDER. 
Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.):  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieateoaot 
<rf  Ireland  whether  be  is  aware  that  Mr. 
Bomford,  who  is  now  acting  as  valuer 
for  the  Land  Commissioo  In  County 
Cavan,  was  formerly  agent  to  a  large 
landlord  in  the  county  ;  that  he  is  related 
to  that  landlord  and  to  several  other  land- 
lords in  the  county,  and  to  Mr.  Barnes, 
the  principal  valuer  for  the  landlords  in 
the  oonnty  in  fair  rent  cases ;  that  he  was 
formerly  a  member  of  a  Sub-Commission 
in  the  county,  and  removed  to  another 
county  on  account  of  his  close  connection 
with  the  landed  interest  there ;  and 
whethei  these  facts  were  known  to  Mr. 
Wrench  and  otiier  members  of  the  Com- 
mission when  Mr.  Bomford  was  sent  as 
vainer  to  Cavan  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  MoRLET,  Newcastle- 
npon-Tyne)  :  I  am  in  communication 
with  the  Land  Commission  on  the  sub- 
ject of  this  question,  and  will  thank  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  defer  it  until 
next  week. 

IRISH  DI8PEXSARY  COHHITTEES. 

Mr.  BODKIN  (Roscommon,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lientenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will 
favonrablj  consider  the  propriety  of  re- 
dncing  the  rateable  qualification  of 
eo-opted  members  of  Dispensary  Com- 
mittees,in  Ireland  to  the  same  figure  to 
which  he  has  already  reduced  the  quali- 
fication of  the  elected  Guardians  of  the 
Poor  Law  Boards  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Under  the  Poor 
Relief  (Ireland)  Act,  1851,  sec.  7,  elec- 
tive members  of  the  Dispensary  Com- 
mittees must  be  liable  to  pay  rates  in 
respect  of  property  of  the  annual  value 
of  £30  at  least,  and  legislation  will  be 
necessary  in  order  to  alter  this  qualifica- 
tion. I  certainly  think  it  anomalous 
that  the  qualification  of  the  elective 
members  of  a  Committee  should  be  fixed 
at  j£30,  while  that  of  the  Guardians,  who 
are  ex  officio  members,  is  only  £8,  and  I 


to  dealing  with  the  matter. 

THE  BECHUANALAND  PROTECTORATE. 

Mr.  KNOX  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  recent  resolution  of  the  Afrikander  Bund, 
asking  that  British  Bechuanaland  and  the 
Bechuanaland  Protectorate  should  be  in- 
corporated in  Cape  Colony  ;  whether  such 
incorporation  would  save  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  £100,000  a  year ;  whether 
it  has  also  been  called  for  by  residents 
in  Bechuanaland  other  than  the  Border 
Police  Force  ;  and  whether  the  Secretary 
of  State  will  propose  to  meet  the  wishes 
of  the  Colony  by  facilitating  the  incor- 
poration ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  The  attention  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  has  been  called  to 
the  resolution  in  question  ;  but  no  action 
has  been  taken  in  regard  to  it. 

THE  BINDER  CHARITY  LANDS. 

Mr.  C.  HOBHOUSE  (Wilts,  Devizes) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  Trustees  of  the 
Binder  Charity  Lands,  one-half  of  which 
come  under  the  provisions  of  "The 
Allotments  Act,  1882,"  after  having 
avoided  compliance  with  its  provisions 
by  only  offering  for  allotments  the  portion 
of  the  property  unsuitable  for  the  pur- 
pose, were  allowed  by  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners without  any  previous  public 
inquiry  to  dispose  of  the  greater  part  of 
their  property  by  private  sale  ;  and  whe- 
ther he  can  provide  some  method  of  con- 
trolling the  discretion  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Aclasd,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherbam)  :  Notice  of  their  intention  to 
let  in  allotments  one-half  of  the  Charity 
Landdecribed  in  the  questions  as  unsuit- 
able for  the  purpose,  was  given  by  the 
Trustees  in  IS90,  without  eliciting  any 
applications.  In  1 892  public  notices  of  a 
proposed  sale  of  the  property  were  given 
by  advertisement  and  the  other  usual 
modes  in  the  locality.  No  objections 
were  received,  aud  no  request  was  made 
for  any  public  inquiry.  In  these  circum- 
stances, the  sale  was  approved  by  the 
Commissioners  in  Jnly  of  that  year.  The 
question  of  bringing  the  action  of  the 
Charity  Commission  more  directly  under 
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the  control  of  Farliament,  and  of  giving 
it  more  effectual  means  of  dealing  with 
the  business  which  will  come  before  it, 
is  now  under  the  consideration  of  a  Select 
Committee  of  this  House. 

MBTROPOLITAN  POLICE  UNIFORMS. 
Mr.  E.  H.  BAYLEY  (Camberwell, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  he 
will  consider  the  propriety  of  supplying 
the  police  with  tighter  clothing  during 
warm  weather,  as  is  done  in  provincial 
towns  ;  and  will  he  also  consider  the 
propriety  of  giving  the  police  the  money 
allowing  them  to  supply  themselves  with 
boots  ? 

Mb.  ASQUITH  :  I  must  give  my 
hoD.  Friend  the  same  reply  with  regard 
to  the  first  part  of  his  question  as  I  did 
in  August  last — n^ely,  that  the  ques- 
tion has  been  frequently  under  eonsidera- 
tion^  and  that  it  is  the  opinion  of  the 
Commissioner,  after  consultation  with 
the  chief  surgeon  of  the  police,  that 
having  regard  to  the  variable  nature  of 
the  Metropolitan  climate,  and  to  all  the 
conditions  of  the  caae,  it  would  not  be 
advisable  to  provide  the  Metropolitan 
Police  with  light  clothing  during  the 
summer  months.  With  regard  to  the 
second  part  of  the  question,  I  understand 
the  matter  was  carefully  gone  into  in 
1887,  and  the  change  was  not  considered 
advisable.  There  are  difficuUies  in  the 
way,  hut  I  am  in  consultation  with  the 
Commissioner  on  the  subject, 

ADMIBALTT  CITTLKBT  CONTRAOTB. 
Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty if  the  cutlery  and  hardware  pur- 
chased for  Her  Majesty's  Fleet  is 
examined  prior  to  acceptance  by  compe- 
tent experts  skilled  in  the  trade,  and 
capable  of  telling  Sheffield  workmanship 
from  foreign  imitation  ? 

Tbe  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  The  officers  who 
examine  cutlery  aud  hardware  for  the 
Fleet  and  compare  them  with  the 
patterns  are  believed  to  be  capable  of 
detecting  foreign  imitations.  Contracts 
are  only  entrusted  to  home  manufacturers 
who  make  the  goods  themselves. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
In  all  these  contracts  is  the  Resolution 

Mr,  Aeland 


of  the  House  of  the  9th  Feln-nary  as  to 
wages,  &c.,  strictly  observed  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH : 
Yes,  Sir ;  it  is  set  out  in  all  contracts. 

ABHY  CTJTLBBY  COyTBACTS. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary 
to  the  War  Office  if  the  cutlery  and 
hardware  purchased  for  Her  Majesty's 
Army  is  examined  prior  to  acceptance 
by  competent  experts  skilled  in  the 
trade,  aud  capable  of  distinguishing  good 
Sheffield  work  from  foreign  forgeries  ? 

The  financial  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  WooDALL, 
Hanley) :  Cutlery  and  hardware  for 
Army  services  are  inspected  by  artizan 
experts,  who,  it  is  believed,  are  as  capable 
of  distinguishing  British  from  foreign 
manufacture  as  any  men  can  be. 

IRISH  POOE  LAW  FINANCE. 

Mr.  ROSS :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  could  state  how  many  of  the 
Irish  Poor  Law  Unions  are  at  present  in 
a  state  of  financial  embarrassment ;  in 
how  many  Unions  have  Vice  Guardians 
been  appointed ;  and  has  he  received  a 
Memorial  extensively  signed  by  the  rate- 
payers of  the  Tralee  Union,  praying 
him  not  to  dismiss  the  Vice  Guardians  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Local  Government  Board  that  the 
accounts  of  Poor  Law  Unions  in  Ireland 
for  the  half-year  ended  March  25  last 
have  not  yet  been  audited,  and  that  it  is 
not,  therefore,  possible  for  them  to  say 
what  Unions  can  be  r^arded  as  being  in 
the  position  mentioned.  There  are  no 
Unions  in  Ireland  at  the  present  time 
under  the  management  of  Vice  Guardians. 
A  Memorial  was  received  last  year  by 
the  Local  Government  Board  asking 
that  the  services  of  tbe  Vice  Guardians 
of  the  Tralee  Union  might  be  retained. 
These  gentlemen  were  continued  in  office 
till  March  last,  and  I  am  informed  thej 
could  not  legally  retain  their  posititms 
for  a  longer  period. 

Mk.  ROSS  :  On  the  Estimates  I  will 
call  attention  to  the  management  of  Irish 
Poor  Law  Unions. 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  WUl  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  view  of  the  Debate,  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  giving  us  a 
Return  showing  tbe  financial  position  of 
Irish  Foot  Law  Unions,  that  especially  of 
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XfUtowel  Union,  on  which  an  attack  was 
made  the  other  daj  ?  Is  it  not  the  fact 
that  the  Liatowel  GnardianB  hare  at  the 
present  moment  £2,000  to  their  credit  &t 
the  bank  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
As  I  put  chat  question  may  I  explain 
that  it  was  directed  at  the  system  of  out- 
door relief,  not  at  the  financial  posi- 
tion of  the  Union. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  not  before 
me  the  details  as  to  Listowel  Union  ;  but 
in  answer  to  the  general  question  of  my 
hoD.  Friend,  X  think  the  request  is  a 
reasonable  one,  and  I  will  see  how  it  can 
be  granted. 

MR.  ROBERT  BUCKELL,  J.P. 
Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  (Bir- 
mingham, S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  the  gentleman  named  Robert 
Buckell,  who  has  recently  been  made  a 
Justice  of  the  Peace  for  the  City  of  Ox- 
fcffd,  is  the  same  person  as  Robert 
Backell  whose  name  appears  twice  in  the 
Schedules  to  the  Report  of  the  Oxford 
Election  Commisaion,  1881,  as  baring 
been  guility  of  comipt  practices  at  the 
elections  in  that  city  in  April  and  May, 
1880  ;  and  whether  he  is  aware  that  Wo 
Josticra  of  the  Peace  for  the  City  of  Ox- 
ford were  scheduled  by  the  Commis- 
sioners for  ofiences  of  the  same  nature  as 
were  proved  against  Mr,  Buckell,  and 
were  forthwith  removed  from  the  bench 
by  the  then  Lord  Chancellor  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  It  is  the  case  that 
Mr.  Buckell,  who  was  recently  made  a 
Magistrate,  was  reported  as  having  been 
qnilty  in  1880  of  oomipt  practices.  Since 
thae  time  he  has  been  twice  in  recent 
years  elected  Mayor  of  the  city,  and  as 
SQcb  has  acted  as  Chief  Magistrate.  His 
appointment  appeared  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor to  be  desirable  on  public  grounds, 
unless  the  fact  of  his  being  scheduled 
was  to  be  regarded  as  a  bar  to  the  ap- 
pointment. Having  regard  to  the  length 
of  time  which  has  elapsed  since  the  cor- 
nipt  practices  referred  to,  and  to  the 
public  services  since  rendered  by  Mr. 
Buckell,  and  in  view  of  all  the  circiun- 
stances  of  the  ease,  the  Ix>rd  Chanrallor 
thought  the  appointment  expedient.  Ii 
is  to  be  obsiarved  that  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Act  now  in  force  renders  a 
person  convicted  on  indictment  of  a  cor- 
rupt practice  incapable  of  holding  a 


judicial  oflSce  only  for  a  term  of  seven 
years.  The  question  of  appointing  a 
person  scheduled  by  Commissioners  must, 
therefore,  tn  each  case  be  determined  on  a 
consideration  of  all  the  circumstances. 
As  regards  the  last  paragraph,  the  only 
record  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  has  is 
that  two  Justices  were  removed  from  the 
Commissiou  of  the  Peace  for  the  City  of 
Oxford  in  August,  1881,  at  their  own 
request. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.) : 
May  I  ask  whether  this  gentleman  was  a 
Gladstonian  candidate  at  the  General 
Election  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  I  have  not  the 
slightest  knowledge  on  that  subject. 

Mk.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  :  la 
there  any  doubt  whatever  that  the 
two  geutlemeii  referred  to  were  removed 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  iu  consequence  of 
liaving  been  scheduled  for  practices  cor- 
responding to  those  of  which  Mr.  Buckell 
has  been  guilty  ;  also  was  not  Mr. 
Buckell  a  member  of  the  Town  Council 
at  the  time  he  was  scheduled  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  no  infor- 
mation on  the  subject  beyond  what  I 
have  stated. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston) :  Is  it 
the  rule  to  strike  off  the  Commission  the 
names  of  gentlemen  directly  they  are 
scheduled,  or  to  wait  until  they  have  been 

convicted  on  indictment  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  That  is  a  question 
which  cannot  be  answered  without  notice. 
It  is  not  within  my  Department. 

FEES  ON  MAGISTERIAL 
APPOINTMENTS. 
Sm  J.  KINLOCH  (Perth,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
be  is  aware  that  in  certain  counties  in 
Scotland  it  ia  the  custom  for  the  Clerks 
of  the  Peace  to  demand  a  fee  from  each 
Justice  on  administration  of  the  oath  ; 
and  if  this  is  a  legal  charge  ? 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.B. 
Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c.)  :  I  believe 
that  it  is  the  custom  for  Clerks  of  the 
Peace  to  charge  such  a  fee,  in  some 
counties  at  least ;  bnt,  in  regard  to  the 
legality  of  such  a  chaise,  I  cannot  add 
to  what  was  stated  by  my  right  hou. 
Friend  the  Home  Secretary  and  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  in  answer  to 
similar  questions  on  July  28,  December 
12,  and  Tuesday  last. 
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SAGLAN     BARRAGES  SBWAGB 
OUTFALL. 
Mr.  KEARLEY  (Devonport)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  steps  have  beeu  taken  by  the 
War  Department  to  obviate  the  pollution 
oecasioned  to  the  public  bathing  place  at 
Deronport  by  the  sewage  onifall  from 
the  Baglan  Bamuiks  ? 
•Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
ProvisioD  for  this  service  is  made  in  the 
present  Army  Estimates,  and  the  work 
will  be  commenced  as  soon  as  possible. 

DUBLIN  UNION  PRECEPTS. 
Mr.  W.  KENNY  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen's  Green)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Lvland  if  lie  is  aware  that  the  form 
of  precept  annually  issued  by  the  Clerk 
of  the  Peace  to  the  clerks  of  the  Dublin 
Unions  has  this  year  been  altered  by 
striking  out  so  much  of  paragraph  2  as 
related  to  objections  to  the  names  of  in- 
habitant occupiers  ;  and  if  he  will 
state  by  what  authority^  or  under  what 
circumstances,  this  alteration  came  to  be 
made  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY:  The  form  of 
precept  was  amended  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant in  Council,  in  pursuance  of  the 
powers  given  him  by  the  Parliamentary 
Registration  (Ireland)  Act,  1 886,  Section 
8.  The  amendment  was  considered 
necessary  in  order  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  clerks  of  Unions  and  other  officers 
to  the  rights  of  rated  occupiers  and 
householders  who  had  occupied  different 
premises  of  the  requisite  value  in  im- 
mediate succession  during  the  12  months 
preceding  the  20th  July  in  each  year, 
in  some  of  the  forms  hitherto  used  in 
Ireland — namely,  in  relation  to  ibe 
supplemental  list  of  householders  and  in 
the  form  of  precept  for  boroughs,  there 
was  no  reference  made  to  the  rights 
acquired  by  occupation  of  premises  in 
immediate  succession.  This  omissioo 
appears  to  have  led  to  injustice  iu  the 
ease  of  such  classes  of  voters.  In  the 
corresponding  English  forms  there  had 
not  hwD  any  such  omission.  The  note 
at  foot  of  amended  form  is  in  the  same 
terms  as  in  the  form  No.  1  in  the 
Schedule  to  the  Statute,  directing  the 
paragraphs  as  to  the  existing  Register  to 
be  modified  by  making  them  apply,  so  far 
as  r^pirds  the  mai^inal  additions  ob- 


jected" or  "dead,"  to  householders  in  the 
then  existing  Register. 

PORTADOWN  POST  OFFICE. 

Colonel  SAUNDEBSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  when  it  is  proposed  to  commenee 
the  building  of  the  new  post  oflSce  st 
Portadown  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEY,  Nottingham,  E.) : 
This  is  a  matter  which  is  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Board  of  Public  Works  iu 
Ireland,  and  I  am  informed  that  no  pro- 
vision for  building  the  new  post  office  at 
Portadown  has  been  made  in  the  Elsti- 
mates  for  the  current  fimincial  year. 
Consequently,  the  work  cannot  be  begun 
until  next  year. 

CIVIL  SBBVICK  SECOND  PIYISION 

CLERKS. 

M11.MACDONALD  (Tower  Hamlete, 
Bow) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  tJie 
annual  increments  of  salary  of  Second 
Division  clerks  iu  the  Civil  Service  are 
so  regulated  as  to  provide  for  those 
clerks  reaching  a  certain  maximum  of 
£190  per  aoDum  after  19  years'  service, 
and  of  the  fuot  that  the  annnal  incre- 
ments of  the  new  class  of  assiatant  clerto 
have  been  so  regulated  as  to  necessitate  a 
service  of  28  years  before  the  attainment 
of  the  maximum  of  £150  per  annum, 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  ages  of 
the  men  constituting  this  class,  he  will 
consider  the  advisability  of  adjusting 
the  annual  increments  of  salary  so  as  to 
enable  these  clerks  to  attain  their  maxi- 
mum at  an  earlier  period  of  life? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT :  As  £190  is 
far*  below  the  maximum  salary  of  the 
Second  Division,  there  is  no  parallel 
between  the  cases  quoted.  The  scale  of 
salary  of  assistant  clerks  or  abstracters 
was  fixed  after  careful  consideration  with 
reference  to  the  nature  of  their  duties,  and 
I  cannot  see  any  reason  for  reconsider- 
ing it. 

SICK  LEAVK  IN  THE  CIVIL  SERVICE. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
any  complaints  have  reached  him  of  the 
insufficiency  of  the  amount  of  sick  leave 
on  full  pay  allowed  in  any  one  year  to 
the  neir  class  of  assistant  clerks — namely, 
six  weeks  less  die  amount  of  holiday 
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lesre  which  may  alreadj  have  been 
taken ;  and  whether  he  has  any  objec- 
tion to  aUowing  rcBponsible  Heads  of 
Departments  to  exercise  discretionary 
powers  in  sach  cases  within  the  limits 
of  sick  leave  allowed  to  all  other  classes 
of  clerks  in  the  Civil  Service  ? 

Sib  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Two  repre- 
sentatioDB  from  assistant  or  supplemen- 
tary clerks  respecting  sick  leave  have 
}sem  transmitted  to  the  Treasury.  All 
officers  so  classed  were  formerly  tempo- 
luy  copyists,  who  were  as  such  entitled 
to  a  maximum  absence  of  28  working 
days  for  ordinary  leave  and  sick  leave 
combined.  On  the  promotion  of  tempo- 
nuy  copyists  to  abstracterships,  snppie- 
Doitary  or  assistant  clerkships,  their 
uximum  of  absence  has  been  increased 
ftom  28  to  36  days  in  DepartrocDts  under 
tbe  control  of  the  Treasurr,  and  this 
ippears  to  me  a  reasonable  arrangement. 

ASSISTANT  CLKRKS  IN  THE  COLONIAL 
AND  INDIA  OFFICES. 
Mb.  MACDONALD  :  I  beg  to  ask 
(he  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  under 
vhatcircamstances  and  for  what  reasons 
ten  the  initial  salaries  of  assistant  clerks 
in  tbe  Colonial  and  India  Offices  ealcu- 
i>ted  on  a  different  basis  from  those  oi 
otiier  assistant  cl^ks  in  other  Offices 
whose  status  was  in  every  respect  iden- 
^  with  theirs;  and  what  number  of 
recommendations  have  been  received  by 
die  Treasury  from  Heads  of  Department 
for  the  promotioD  of  meritorious  assistant 
elerks  to  the  Second  Division,  and  bow 
Buy  of  these  recommendations  have 
been  acceded  to  ? 

SiE  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  organisa- 
tion of  the  India  Office  is  not  subject  to 
the  Regulations  governing  the  ordi- 
nary Civil  Service,  and  is,  thei  efore,  not 
within  my  province.  The  case  of  the 
Colonial  OlBce  was  an  exceptional  one, 
in  that  the  action  taken  was  the  oul^ 
means  by  which  a  desirable  and  economi- 
cal reorganisation  in  one  of  their  subor- 
dinate Departments  could  be  effected. 
There  is  no  ground  for  reopening  tlie 
settlement  in  other  Departments.  As  I 
stated  last  year,  the  Second  Division  is 
recroited  by  open  competition,  and  it  is 
not  proposed  to  admit  to  it  men  who  have 
only  passed  the  rudimentary  examination 
required  of  temporary  copyists.  Pro- 
pwaU  for  the  appointment  of  assistant 


clerks  to  the  Second  Division  have, 
therefore,  not  been  entertained. 

NBW  ADMIRALTY  BDILDINQ8. 
Mr.  HARTLEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  tbe 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  whether  he 
is  aware  that  all  the  large  rooms  on  one 
side  of  the  new  Admiralty  buildings  on 
the  ground,  first,  second,  and  third  floors, 
which  were  specially  designed  as  large 
rooms  on  the  recommendation  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  this  House  to  promote  the  effi- 
cieucy  of  the  Public  Service,  have  been 
made  into  small  rooms  as  shown  on  the 
revised  plans  just  put  into  the  Tea 
Room  ;  whether  he  can  state  bow  many 
small  rooms  have  been  substituted  for 
large  rooms,  and  who  are  to  occupy  these 
small  rooms  ;  what  has  been  the  cost  of 
the  alterations ;  why  these  alterations 
have  been  made  without  the  authority  of 
Parliament ;  and  whether  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  set  aside  the  strong  re- 
commendation of  the  Committee  which 
urged  ID  the  interests  of  the  efficient  con- 
duct of  the  Public  Servicethat  in  all  future 
buildings  for  Public  Offices  arraugemente 
should  be  made  for  the  staif  to  work 
collectively  in  large  rooms  rather  than 
singly  in  small  rooms  P 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 
W.) :  The  plans  exhibited  in  the  Tea 
Room  show  the  changes  that  have  been 
made  on  the  first  draft  exhibited  in  1888, 
and  a  comparison  between  the  two  seta 
of  plans  will  show  that  (excluding  the 
sub-ground  floor,  which  is  practically  au 
addition  since  1888)  the  number  of  rooms 
in  the  plans  of  18S8  was  112,  as  against 
134  ill  the  preseut  plans — an  increase  of 
22,  or  one  in  five.  The  appropriation  of 
the  various  rooms  can  be  indicateil  on 
the  plans  if  deeired.  The  cost  of  the 
change  may  be  taken  at  £12,000.  The 
change  is  one  of  executive  detail,  on 
which  it  would  hardly  be  possible  to 
refer  to  Parliament  forauthority.  There 
is  no  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  set  aside  the  recommendation 
of  the  Committee  of  1887.  The  Admi- 
ralty is  divided  into  20  different  depart- 
ments, and  the  usefulness  of  large  rooms 
is  consequently  restricted.  It  is  in  the 
accounting  branch  that  the  large  rooms 
will  be  most  serviceable,  and  they  will 
be  provided  in  the  north  block,  . 
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OLONMBBN  KATIONAL  SCHOOLS. 
Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lientenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Cauon  Morrissey,  P.P.,  Ban- 
teer,  County  Cork,  complained  to  the 
Commissioners  of  Education  in  July, 
1891,  of  the  insanitary  condition  of  the 
out-offices  attached  to  the  Clonmeen 
National  Schools ;  that  the  Commis- 
sioners referred  the  matter  to  the  Board 
of  Works,  who  sent  plans  and  speciSca- 
ttons  to  the  very  reverend  manager  ;  that 
(he  latter  objected  to  the  plans  oo  the 
ground  that  closets  were  to  be  erected  on 
a  site  most  objectionable  from  a  sanitary 
point  of  view  ;  and  that  the  sanitary 
officer,  Dr.  O'Leary,  condemned  the  pro- 
posed site  as  most  objectionable  and  in- 
sanitary ;  and  whether,  in  vievr  of  the 
fact  that  a  large  number  of  children  are 
attending  these  schools,  proper  plans  will 
be  prepared  so  as  to  comply  with  the 
sanitary  requirements  of  the  place  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLET :  .  The  facts  are 

substantially  as  stated  in  the  first  para- 
graph of  the  question.  The  site  of  the 
out-offices  proposed  by  the  Board  of 
Works  is  49  feet  distant  from  the  school. 
The  proposal  of  the  manager  is  to  build 
two  distinct  out-offices,  one  57  feet  and 
the  other  194  feet  from  the  school ;  but 
the  latter  scheme  would  involve  consider- 
able additional  expenditure  ou  dividing 
walls  to  which  the  Board  are  unable  to 
consent,  having  regard  to  the  safe 
character  of  the  site  proposed  by  them. 
Pending  the  erection  of  new  offices,  the 
Board  have  given  special  directions  for 
the  cleaning  and  maintenance  of  those 
DOW  in  use. 

PATENT  FEES. 
Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peta-borough) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Presideut  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  hecan  give  the  total  value 
of  forfeited  fees  accruing  to  the  Patent 
Office  between  the  1st  July,  1852,  and 
the  31st  December,  189;j,  from  the  refusal 
of  applications  for  patents,  and  from  the 
voiding  of  patents  by  renewal  fees  and 
other  causes  before  their  full  term  ;  and 
will  he  also  state  the  total  number  of  ap- 
plications for  patents  refused,  the  total 
number  of  patents  voided  uuder  their  full 
time,  and  the  average  lifetime  of  patents 
daring  the  time  named  ? 


The  president  of  thb  BOARD 
or  TRADE  (Mr.  Muxdella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  The  number  of  applica- 
tions refused  by  the  Law  Officers  between 
1st  July,  1852,  and  Slat  December, 
1883,  cannot  be  given,  no  record  of  snolk 
refusals  having  been  kept.  The  number 
refused  by  the  Comptroller  of  Patents 
between  1st  January,  1884,  and  3l8t 
December,  1893,  was  only  146,  and  the 
value  of  the  fees  accruing  to  the  Patent 
Office  therefrom  about  £500.  The  num- 
ber of  patents  voided,  at  one  stage  or 
another,  through  non-payment  of  renewal 
fees  between  lat  July,  1852,  and  Slst 
December,  1893,  was  121,242,  but  no 
fees  accrued  to  the  Patent  Office  by 
reason  of  their  expiry.  The  average 
life  of  a  patent  during  the  period  named 
was  about  five  years. 

KICHMOITD  WJNATIC  ASTLUM, 
DUBLIN. 

Mr.  W.  KENNY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  waut  of  proper  accom- 
modation for  inmates  at  the  Richmond 
Lunatic  Asylum,  Dublin,  the  public 
asylum  for  the  City  and  County  of 
Dublin  and  the  Counties  of  Wiulclow 
and  Louth ;  if  he  is  aware  that  the  in- 
mates number  about  1,500,  while  there  is 
proper  accommodation  for  only  1,000; 
whether  steps  have  been  taken  to  acquire 
a  site  for  an  auxiliary  asylum  at  Mala- 
hide,  in  the  County  of  Dublin,  and  for 
the  erection  of  the  necessary  buildings  ; 
and  if  he  can  state  when  the  works  will 
be  commenced,  and  the  present  con- 
gested state  of  Richmond  Asylum  re- 
lieved ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEV  :  The  reply  to  each 
of  the  first  three  paragraphs  of  the  ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
is  in  the  affirmative.  With  regard  to 
the  concluding  paragraph,  I  understand 
that  the  apportionment  of  the  expen- 
diture necessary  for  providing  additional 
asylum  accommodation  at  Malahide  will 
come  before  a  special  meeting  of  the 
Privy  Council  convened  for  to-day. 
When  a  decision  on  this  question  shall 
have  been  arrived  at,  no  uoneceesary 
delay  will  take  place  in  the  commeuce- 
meut  of  the  works. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
wish  to  ask  whether  the  proposed  scheme 
will  create  any  extra  cha^  upon  the 
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County  of  Louth,  and  whether  the  Chief 
Secretary  has  receired  auy  complaints  or 
ittnouBtrances  from  the  Grand  Jory  of 
the  County  of  Wtcklow  respecting  the 
matter? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  matter  has 
been  brought  before  my  notice  by  both 
the  Counties  of  Louth  and  Wicklow,  and 
is  receiving  my  most  careful  attention. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Will  not  this 
scheme  involve  a  heavy  extra  charge  on 
Louth  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  that  question. 

ORANGE  DISTURBANCES  IN  COUNTY 
ANTRIM. 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  report  in  The 
Irish  News  of  the  6th  instant,  of  a 
meeting  of  Presbyterian  and  Unitarian 
farmers,  held  iu  the  Presbyterian  Lecture 
Hali  at  Ballymore,  County  Antrim,  on 
the  oth  instant,  from  which  it  appears 
that  two  Orange  bands  paraded  round  the 
hall,  and  an  Orange  mob  threw  stones 
which  smashed  the  windows  of  the  halt 
during  the  meeting ;  that  two  ministers, 
the  Rev.  Mr.  Armour  and  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Ljttle,  were  stoned  as  they  left  the 
meeting  ;  and  that  the  mob  had  so  com- 
pletely taken  possession  of  Ballymore 
that  an  extra  detachment  of  police  had 
to  be  sent  there  from  Lame  ;  and  whe- 
ther he  will  make  inquiry  into  the 
matter,  and  take  steps  in  the  future  to 
protect  Protestant  farmers,  -in  lawful 
meeting  assembled  in  County  Antrim, 
from  such  unprovoked  attacks  by  Orange 
mobs  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  It  appears  that 
(me  band,  and  not  two,  accompanied  by  a 
crowd,  paraded  the  village  on  the 
occasion  referred  to,  and  that  four  small 
panes  of  glass,  valued  at  a  couple  of 
shilliogs,  were  broken  in  the  lecture  hall. 
The  police  state  that  neither  of  the 
clergymen  named  was  stoned  as  alleged, 
and  Uiat  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  crowd 
were  at  any  time  in  possession  of  the 
village.-  Fearing'  that  some  disturbance 
might  ensue  on  the  l»«aking  up  of  the 
meeting,  the  SOTgewit  of  police  sent  to 
Lame  for  assistance,  bat  before  the 
arrival  of  the  men  the  crowd  had  dis- 
persed and  the  meeting  had  broken  up 
qni^y. 
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Mr.  ROSS  :  May  I  ask  whether,  as  a 
fact,  any  Protestant  meetings  had  been 
broken  up  at  Ballymore  at  all ;  and 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
make  any  inquiries  as  to  the  truth  of  the 
statements  of  illnsage  made  by  the  two 
rev.  gentlemeu  ?  I  wish  also  for  informa- 
tion as  to  any  statements  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  received  from  the  police 
on  the  matter,  and  also  whether  any 
arrests  have  been  made,  and  whether  he 
will  give  the  police  any  instructions  as  to 
their  duty  in  making  arrests  ? 

Ms.  J.  MORLEY  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
has  received  any  communication  from 
persons  assaulted,  I  will  certainly  cause 
inquiry  to  be  made. 

Mb.M'CARTAN:  Was  not  the  meet- 
ing composed  exclusively  of  Protestant 
farmers  P 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  answer 
that. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  I  am  sorry  to  intrude, 
but  I  hold  a  letter  in  -my  hand  from  one 
of  the  rev,  gentlemen  who  was  stoned. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  truth  of 
the  allegation,  and  I  hope  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  inquire  into  the 
matter. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  After  being  in- 
formed of  the  communication  that  has 
been  received  by  the  hon.  Member  from 
the  rev.  gentleman,  I  will  have  full  in- 
quiries made  into  the  circumstances  of 
the  case.  I  cannot,  of  course,  give  the 
police  any  special  instructions  to  make 
arrests,  which  cau  be  acted  on  by  them 
generally. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  Am  I  correct  in 
thinking  that  the  mob  marched  through 
the  streets  throwing  stoues,  and  that  the 
police  have  made  no  arrest  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  answer 
thiit  question  offbaud,  nor  can  I  say 
whether  the  police  have  exceeded  their 
duty  on  that  occasion  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  :  Can 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  whether 
any  arrests  have  been  made  of  the  parties 
who  stoned  the  Protestant  preachers  at 
Cork  ? 

[No  reply  was  giren.] 

THE  "  COSTA  RICA  PACKET." 
Sir  C.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  Col- 
lege) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
<^  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the 
Foreign  Office  has  received  an  intimation 
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from  the  Netherlands  Government  that 

thej  will  not  graut  a.uy  compeDsatioa  in 
the  Costa  Rica  Packet  case,  either  for 
the  imprisonment  of  Captain  Carpenter 
in  1891  or  the  detention  of  the  ship  and 
crew  at  Ternate  ;  and  whether  he  will 
.lay  the  Papers  in  the  case  before  the 
House  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  The  answer  to  the 
first  paragraph  is  iu  the  affirmative,  but 
the  decision  of  the  Ketherlands  Grovern- 
meat  has  not  been  accepted  as  final,  A 
reply  to  it  is  now  under  consideration, 
and  the  Correspondence  is,  therefore,  not 
ready  to  be  laid  before  Parliament. 

Sib  C.  CAMERON :  Will  the  Go- 
vernment consider  the  propriety  of  sug- 
gesting arbitration  in  this  case  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  I  hope  the  difficulty 
may  be  settled  without  resort  to  that. 

THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  SBOON- 
DABY  EDUCATION. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Tbanet)  : 
I  b^  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Oommittee  of  Council  on  Education  whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
widespread  dissatisfaction  which  has 
been  aroused  amongst  proprietors  of  pri- 
vate schools  owing  to  the  entire  exclusion 
from  the  Royal  Commission  upon  Secon- 
dary Education  of  any  representation 
whatsoever  of  the  important  interests 
with  which  they  are  associated  ;  and 
whether  the  Government  contemplate 
taking  any  steps  towards  rectifying  the 
omissiou  complained  of  ? 

Ms.  ACLAND :  This  question,  as 
well  as  that  of  the  representation  of  many 
other  interests  which  desired  to  be  repre- 
sented, was  very  carefully  considered 
before  the  Commission  was  appointed, 
I  had  hoped  that  the  appointment  of  a 
member  of  the  Council  of  the  Girls' 
Public  Day  School  Company,  which  is 
on  the  footing  of  a  private  enterprise,  and 
of  a  Vice  ft-esident  of  the  College  of 
Preceptors,  which  is  so  closely  connected 
with  many  private  schools,  would  have 
given  4»tisfaction.  The  Commission  is 
already  a  large  one,  and  it  is  impossible 
to  increase  its  size. 

Sib  W.  hart-dyke  (Kent,  Dart- 
ford)  :  I  am  sorry  to  press  this  matter, 
but  I  wish  to  know,  in  the  interests 
of  the  Commission  itself,  whether  it  is 
probable  that  the  reply  of  this  Commis- 
sion will  meet  with  anything  like  pablio 
oonfidbnoe  when  sooh  »  very  large  and 
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infiaential  body  as  the  great  mass  of 

private  teachers  has  been  absolutely  ex- 
cluded from  any  representation  on  the 
Commission  ?  I  also  desire  to  know  whe- 
ther it  will  not  be  better,  considering  the 
widespread  feelings  of  dissatisfaction 
which  have  been  expressed  on  this  subject, 
to  stretch  a  point  aud  re-model  the  Com- 
mission in  order  to  secure  a  more  direct 
representation  of  the  private  schools  P 
And  I  submit  that  such  a  step  is  not  with- 
out precedent  and  that  the  new  Commis- 
sion will  not  require  to  ait  for  any  Tery 
long  period. 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  must  demur  to  the 
use  of  the  words  "  entire  exclusion."  I 
repeat  that  a  Private  Company,  unassisted 
by  the  State  and  closely  connected  with 
girls'  education  in  various  parts  of  the 
country,  is  represented  on  the  Commis- 
sion. The  number  of  interests  repre- 
sented on  the  Commission  is  alr«tdy 
enormous,  and  under  the  circumstances 
the  representation  on  behalf  of  private 
schools  is  as  large  as  the  Government  are 
able  to  give. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  Pnblic  Day  Schools  Company— of 
which  I  am  a  director — is  not  in  any 
sense  iu  the  same  oapaoity  as  a  private 
adventure  school  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  It  pays  5  per  cent, 
regularly,  and  receives  no  assistance  from 
the  State. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  those  persons 
most  intimately  connected  with  the  in- 
terests of  private  schools  distinctly  re- 
pudiate any  confidence  in  the  present 
Commission  ? 

*Mb.  WEIB  (Boss  and  Cromarty)  :  Is 
it  not  the  case  that  the  Girls*  Publio 
Day  School  Company  paid  no  dividend 
for  some  years  after  it  was  started  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  have  been  a  share- 
holder in  that  Company  for  some  time, 
and  I  have  always  received  some  divi- 
dends. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  :  I  wiU  caU 
attention  to  this  matter  on  the  Esti- 
mates. 

SPBNOBB  DOCK,  DUBLIN. 
Mb.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  is  he  aware  of  the  fact  that  no 
provision  is  made  at  the  Spencer  Dock, 
Dublin,  by  the  Midland  Great  Wes- 
tern  Railway    Company   of  Iidand 
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for  the  reception  of  goods  in  course  of 
traQsmissioD  by  the  Bojal  Canal ;  whe- 
ther, within  the  past  five  weeks  or  bo, 
notices  have  been  served  on  the  boat- 
owners  hy  the  Railway  Company, 
eautioning  them  not  to  store  any  ^mds 
in  an  old  shed  which  had  hitherto  been 
used  as  a  temporary  shelter  for  the  pro- 
perty of  the  traders  ;  and  whether  he 
will  take  any  steps  to  compel  the  Rail- 
way Company  to  provide  suitable  storage 
accommodatioO  for  the  protection  of 
goods  going  by  the  canal  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  I  hare  com- 
mnnicated  with  the  Railway  Company, 
and  they  inform  me  that  they 

"Are  not  carriers  on  the  Boyal  Canal, but 
only  toll- taken,  and  do  not  provide  storage  for 
l^-tTBden,  and  are  under  no  oblieation  to  do 
ao.  Provision  does  exist,  and  is  □sed,  at  Spencer 
Dock  for  forwarding  and  receiving  goods  trans- 
mitted by  canal.  A  by-fcrader  recently  used 
without  permission  a  shed  which  is  required 
by  the  Company  for  railway  purposes,  and  was 
reqoMted  not  again  to  do  so.*' 

SOPLET  BRITISH  SCHOOL. 

Mr.  SCOTT-MONTAGU  (Hants, 
New  Forest)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  whether  he  intends  to  give 
a  grant  to  the  British  School,  Sopley, 
near  Bingwoodt  for  the  year  just  closing, 
as,  «n  the  event  of  no  grant  being  given, 
the  school  will  be  closed  at  the  end  of 
the  month,  as  notified  to  the  Department 
by  letter  on  the  9th  of  January,  1894  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  annual  inspec- 
tion of  this  school  does  not  take  place 
till  next  month.  Until  it  has  been  in- 
spected, and  the  Inspector's  Report  con- 
sidered, it  is  impossible  to  answer  the 
hon.  Member*8  question.  Should  the 
school  be  closed  before  it  has  been  in- 
spected, no  grant  can,  of  course,  be  paid, 
but  I  presume  it  will  be  kept  open  till 
the  inspection. 

LABOUBEBB*  COTTAOES  IN  THE 
BTRABANE  UNION. 
Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (1)  whether, 
after  the  rejection  by  the  Strabane  Board 
of  Guardians  of  a  scheme  for  the  erection 
of  labourers'  cottages  in  the  East  Urney 
Klectoral  Division,  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  directed  their  Inspector,  Mr. 
Kelly,  to  report  od  die  state  of  the 
labourers*  dwellings  in  that  Division ; 


(2)  whether  the  Inspector  made  a  house- 
to-bouse  inspection  of  the  dwellings  of 
the  men  who  had  made  the  original 
application ;  (3)  whether  the  Inspector 
condemned  any,  and,  if  so,  how  many  (rf 
the  hooses  in  that  IXvision  as  unfit  for 
human  habitation,  and  recommended  the 
erection  of  new  honses  in  their  stead ; 
(4)  what  length  of  time  has  now  elapsed 
since  the  Local  Government  Board  In- 
spector's Report  was  submitted  to  the 
Guardians,  and  whether  they  have  given 
effect  to  it ;  and  (5)  whether  the  Local 
Government  Board  have  any  power  in  the 
matter  to  enforce  the  recommendations 
of  their  Inspector,  and  what  they  intend 
to  do  ? 

Mr.  J.  M  OR  LEY:  The  answer 
to  Paragraphs  I  and  2  of  this  ques- 
tion is  in  the  affirmative.  (3.)  The 
Inapeotor  considered  that  12  houses  were 
unfit  for  human  habitation,  and  recom- 
mended that  a  like  number  of  new  houses 
should  be  provided  'by  the  Guardians. 
(4.)  The  Report  was  communicated  to 
the  Guardians  on  the  I8th  December  last, 
but  the  Guardians  have  not  taken  any 
steps  to  give  effect  to  it.  (5.)  The  Local 
Government  Board  have  power  to  direct 
their  Inspector  under  these  circumstances 
to  prepare  and  carry  out  a  scheme  for 
the  erection  of  the  labourers*  cottages 
which  he  recommends,  and  the  matter  is 
now  engaging  my  attention. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE:  Are  the  Nationalist 
or  the  Conservative  Guardians  in  a 
majority  in  this  Union  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  ;  I  am  not  in  pos- 
session of  that  infonnation. 

SENTENCES  ON  INDIAN  SESSIONS 
JUDGES. 

Mr.  CAINE  (Bradford,  E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  if 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  decision 
of  Justices  O'Kenealy  and  Hill,  in  the 
Calcutta  High  Court  last  month,  on 
appeal,  reversing  a  sentence  of  death 
upon  a  young  Lad  10  years  of  age  by 
the  Sessions  Judge  of  Bhagulpore,  on 
the  ground  of  defective  evidence,  the 
Judges  in  their  judgment  expressing  sur- 
prise tbat  simple  facts  appeared  to  have 
entirely  escaped  the  Sessions  Judge  of 
Bhagul^'ore ;  if  his  attention  has  been 
directed*  to  the  strong  comments  of 
The  ArArita  Bazar  Patrikay  The  Hindu, 
and  other  Indian  newspapers,  with  regard 
to  die  frequent  nversals  on  appeal  by 
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the  various  High  Courts  of  decisions  by 
Sessions  Judges  who  have  passed  severe 
seuteuces  of  death  aud  penal  servitude 
for  life — notably  in  the  recent  murder 
trials  at  Balladbun,  Koakhali,  and  Be- 
nares ;  and  if  his  atteotiOD  has  also  been 
drawn  to  the  almost  universally  hostile 
eommeuts  of  the  ludiau  Press  on  de- 
cisions by  District  Sessions  Judges  where 
Europeans  have  been  charged  with  murd«r, 
especially  in  the  recent  trials  known  as 
the  Dum-Dum,  Folta,  and  Gnutakut 
cases;  and  if  so,  will  he  consider  the 
desirability  of  appointing  a  small  Com- 
mission of  High  Court  Judges,  or  other 
experts  in  Indian  Criminal  Law,  to  in- 
quire into  aud  report  upon  the  adminis- 
tration of  Crimioal  Law  in  India  ? 

•The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (Mr,  H.  H.  Fowleb,  Wolver- 
hampton, £.)  :  I  have  no  information 
with  respect  to  the  Bhagulpore  case  re- 
f erred  to  in  the  first  part  of  my  hon. 
Friend's  question.  I  am  aware  that 
there  have  been  strong  comments  made 
upon  the  Balladhun  case  ;  and  as  I  have 
already  informed  my  hon.  Friend,  the 
fullest  inquiry  has  been  instituted.  I 
have  no  reason  to  doubt  my  bou.  Friend's 
statement  as  to  articles  which  may  have 
appeared  with  respect  to  the  other  two 
cases  referred  to  in  the  second  part  of  the 
question.  With  regard  to  the  three  cases 
to  which  he  refers  in  the  third  part  of  his 
question,  I  must  draw  bis  attention  to 
the  fact  that  not  one  of  these  eases  was 
tried  by  any  Sessions  Judge.  The  Dum- 
Dum  case  was  tried  before  a  Judge 
of  the  Calcutta  High  Court  aud  a  Cal- 
cutta jury  in  the  first  instance,  but 
was  ultimately  adjudicated  by  a  full 
Bench  of  the  High  Court,  headed  by  the 
Chief  Justice.  The  Fnlta  case  was  dis- 
missed by  the  Chief  Justice  of  Bengal. 
The  Guntakul  case  was  tried  before  the 
Chief  Justice  of  Madras.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  see  no  necessity  for  appoint- 
ing such  a  Commission  as  my  hon.  Friend 
has  suggested. 

Ur.  CAINE  :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  I  shall  take  the  earliest  oppwtuDity 
of  bringing  this  matter  under  the  notice 
of  the  House. 

ASSISTANT  SUPERINTENDENTS  IN  THE 
INDIAN  POLICE  FOBCH. 
Ms.  CAINE  :  I  beg  to  aslNte  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  if  an  examination 
is  ordered  to  be  held  in  London  some 
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time  in  June  next  for  the  selection  of 
seven  candidates  for  appointment  on 
probation  as  Assistant  Superintendents 
in  the  Indian  Police  Force  ;  and,  if  so, 
will  he,  in  view  of  the  embarrassed  con- 
dition of  Indian  finance,  cancel  this 
Order,  and  instruct  the  examination  of 
an  equal  number  of  Indians  in  their  own 
country  to  fill  these  vacancies,  getting 
the  cost  on  a  silver  instead  erf  a  gold 
basis  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  An  examin*- 

tiou  will  be  held  in  London  in  June  next 
for  the  selection  of  seven  Assistant 
Snperintendeutft  for  the  Indian  Police. 
This  Force  is  already  mainly  composed 
of  natives  of  India,  but  the  Government 
of  India,  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission,  decided  that 
a  proportion  of  the  superintending  staff 
should  be  recruited  in  England. 

Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN  (Banff- 
shire) :  Will  the  gffiitleman  appointed  be 
allowed  compensation  for  the  fall  in  ex- 
change ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  cannot 
answer  that  without  notice. 

Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN  :  Will  the 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  the  equity  of 
making  such  an  allowance  P 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  assume 
that  these  seven  gentlemen  will  be  placed 
on  the  same  footing  as  other  Assistant 
Superintendents. 

NEWSPAPER  POSTAGE  IN  INDIA. 
Mr.  CAINE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  Statefor  India  if  it  is  true  that  cer- 
tain Anglo-Indian  papers,  e.g.  The  Eng- 
lishman  and  the  Pioneer,  are  not  charged 
extra  postage  when  exceeding  10  tolas  in 
weight ;  that  this  exempUon  is  specific 
with  regard  to  these  papers,  and  that 
Indun  papoTB  of  equ^  or  greater  circula- 
tion are  denied  this  exemption  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  have  ne 
,  information  on  the  subject  of  my  hon. 
Friend's  question  beyond  that  which  is 
given  in  the  Indian  Postal  Guide.  From 
this  it  appears  that  certain  privil^es  are- 
allowed  to  all  newspapers  on  which  the 
postage  is  prepaid  according  to  regula- 
tions, an  extra  half-aniw  being  charged 
when  the  weight  exceeds  10  tolas. 

Mr.  CAINE :  WUl  the  Seoietaiy  of 
State  make  some  inquiry  ?  If  he  does,  I 
think  he  will  find  that  be  is  wrong  and  I 
am  light. 
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Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  have  made 
iaqairy,  and  commanicated  the  result  to 
my  hon.  Frieod. 

Mr.  CAINE  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  looked  at  the  Postal  Guide, 
bat  I  do  not  gather  he  has  made  inquiry. 

THE  FULTA  SHOOTING  CASE. 

Mb.  CAINE:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  if  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  recent  trial  in 
Bengal,  koovrn  as  the  Fulta  shooting 
case,  in  which  a  charge  of  murder 
against  an  Army  surgeon  was  dismissed 
by  the  District  Sessions  Judge  on  the 
ground  that  the  witnesses  had  committed 
perjury  ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  order  that 
these  witnesses  shall  be  prosecuted  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  The  Fulta 
case  was  not  dismissed  by  a  Sessions 
Judge,  but  by  the  Chief  Justice  of  the 
High  Court  of  Caloatta  on  the  applica- 
tion of  the  prosecuting  coansel.  The 
prosecation,  or  otherwise,  of  the  wit- 
nesses for  perjury  is  a  matter  which 
may,  in  my  opinion,  be  safely  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  authorities  in  India. 

LONDON  AND  DUBLIN  MAIL  SEaVICE. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  wheu 
he  will  give  notice  to  the  present  eon- 
tractors  for  the  mail  service  between 
London  and  Dublin  that  the  present  con- 
tract will  be  terminated  in  September, 
1895,  and  when  he  will  send  out  specifi- 
eations  for  new  contracts  ;  and  whether 
he  will  take  care  that  the  new  contracts 
will  provide  that  the  whole  journey  shall 
be  performed  in  two  hours  less  than 
under  the  present  arrangement ;  that  the 
route  shall  be  via  Kingstown  ;  and  that 
the  new  boats  shall  be  of  sufficient 
dranght  of  water  to  ensure  the  greatest 
possible  stability  as  well  as  the  requisite 
speed,  bearing  in  mind  the  existing 
Treasury  Minute,  issued  in  1855,  that 
they  shall  be  large  and  commodioos,  ensur- 
ing the  greatest  comfort,  conrenience,  and 
speed,  so  aa  to  keep  ap  the  service  to  the 
highest  point  of  perfection  which  any 
improvements  may  render  practicable  ? 

*Mb.  a.  MOBLEY  :  This  important 
sabjeot  is  receiving  most  careful  con- 
sideration, but  I  am  not  at  present  able 
to  give  the  hon.  Member  any  pledge  in 
regard  to  it.  I  may,  however,  take  this 
opportnnitj  of  pointing  out  that  under 
any  proposed  soheme  it  would  be  impos- 

YOL.  XXIIL  [foubth  scbiks.] 


sible  to  provide  for  the  whole  journey 
between  London  and  Dublin  being  per- 
formed in  two  hours  leas  time  than  at 
present. 

Mb.  CLANCY  :  Why  is  it  not 
possible  ?ft 

•Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  There  appears  to 
be  an  impression  that  an  hour  can  be 
saved  on  the  Und  journey  and  an  hour  ou 
the  sea  passage.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
this  mail  train  between  London  and  Holy- 
head travels  now  at  the  rate  of  43*12 
miles  an  hour,  a  pace  which,  as  compared 
with  the  Scotch  and  other  mail  trains, 
leaves  very  little  scope  for  accelerating. 

MIXED    TRAINS     BETWEEN  DUBLIN 
AND  DBOGHEDA. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  with 
reference  to  his  refusal  to  allow  the 
Great  Northern  Railway  Company  of 
Ireland  to  run  a  mixed  train  from  Dro- 
gheda  and  Balbriggan  to  Dublin,  whether 
he  will  reconsider  that  refusal  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  a  mixed  train  such  as  is 
now  asked  for  was  run  for  many  years 
between  the  places  mentioned  without  a 
single  accident,  that  the  Railway  Com- 
pany are  willing  to  revert  to  the  old 
arrangement,  and  that  the  publiu  of  Bal- 
briggan and  Drogheda  are  greatly  incon- 
venienced without  any  compensating  ad- 
vantage by  the  action  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  compelling  the  abandonment  of 
that  arrangement  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  answered 
a  similar  question  put  to  me  by  the  hon. 
Member  on  a  previous  occasion.  The 
Railway  Regulation  Act,  1889,  entirely 
altered  the  position  of  affairs  by  im- 
posing on  the  Board  of  Trade  responsi- 
bility in  the  interest  of  public  safety 
which  did  not  exist  before  that  date.  I 
have  under  my  consideration  the  difficult 
question  of  mixed  trains  on  Irish  railways, 
but  I  must  impress  upon  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  those  who  are  interested  in  the 
locality  should  rather  urge  the  Railway 
Company  to  afford  necessary  facilities 
than  press  the  Board  <^  Trade  to  assume 
the  responsibility  for  a  relaxation  of 
their  Rules. 

•Mr.  CLANCY  :  Was  not  the  prohi- 
bition of  mixed  trains  intended  to  apply 
to  England,  where  trafiSc  was  heavy 
and  where  accidents  with  them  were 
numerous,  and  not  for  beland,  where  the 
traffic  is  light  and  the  acoideats  are  few? 

Digitized  by  VjOOglC 


207  Conversienof  {COMMONS} 


MarUni  Rifiea, 


208 


And  are  not  mixed  trains  still  allowed  in 
Wales  ?  Does  uot  this  decision  augment 
the  delay  in  railway  communication  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  We  are  anxious 
to  meet  the  wishes  of  any  locality  as  far 
as  possible,  but  I  do  not  think*  it  woald 
be  safe  to  withdraw  this  prohibition. 

ALL0TUBNT8. 
Mb.  bill  (StaHbrdshire,  Leek)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Freaident  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  whether,  referring  to  his 
ftDswer  on  the  12tb  of  December  last,  be 
will  now  grant  a  Return  of  the  number 
of  allotmenta  under  one  acre  detached 
from  cottages,  in  continuation  of  the 
Beturu  obtained  for  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture, and  dated  the  18th  of  July, 
1890? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OP  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.H.  Gakdner, 
Eisex,  SafTron  Waldeu)  :  I  have  been 
happy  to  give  the  suggestion  of  the  hoo. 
Membw  further  consideration,  and  the 
conclusion  at  which  I  have  arrived  is 
that,  although  I  should  not  be  justified  in 
asking  the  Treasury  to  provide  the  some- 
what considerable  sum  which  the  pre- 
paration of  the  proposed  Return  eo^ils 
during  the  present  financial  year,  I  might 
fairly  do  so  when  the  Estimates  for  1895 
are  under  consideration.  A  full  quin- 
quennial period  will  then  have  elapsed 
since  the  last  Return  was  made,  which  is 
of  advantage  from  a  statistical  point  of 
view,  and  we  shall,  I  hope,  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  give  the  information  in  a  some- 
what improved  fonn. 

BXTRA  POLICE  IN  WEXFORD  COUNTY. 

Mr.  THOMAS  HEALY  (Wexford, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  aak  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  the  num- 
ber of  extra  police  in  the  County  Wex- 
ford at  present  ? 

Mr.J.MOBLEY  :  The  extra  force  of 
the  County  Wexford  at  present  consists 
of  18  men.  The  strength  of  this  foree 
was  reduced  by  seven  men  in  February 
last. 

Mr.  THOMAS  HEALT :  What  is 

the  cost  per  man  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  oannot  say 
without  notice. 

RETURN    OF   KEW  COUNTY 
MAGISTRATES. 
Mb.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  8ecretai7  of  State  lot  the  Home 

Mr,  Clancy 


Department  whether  he  will  take  steps 
to  have  presented  the  Return,  ordered  on 
the  12th  of  January,  1894,  showing  the 
County  Magistrates  appointed  since  the 
Resolution  lof  this  House  of  the  5th  May, 
1893  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  informed  that 
the  Return  is  ready  so  far  as  the  names 
are  concerned,  but  it  has  never  been  the 
practice  to  record  in  the  Crown  Office 
the  occupations  or  addresses  of  tiie 
Magistrates  appointed.  The  particulars 
have,  therefore,  to  be  extracted  from 
a  vast  heap  of  correspondence.  The 
Magistrates  are  often  described  as  living 
in  a  district  of  considerable  extent, 
which,  though  quite  sufficient  for  the 
purpose  of  identification,  can  scarcely  be 
said  to  be  the  address  of  the  Magis- 
trates which  the  Return  requires.  This 
necessitates  inquiries  in  many  counties 
for  further  information.  The  work  is 
being  pushed  on  as  quickly  as  poBsibley 
and  it  is  hoped  that  the  Return  may  be 
laid  on  the  Table  by  the  end  of  the 
month. 

Mr.  MACLUBE  (Lancashire,  S.E.^ 
Stretford):  Mayl  ask  whether  the  Return 
will  show,  in  the  case  of  Magistrates  ap- 
pointed in  Lancashire,  whether  they  re- 
sided in  the  county  or  boroughs,  and 
whether  they  are  properly  quaUfied  by 
residence  to  act  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  That  was  not  in- 
cluded in  the  scope  of  the  Return  as 
ordered  by  this  House. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON:  Will  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  give  the  best  de- 
scription he  can  of  the  addresses  and  the 
occupations  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  hon.  Member 
must  take  the  Return  one  way  or  the 
other. 

CONVERSION  OF  MARTINI  RIFLES. 

Mr.  WEIR :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  an  order 
for  the  conversion  of  27,000  Martini 
rifles  has  recently  been  placed  at  Enfield ; 
if  BO,  will  he  state  when  the  jigs,  gauges, 
cutters,  and  other  special  tools  for  the 
proposed  conversion  will  be  finished ; 
whether  a  large  number  of  the  work- 
men are  idle  or  only  partially  employed 
until  these  special  tools  are  ready  ;  and 
whether  in  future  the  War  Office,  when 
issuing  orders  to  the  Ordnance  Factory, 
will  consider  the  desirability  of  allowing 
time  to  get  the  necessM^  speoial  tools 
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ready  for  the  piece- A'orkers^  so  that  they 
may  not  remaia  thus  uoemployecl  ? 

Mr.  WOODALL  (who  replied)  said  : 
The  order  for  converting  27,00()  Martini 
rifles  into  carbines  has  been  placed  at 
Enfield,  and  ahout  six  weeks  will  be 
occupied  in  the  preparation  of  the  ganges 
aod  special  tools  required.  Changes  of 
this  kind,  UDfortunately,  necessitate  a 
temporarj  suspension  of  employment, 
but  in  this  particular  instance  arrange- 
ments  bare  been  made  by  which  other 
vrork  wilt  be  found  for  the  men  now  sus- 
pended or  only  partially  employed. 
•Mr.  weir  :  The  hon.  Gentleman  has 
Qot  answered  the  last  paragraph  of  my 
question. 

Mr.  WOODALL  :  Yes,  Sir.  Of 
course,  it  is  our  desire  to  expedite  the 
preparation  of  tools  as  much  as  possible, 
so  that  the  men  may  not  long  be  unem- 
ployed. 

THE  UAQAZINE  BIFLE. 

Mr.  WEIB  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  an  order 
for  15,000  or  20,000  Lee-Metford  maga- 
zine rifles,  Mark  2,  wag  recently  placed 
at  Sparkbrook  ;  if  so,  will  he  state  why 
the  order  was  placed  at  Sparkbrook 
instead  of  at  Enfield,  seeing  that  the  coat 
per  rifle  at  Sparkbrook  Is  28.  9|d.  more 
than  at  Enfield  ? 

Mr.  WOODALL  (who  replied)  said  : 
In  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
horoagh,  I  stated  on  Thursday  last  that 
15,000  rifles  required  by  the  Admiralty 
during  the  current  year  had  been  allo- 
cated to  Sparkbrook.  The  hon.  Member 
himself  was  informed  on  Monday  that 
the  cost  per  rifle  at  either  factory  depends 
on  the  quantity  produced,  and  that,  while 
in  the  years  ending  March,  1H91  and 
1893,  the  cost  of  production  was  lowest 
at  Knfield,  in  the  intervening  year  the 
advantage  was  on  the  side  of  Spark- 
brook. 

•Mr.  WEIR :  Surely  when  the  hon. 
Gentleman  placed  the  order  he  could  not 
have  been  aware  Uiat  there  was  a  dif- 
ference in  the  cost  in  favour  of  Enfield 
of,  roughly  speaking,  38,  a  rifle  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Seeing  that  con- 
siderable pressure  has  been  put  on  the 
Government  by  the  right  hon.  Members 
for  Bordesley  and  West  BirmiDgham 
with  respect  to  Sparkbrook,  will  the  hou. 
GentlemaD  have  any  objection  to  grant  a 
Betani  showing  tiss  relative  cost  of 


making  these  rifles  at  Sparkbrook  and 

Enfield  ? 

Mr.  WOODALL  :  The  hon.  Member 
will  in  due  course  of  time  find  the  rela- 
tive  cost  in  the  Papers  laid  before  the 
House. 

FOG  SIGNAL  ON  MEW  ISLAND. 
Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether, 
considering  the  frequent  complaints  made 
by  the  masters  oi  ships  aud  steamers  as 
to  the  insufficiency  of  the  fog  signal  on 
Mew  Island,  at  the  entrance  to  Belfast 
Lough,  where  there  is  such  a  consider- 
able amount  of  shipping,  anything  has 
yet  been  done  with  the  view  of  meeting 
the  requirements  of  the  place ;  and 
whether  telegraphic  or  telephonic  com- 
munication has  yet  been  established  be- 
tween Mew  Island  and  Donaghadee  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  As  already  inti- 
mated in  my  reply  to  the  hon.  Member 
on  the  14th  of  November  last,  the  Com- 
missioners of  Irish  Lights  are  engaged  in 
experiments  with  the  view  to  the  im- 
provement of  fog  sirens,  including  that 
at  Mew  Island.  Since  the  date  of  that 
reply  the  Board  of  Trade  have  sanctioned 
further  expenditure  for  improving  the 
siren  at  Mew  Island  Lighthouse.  Tele- 
graphic or  telephonic  communication  has 
not  been  established  between  Mew  Island 
and  Donaghadee. 

ABUENIAN  TBOUBLBS. 

Mb.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Seoreta^ 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he 
is  able  to  give  any  further  information 
with  regard  to  recent  occurrences  at 
Siras  aud  at  Yuzgat ;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  widespread  anxiety  felt  by  the 
Armenians  and  their  friends  in  the 
United  Kingdom  respecting  the  fate  of 
the  Armenian  prisoners  in  Turkey  who 
are  awaiting  trial.  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  will  give  an  assurance  that 
the  forthcoming  trials  of  Armenian 
Christians  on  charges  of  alleged  sedition 
at  Yuzgat  and  Siras  shall  be  attended  by 
competent  Consular  officers  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  been  informed  that  there 
are  a  number  of  political  prisoners  at 
Sivas,  who  are  being  gradually  brought 
totrial.  HerMaje8ty*s  Chargi  tV Affaire* 
called  the  attention  of  the  Grand  Visier 
two  months  ago  to  their  lopg  detention 
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in  prison.  As  regards  Yuzgat,  Her 
Hajesty^s  AmbaBsador  did  not  consider 
it  expedient  to  send  a  Consular  Officer 
to  attend  the  sittings  of  the  Special  Com- 
misBion  there.  But  constant  Reports  are 
receired  from  Her  Majesty's  CodbuI  at 
Angora  as  to  the  proceedings.  We  are 
informed  that  the  Vali  and  the  Commis- 
sioners sent  to  inveatigate  these  disturb- 
ances released  a  number  of  prisoners  on 
their  arriral  at  Yuzgat,  but  that  17 
Armenians  had  been  condemned  to  various 
long  terms  of  imprisonment  for  participa- 
tion in  the  disturbances,  and  had  been 
sent  to  Sinope.  Her  Majesty's  Consul 
telegraphed  on  the  9tfa  instant  to  Her 
Majesty's  Embassy  that  15  Armenians 
had  been  condemned  to  death  by  the 
Special  Commission  at  Yuzgat,  and  that 
the  sentences  were  being  referred  to 
Constantinople  for  confirmation.  Her 
Majesty's  Ambassador  has,  however,  re- 
ceived an  assurance  from  the  Turkish 
Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs  that  these 
sentences  will  be  carefully  considered  at 
Constantinople  before  authority  is  given 
to  carry  them  out. 

HOHB  PRODUCED    FLOUB  FOB  THE 
TROOPS. 

Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  vhether  he  will 
insert  id  the  tender  forms  about  to  be 
issned  for  Ireland  a  similar  clause  to  that 
inserted  for  the  commissary  batteries  at 
Aldershot,  Sbomcliffe,  &c.,  in  England, 
that  tenders  would  be  only  accepted  from 
millers,  thereby  ensuring  the  snpply  of 
home  manufactured  flour  ? 

•Me.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

The  forms  for  the  next  contracts  for 
flour  in  Ireland  have  already  gone  out, 
but  the  suggestion  shall  be  considered 
for  future  occasions. 

Mb.  field  :  Are  we  to  understand 
the  tenders  in  Ireland  are  different  to 
those  issued  for  England  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
There  is  a  certain  form  used  in  Ireland 
and  a  certain  form  in  use  in  England, 
and  as  the  forms  have  now  gone  out  we 
cannot  see  our  way  to  amend  them  this 
year. 

Mr.  field  :  Why  should  not  the 
toma  be  alike  ? 

[No  answer  was  giren.] 
Sir£.  Grey 


THE  WHITE  FATHERS  OF  UGANDA. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  why  the  Uganda  Papers  just 
issued  contain  no  reference  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  compensation  claimed  by  the 
White  Fathers  for  the  destruction  of  their 
property  by  Captain  Lngard ;  whether 
the   British  Government  admitted  in 
principle  to  the  French  Government  the 
right  of  these  missiouartes  to  compensa- 
tion in  event  of  the  complaint  they  made 
being  well  founded  j  was  Sir  Gerald 
Portal  or  any  officer  charged  with  any 
instructions  to  inquire  into  the  subject ; 
if  so,  why  are   the   Despatches  silent 
thereon  ;  do  any  further  Despatches  on 
this  subject  exist ;  and,  if  so,  will  they 
be  circulated ;  and  whether,  as  Sir 
Gerald  Portal  admits  (page  16)  that  the 
Catholics  were  defeated  by  the  troops  of 
the  Imperial  British  East  Africa  Com- 
pany, and  driven    into    Buddu,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  arrived  at 
any  conclusion  as  to  the  justice  of  the 
French  missionaries'  claim  to  compensa- 
tion and  the  amount  thereof  ? 
•Sir  E.  grey  :  Sir  Gerald  Portal's 
instructions  contained  no  reference  to  the 
question  of  compensation  claimed  by  the 
Catholio  Fathers  for  the  destruction  of 
the  property  of  their   mission.  His 
Despatches,  therefore,  do  not  deal  with 
the  subject,  nor  did  he  make  any  inquiry 
with  regard  to  it.    This  question  of  com- 
pensation is  now  being  discussed  with 
the  French  Government  in  a  friendly 
spirit,  and  I  can,  therefore,  make  no 
further  statement  about  it  at  present. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  My  question 
referred  to  instructions  given  to  any 
officer,  and  not  Sir  G.  Portal  alone.  Did 
Captain  Williams  have  any  instmotions  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  We  have  received 
some  information  on  the  question  of  the 
claim,  but  it  cannot  be  regarded  as  flnally 
disposing  of  the  questions  either  of  fact 
or  of  principle.  The  Government,  how- 
ever, d^ire  that  a  complaint  of  this  kind 
should  be  dealt  with  in  a  generous  spirit, 
and  it  is  in  that  spirit  that  it  is  being 
discussed  with  the  French  Government. 

CANADA  AND  THE  BBHKINa  SEA 

ARBITRATION  BILL. 
Mr.    GIBSON    BOWLES  (Lynn 
R^is)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary at  State  far  the  Colwies  whether 
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he  can  now  lay  before  the  House  the 
actual  terras  in  which  the  Agreement  of 
the  Candian  Governmeat  to  the  Behring 
Sea  Arbitration  Award  Bill  was  con- 
veyed ;  and  whether  any  condition  was 
attached  by  the  Canadian  GoTemment 
to  that  Agreement  regarding  compenaa- 
tioQ  to  Canadian  sealers  ? 

Mb.  S.  BUXTON :  As  regards  the 
first  question,  the  Foreign  Office  will  at 
the  proper  time  decide  what  correspond- 
ence can  be  given.  As  regards  the 
second  questioo,  the  Caaadian  Govern- 
ment have  attached  cooaiderable  import- 
ance to  the  question  of  compenaation  for 
the  illegal  seizures  made  in  past  years. 
But  iu  regard  to  this  matter,  the  United 
States  Government  have  intimated  that 
as  soon  as  the  legislation  for  enforcing 
the  Award  has  been  completed  they  will 
be  prepared  to  enter  into  a  Convention 
with  Her  Majesty's  Government  pro- 
viding far  the  assessment  and  settlement 
of  the  British  claims.  I  wonid  desire 
to  add,  in  reference  to  this  matter,  that 
the  answer  I  gave  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
on  Thursday  last,  in  reply  to  a  sometvhat 
similar  question,  was  misreported. 

Me.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  WiU  the 
hon.  Geutleman  try  and  give  me  some- 
tbiog  like  an  answer  to  the  last  para- 
graph of  the  question  ?  I  wish  to  know 
if  the  Canadiaa  Government  attached 
any  conditions  as  to  compensation  before 
ratering  into  the  Agreement  ? 

Mb.  S.  BUXTON  :  They  attach  con- 
sidenble  importance  to  the  matter, 
which  is  now  being  carefully  considered. 

THE  N'AVT  AND  THE  PUBLIC  PEESS. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  Article  682  of  the  Queen's  Regu- 
lations, which  forbids  all  persons  be- 
longing to  the  Fleet  from  writing  for 
any  newspaper  on  subjects  connected 
with  the  Naval  Service,  or  from  publish- 
ing or  caasing  to  be  published  diractly  or 
indirectly  in  a  newspaper  or  other 
periodical  any  matter  or  thing  relating  to 
the  Public  Service,  is  held  to  apply  to 
the  reading  of  papers  at  the  United  Ser- 
vice InstitutioD  ;  whether  this  Article  is 
applied  always  and  without  exception  to 
all  persons  belonging  to  the  Fleet,  or  to 
some  of  snch  persons  only  and  not  to 
others  ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  grounds  are 
exceptions  made  ;  and  whether  the  Admi- 
nhj  claim  and  exerdse  a  dispnuing 


power  with  regard  to  all  the  Articles  of 
t^e  Queen's  Regulations,  or  with  regard 
to  some  of  them  only  ;  and,  if  so,  with 
regard  to  which  ? 

Sib  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  Article,  if  strictly  interpreted,  de- 
bars office's  on  full  pay  from  lecturing  on 
subjects  connected  with  the  Naval  Ser- 
vice. While  the  Admiralty  do  not,  as  a 
general  rule,  sanction  departures  from 
the  Regulations  by  those  who  are  subject 
to  them,  applications  to  read  papers  at 
the  United  Service  Institution  are  con- 
sidered OD  their  merits,  and  would  be 
grauted  wheo,  iu  the  exercise  of  their 
discretion,  the  Admiralty  are  of  opiuion 
that  such  a  relaxation  of  the  Rule  is  for 
the  advantage  of  the  Public  Service. 

•Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  Is  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  aware  of  a  statement 
made  by  the  Admiralty  that  they  co^ld 
not  sanction  any  departure  from  the 
Regulation  ? 

Sib  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH : 
As  I  made  the  statement  myself  I  am 
aware  of  it.  I  have  just  stated  under 
what  circumstances  the  Admiralty  would 
allow,  in  the  public  interest,  such  papers 
to  he  read. 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  Then  does 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  appreciate  the 
absolute  contradiction  between  his  two 
answers  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

SPECIAL  CAMPAIGN  PENSIONS. 
Mr.  BODKIN  (Roscommon,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  case  of  Peter  Corcoran,  who  enlisted 
in  the  56th  Foot  on  tl^  17th  of  March, 
1847,  served  m  the  trenches  before 
Sebastopol,  and  assisted  in  the  final 
assault  and  capture  of  the  fortress,  for 
which  services  he  received  medal  and 
clasp  ;  also  served  in  India  during  the 
Sepoy  Mutiny  in  1860,  when  he  lost  his 
leg  from  the  severity  of  the  military 
service  re-actiug  on  his  general  health  ; 
is  he  aware  that,  though  this  man  obtained 
the  good-conduct  badge,  and  was  dis- 
charged with  a  good  character,  he  was 
only  allowed  a  pension  of  9d.  a  day  ;  that 
Corcoran  is  prevented  by  disablement  and 
broken  health  from  doing  anything  to 
supplement  his  pension  by  his  own  exer- 
tions ;  and  that  he  is  now  living  in  abso- 
lute destitution  in  the  County  of  Ros- 
common ;  and  will  he  kindly  again  urg« 
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the  matter  on  the  favourable  considera- 
tion of  the  Commissioners  of  Chelsea 
Hospital,  with  the  view  of  obtaining  for 
Corcoran  oue  of  the  special  campaign 
pensions  for  war  service  available  for 
destitute  men  P 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNEBMA'N  : 
As  I  have  already  informed  my  hon. 
Friend  by  letter,  the  case  of  Peter 
Corcoran  has  been  fully  investigated  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Chelsea  Hospital,  who, 
I  am  sorry  to  sav,  find  themselves  unable 
to  increase  Corcoran^s  pension  under  tbn 
Warrant,  in  virtue  of  wliich  it  was 
granted.  At  the  same  time,  the  Rule 
which  excludes  a  man  who  is  already 
a  pensioner  from  the  grant  of  one  of  the 
special  campaign  pensions  for  Crimean 
and  Indian  service  prevents  hira  from 
obtaining  relief  in  that  direction. 

Mr.  bodkin  :  Is  the  special  cam- 
paign pension,  from  which  Corcoran  was 
excluded,  larger  than  the  pension  which 
he  DOW  receives  ? 

*Mk.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
If  they  were  added  together  the  result 
would  undoubtedly  bo  greater,  and  I 
should  have  been  glad  if  some  such 
result  had  been  possible  in  this  case. 
But  special  campaign  pensions  vary  in' 
amount.  There  is  no  particular  limit  put 
npoQ  them. 

MILITARY  DISTURBANCES  AT  BELFAST. 

Mr.  WOLFF  (Belfast,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  reported  insubordinatiou  and  riot 
which  occurred  in  the  Victoria  Barracks, 
Belfast,  on  Saturday  night ;  and  wheUier 
he  can  state  what  was  the  cause  of  the 
riot,  and  what  damage  was  done  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
It  is  the  fact  that  in  tbe  rooms  of  one 
company  of  tbe  Dorset  Regiment  some 
windows  were  broken.  The  circum- 
stances are  being  inquired  into,  and  I  can 
only  say  that,  so  far  as  is  at  present 
known,  the  reports  in  the  local  news- 
papeis  are  greatly  exaggerated. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  Has  theatteation 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  been  called 
to  a  report  in  The  Irish  News  of  an 
interview  with  an  officer,  according  to 
which  the  account  of  the  disturbances 
has  been  fgrossly  6x&g2;erated  ;  and  can 
he  say  whether  the  relations  between  tbe 
soldiers  and  the  townspeople  are  not 
exoelleot  ? 

Mr.  BodhU 


•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAK  : 

I  have  no  information  to  contradict  tbe 
last  sentence  in  tbe  hon.  Member^s  ques- 
tion. It  is  a  fact  some  windows  were 
broken,  and  the  report  in  the  local  news- 
paper in  that  respect,  at  any  rate,  was 
exaggerated. 

MINING  ROYALTIES  AND  WAYLBAVES. 

Mr.  woods  (Lancashire,  S.E..Ince): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether 
tbe  Oovemment  have  agreed  to  any 
scheme  for  giving  immediate  effect 
to  the  recommendations  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Mining  Royalties  and 
Wayleaves  ;  If  so,  will  be  explain  to  tbe 
House  tbe  scheme  which  is  proposed  ; 
and,  if  not,  when  will  be  be  in  a  position 
to  make  a  full  statement  on  the  ques- 
tion ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  fear  that  it  will 
be  impossible  for  the  Government,  con- 
sistently with  the  claims  of  other 
business,  to  propose  legislation  on  the 
subject  of  mining  royalties  and  way- 
leaves  during  the  present  Session. 

THE  VOLUNTEER  OFFICERS' 
DECORATION. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  a  distinctiou  is  to  be  made  in 
the  form  of  the  decoration  given  to  com- 
missioned officers  and  that  given  to  other 
members  of  the  Volunteer  Force  for 
similar  length  of  service  ;  whether  it  has 
been  usual  to  make  this  distinction  be- 
tween the  different  ranks  in  respect  to 
war  medals  and  the  Victoria  Cross ;  and 
for  what  reason  a  difference  should  be 
made  in  this  case  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
There  is  a  distinction  between  the  deco- 
ration  for  officers  and  the  new  long 
service  medal  for  Volunteers.  The  new 
distinction  for  long  service  will  be  neither 
a  war  medal  nor  a  reward  for  valoor, 
which  are  common  to  both  officers  and 
men ;  and  it  is  no  departure  from  the 
custom  of  the  Service  to  confine  a  deeo* 
ration  to  the  officers*  rank. 

THE  BBHRINO  SEA  AWABD  BILL. 
'  Mr.  HANBURY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  (or 
the  Colonies  whether  his  attention  h«a 
been  called  to  the  reported  speech  DMde 
by  the  Minister  of  Trade  and  Commeroe 
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in  the  Dominion  Senate,  referring  to  an 
inquiry  whether  Canada  has  given  an 
unconditional  assent  to  the  Befaring  Sea 
Agreement,  and  had  not  aaked  for  any 
compensation,  who  stated  that  he  was 
safe  in  saying  that  a  large  portion  of  the 
statement  made  by  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  was  not  strictly 
correct ;  and  whether  he  is  now  aware 
of  any  soch  iucorrectnesB  ? 

Mb.  S.  BUXTON  :  Tea.  Sir ;  my 
attentioD  has  been  drawn  to  the  reported 
speech  of  the  Minister  of  Trade  and 
Commerce  in  regard  to  some  answers  I 
gave  on  Thursday  last.  The  misunder- 
standiog,  I  tliink,  must  have  arisen  from 
the  fact  that  one  of  my  answers  was 
misreported.  The  hon.  Member  for 
King*8  Lynn  asked  me,  as  a  supplemen- 
tary question,  whether  the  Dominion 
Government  had  not  asked  for  compeu- 
sation  for  the  sealers  seized.  X  am 
reported  to  have  answered  "  No,**  which 
would  have  been  incorrect ;  whereas 
what  I  really  said  was  "  Notice,**  meau- 
iDg  that  notice  of  the  question  should  be 
given.  This  correction  appeared  in 
The  Times  of  the  following  day.  As 
regards  my  other  answers,  they  were,  I 
believe,  substantially  correct. 

Me.  HANBURY  :  Have  they  asked 
for  compensatiou  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  I  stated,  in  reply 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  King's  Lynn, 
that  the  Canadian  GoTemment  aid  attach 
considerable  importuice  to  the  request 
for  compensation. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Does  the 
compensatiou  refer  to  damage  done  in 
previous  years  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

THE  EDUCATION  CODE. 

Mk.  TALBOT  (Oxford  University)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether,  considering  the  short  interval 
of  Parliamentary  time  which  has  elapsed 
unce  the  New  Code  was  laid  upon  the 
Table,  he  will  delay  its  withdrawal  from 
tbe  consideration  of  the  House  in  order 
to  give  time  for  tbe  expression  of  opinion 
upou  the  important  matters  raised  in  it  ? 

Me.  ACLAND  :  I  understand  that 
the  interval  is  longer,  and  not  shorter, 
than  usual  between  the  circulation  of  the 
Code  and  tbe  expiration  of  the  month 
during  which  it  must  lie  qn  the  Table, 
^o  action  will  he  taken  till  the  1st  of 


May  in  auy  case  as  regards  the  conditions 
for  annual  grants.  I  shall  be  happy  to 
consider  any  particular  objections  which 
the  boo.  Member  may  wish  to  lay  before 
me. 

Mr.  TALBOT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  whether  the  addition  to 
Article  73  of  the  Code  requires  that  the 
staff  is  to  be  settled  practically  in  accord- 
ance with  the  number  on  the  books  and 
not  the  average  attendance,  and  that  the 
staff  is  to  be  settled  for  each  class  in  the 
sbhool,  and  not  for  the  school  as  a  whole; 
whether  the  effect  of  these  requirements 
will  be,  that  in  many  large  schools 
where  the  head  teacher  takes  no  class, 
but  supervises  generally  the  work  of  the 
school,  he  will  no  longer  count  upon  the 
staff  in  practice ;  that  no  pupil  teacher 
will  be  able  to  take  a  class  of  more 
than  34  on  the  fiegisters ;  that  no 
certificated  assistant  will  he  allowed, 
unaided,  to  take  a  Standard  I.  if  the 
number  of  children  on  tbe  Registers  of 
that  standard  exceeds  69 ;  and  if  an 
untrained  certified  assistant  is  in  sole 
charge  of  Standard  T.  the  number  of 
scholars  on  the  Register  must  not  ex- 
ceed 57 ;  whether  the  same  Rule  is 
to  apply  to  infants'  schools,  and  also 
to  schools  with  a  large  proportion  of 
half-time  scholars ;  and  whether,  in  not 
a  few  schools  with  lai^  lower  standards, 
it  will  be  impossible,  on  account  of  the 
arrangement  of  the  buildings,  to  organise 
the  schools  so  as  to  have  two  classes  in, 
say.  Standard  L  and  Standard  11.  re- 
spectively ? 

Mr.  ACLAND :  The  addition  to 
Article  73  is  intended  to  be  of  the  nature 
of  a  direction  and  not  of  a  mandate  or  a 
condition  of  the  grant.  It  is  intended 
to  point  out  the  inexpediency  of  so 
organising  a  school  that  some  classes  iu 
it  are  too  lai^e  to  be  effectively  taught. 
But  I  have  under  my  consideration  a' 
modification  of  the  Article,  whlob,  I 
ihink,  will  avoid  the  difficulties  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Member. 

NEW  DOCK  AT  GIBBALTAB. 
SiB  E.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
tbe  Admiralty  have  decided  upon  the 
site  of  the  new  dock  at  Gibraltar ;  and, 
if  so,  if  he  can  inform  the  House  which 
is  the  site  chosen  ? 
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The  civil  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Dun- 
dee) :  The  Admiraltj  aro  in  communica- 
tioQ  with  the  War  Office  ae  to  the  earlj 
handing  over  of  the  New  Mole  Parade 
which  has  been  selected  as  the  site  for 
the  dock. 

BBITISH  COLUMBIA  SEALBES. 
Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver 
pool,  Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  what  was  the  date  on  which 
notification  was  published  in  British 
Columbia  warning  sealing  schooners 
ihat  Bebring  Sea  nright  be  closed  for 
a  portion  of  this  jrear ;  and  about  how 
manj  sealing  Bchooners  had  left  port 
before  and  since  that  date  in  quest  of 
seals  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON :  The  Governor 
General  has  been  asked  as  to  the  date 
bj  telegraph.  I  maj  add  that  the  Award 
was  given  in  August,  and  was  matter  of 
public  notoriety,  and  the  obligation  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  enforce  it 
was  equally  well-known. 

MINORS  AND  THE  INCOME  TAX. 

MB.BBODIE  UOARE  (Hampstead): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  the  Board  of  Inland 
Revenue  refuse  to  return  Income  Tax  to 
minors  whose  income  comes  within  the 
limits  of  exemption  ;  and,  is  so,  why  P 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcodrt,  Derby) : 
Income  Tax  deducted  from  income  which 
has  absolutely  accrued  to  a  minor,  whose 
income  is  below  the  exemption  line,  can 
be  reclaimed  by  his  trustee  or  guardian. 
If  the  hon.  Member  has  a  special  case 
in  view  I  will  make  further  inquiries,  if 
he  will  furnish  me  with  particulars. 

THE  WELSH  DISESTABLISHMENT  BILL. 

Sir  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN 
(DeDbigbshire,  E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
can  state  on  what  day  the  Government 
intend  to  ask  leave  of  the  House  to 
introduce  their  promised  Bill  to  terminate 
the  Establishment  of  the  Church  of 
England  in  Wales  and  Monmonthshire  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  I  cannot 
name  a  day  at  this  moment,  but  I 
expect  it  will  be  an  early  day. 

Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire)  :  May 
I  ask  whether  the  Government  propose 


to  disesablish  and  disendow  any  other 
Churches  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session  ? 

'  Mr.  BABTLEY  :  WUI  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  state  whether  it  would 
be  before  or  after  tike  Local  Veto  Bill  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  (Carnarvon, 
&c.)  :  May  I  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  it  is  his  intention  to 
introduce  the  Welsh  Disestablishment 
Bill  before  he  proceeds  with  the  remain- 
ing stages  of  the  Budget  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  remain- 
ing stages  of  the  Budget  are  a  matter  for 
the  future.  My  hon.  Friend  must  allow 
me  to  get  over  the  first  fence. 

THE  CROFTEBS'  ACT,  1886. 

Mr.  WEIR  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Excheqner  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  introduce 
during  this  month  the  promised  Bill  to 
amend  the  Crofters*  Act  of  1886  ? 

The  secretary  fob  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trbvbltan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  (who  replied)  said  :  The  Go- 
vernment have  promised  a  Bill  extending 
the  benefits  of  the  Crofters*  Act  to  croft- 
ing leaseholders,  and  they  will  introduce 
the  Bill  after  the  Lo<^  Government 
Bill  for  Scotland  has  been  introduced,  as 
has  already  been  stated  in  the  House. 

Mr.  weir  :  Will  it  be  introduced 
next  month  ? 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  (Invemess-shire)  r 
Supposing  the  Scotch  Local  Govern- 
ment BiU  is  not  brought  forward  at  all 
this  Session  what  will  become  of  the 
Crofters'  Bill  ? 

[No  answer  was  giveo.^ 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
the  Government  propose  to  take  steps  to 
give  effect  to  the  verdict  of  this  House 
definitely  pronounced  on  the  Resolution 
of  the  3rd  instant,  which  was  in  favour 
of  a  separate  Legislature  for  Scotland  ; 
and  if  the  Government  is  not  prepared  to 
take  the  usual  course  in  this  instance, 
will  he  explain  on  what  grounds  ? 

Mr.  MACLUBE  :  I  may  point  out 
that  I  have  a  similar  qoestioD  on  the 
Paper,  and  I  have  postponed  it  on  two 
previous  occasions  as  an  act  of  courtesy 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  surely 
is  an  extraordinary  thing  that  the  hoD« 
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Member  for  Invemess  should  now  put 
his  questioD  before  mioe. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  cau  give  a 
very  short  answer  to  both  these  ques- 
tions. The  Goremment  do  cot  iuteud 
to  bring  forward  such  a  Bill. 

Dr.  MACGRBGOR  asked  whether 
the  Govbrnment  would  oot  oonstder  by 
next  Session  the  expediency  of  briug- 
iug  forward  a  scheme  of  concurrent  Home 
Bnle? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Sufficient 
nnto  the  Seasion,  ei  cetera. 

CATAK  RBNT  APPEALS. 
Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  many  of  the  cases  coming 
before  the  Commission,  recently  hearing 
fair  rents  appeals  in  County  Cavan, 
were  appeals  brought  by  local  landlords 
from  whom  Mr.  Wrench,  one  of  the 
Commissioners,  formerly  acted  as  agent ; 
whether  it  has  been  brought  to  his  notice 
that,  in  the  case  of  Timothy  Boland,  of 
BekurbeC,  a  tenant  on  the  LAuesborough 
estate,  the  rent  fixed  by  the  Commission 
was  22  per  cent,  higher  than  the  old 
rent,  though  the  tenant,  on  purch;i8ing  in 
1888  the  interest  of  the  former  tenant 
and  paying  to  Lord  Lanesborough  Sj^ 
years'  rent  then  due,  received  an  under- 
taking from  the  agent  that  the  rent 
would  not  be  raised  ;  and  who  were  the 
Commissioners  adjudicating  in  this 
case  ? 

Ur.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Land  Com- 
missiouen  report  that  no  sitting  for  fair 
rent  appeals  in  County  Cavan  has  been 
held  since  June,  1893,  and  Mr.  Wrench 
informs  me  that  he  has  never  taken  part, 
directly  or  indirectly,  in  any  appeal 
e<Hning  from  Lord  Lanesborough,  or 
from  any  other  landlord  for  whom  he 
formerly  acted  as  agent.  In  the  case  of 
Timothy  Boland,  it  is  the  fact  that  the 
Commissioners,  after  hearing  all  the 
evidence,  fixed  his  rent  at  £37,  the  old 
rent  having  been  £30.  Inquiry  is  being 
made  relative  to  the  statement  as  to  the 
alleged  undertaking  refwred  to.  The 
Ctnnmiesioners  who  adjudiiMted  in  Bo- 
land's  case  wCTe  Mr.  Justice  Bewley  and 
Mr.  Cmmniasioner  Fitagerald. 

THB  BIO  DE  JANEIRO  EXPLOSION. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  WHITELAW 
(Perth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secntaiy  to 
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the  Admiralty  whether  any  compensation 
will  be  paid  to  the  retatives  of  Boatswain 
Harris,  who  was  killed  by  the  explosion 
at  Rio  de  Jaueiro  last  November  ? 

•Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  The  widow 
has  been  awarded  a  special  pension  of  £30 
a  year,and  each  of  the  twochitdren  special 
compassionate  allowance  of  £8  a  year. 

THB  MINISTER  AT  GUATEMALA. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  if  Her  Majesty's 

Minister  in  Guatemala  has  yet  personally 
preseuted  his  letter^  of  credence  to  the 
adjacent  Republics  of  Costa  Rica, 
Nicaragua,  and  Honduras  ;  aud,  in  the 
contrary  case,  if  he  will  be  instructed  to 
do  so  without  further  delay,  and  to  give 
all  assistance  he  possibly  can  lo  British 
commerce  in  those  countries,  having  re- 
gard to  tbe  rapid  mercantile  advance 
made  of  late  by  Germany  in  Central 
America  to  the  detriment  of  Great 
Britain  ? 

•Sir  E.  GREY  :  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  in  Guatemala  has  not  personally 
presented  his  letters  of  credence  to  the 

Governnients  of  the  Republics  of  Costa 
Rica,  Nicaragua,  and  Honduras,  and  a 
telegram  has  recently  been  received  from 
him  announcing  that,  owing  to  the  war 
between  Nicaragua  and  Honduras,  the 
present  moment  would  not  be  opportune 
for  doing  so.  Ho  has  standing  iustruc- 
tions  to  give  every  possible  assistance  to 
British  commerce  in  those  countries. 

THE  UaAKDA  PAPERS. 
Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  May  I  ask  how  it  is  that, 
although  the  Papers  on  Uganda  were 
delivered  to  the  Press  on  Tuesday  even- 
ing, they  did  not  come  into  the  hands  of 
bon.  Members  until  this  morning  ?  I 
wish  to  know  what  is  the  reason  of  the 
delay  in  delivering  them  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers I 

*SiR  E.  GREY  :  I  think  there  must 
be  some  misapprehension.  The  Papers 
were  in  the  House  on  Tuesday  after- 
noon. 

Sir  G.  Baden-Powell  and  Mr.  Tom- 
LiNSON  both  stated  that  they  had  only 
received  the  Papers  that  momiog. 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  I  regret  the  delay 
that  has  taken  place  in  the  matter,  and 
will  undertake  to  make  inquiry  with 
regard  to  it.  \ 
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THE  ORDER  OF  BUSINESS. 
Mh.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  Mar  I  ask  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  what  business  will  be  taken 
to-morrow  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  In  conse- 
quence of  matters  having  been  somewhat 
delayed,  the  order  of  Business  is  a  little 
changed  from  what  was  originally  in- 
tend«i.  We  propose  at  the  Morning 
Sitting  to-morrow  to  introduce  the 
Registration  Bill.  Monday  is  already 
set  apart  for  the  Budget.  On  Tues- 
day we  shall  proceed  with  the  Motion 
for  the  appointment*  of  a  Scotch  Grand 
Committee.  On  Thursday  we  propose 
to  take  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill,  and 
BViday  morning  we  have  set  apart  for  a 
discussion  with  regard  to  Uganda,  for 
which  purpose  a  Vote  for  Uganda  will 
be  set  down  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
»  discussion  upon  the  subject  to  be 
raised.  I 

I 

UGANDA.  j 
Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  state- 
ment I  have  to  make  to  the  House  on  the  i 
part  of  the  Government  with  regard  to  ' 
Uganda  is  as  follows :  While  I  make , 
this  statement  now,  I  hope  that  any  dis-  | 
cnssion  on  it  will  be  postponed  until  to- 
morrow week,  when  the  Government ' 
will  make  a  fuller  statement  on  the  sub-  j 
ject.    After  considering  the  late  Sir  G. ' 
Portal's  Report,  and  weighing  the  cou- 
lequences  of  withdrawal  from  Ugauda, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  of 
maintaining  British  interests  there.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  determined 
to  establish  a  regular  administration,  and 
for  that  purpose  to  declare  Uganda  to  be 
under  a  British  protectorate.  The  details 
of  the  arrangements  to  be  made  are  under 
consideration.    I  hope  any  discussion 
will  be  postponed  till  Friday,  when  the 
Gtorernmeut  will  make  a  fuller  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  j.  CHAMBERLAIN:  When 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  speaks  of  the 
arrangements  for  the  administration  of 
Uganda,  can  he  say  how  far  Uganda  is 
supposed  to  extend  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  must  ask 
my  right  hou.  Friend  to  postpone  the 
question  until  Friday,  when  these  details 
will  be  gone  into.  Of  oourse,  all  these 
matters  involve  arrangement  with  the 
existing  Company,  and  so  forth. 


TBS  EQUALISATION  OF  RATES 
(LONDON)  BILL. 

Sir  j.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) :  Is  it  intended  to  proceed 
with  this  Bill  to-night  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefetre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  In  view 
of  my  promise  to  give  due  notice  when  it 
will  be  taken  I  should  not  feel  justified 
in  bringing  it  on  to-night. 

Mb.  darling  (Deptford)  :  When 
it  in  taken  will  it  be  called  on  at  a  reason- 
able hour  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVBE  t  1  eannot 
make  any  further  promise.  I  shall  bring 
the  Bill  on  whenever  I  have  au  oppor- 
tunity. 

THE  DEPRESSION  IN  AGRICULTURE. 

Sir  E.  LECHMERE  (Worcester, 
Evesham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  if  he  will  name  an 
early  day  for  the  consideration  of  the 
existing  depression  in  agriculture  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  As  I  said  the 
other  night,  I  should  be  extremely  happj 
if  any  opportunity  could  be  given  for 
discussion  on  a  matter  of  this  kind  ;  but 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  at  present  the 
Government  are  not  able  to  name  any  day 
for  it. 

Jf  0  TJON. 

RAILWAT  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC  BILL. 

HOTIOK   FOR  LEAVE. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundbixa,  Sheffield, 
Brightside),  in  asking  for  leave  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  to  amend  the  Railway  and 
Canal  Traffic  Act,  1888,  stated  that  it 
contained  only  three  clauses,  embodying 
the  recommendations  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee that  had  beenappointad  to  consider 
railway  rates  and  charges.  The  Govern- 
ment had  not  deemed  it  desirable  to  go 
beyond  those  recommendations.  The 
Bill  provided  that  where  a  Railway 
Company  had,  since  December  31,  1892, 
increased,  or  might  hereafter  increase, 
any  rate  or  charge,  it  should  lie  on  that 
Company  to  prove  that  such  increased 
rate  or  charge  was  reasonable,  and  for 
that  purpose  it  would  not  be  snffioient  to 
show  that  the  rate  was  within  the  pro- 
vision of  any  previous  Act  of  Parliament. 
Section  12  ol  the  Railway  and  Canal 
Traffic  Act,  1 888,  would  apply  to  any  such 
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OMe ;  that  was  to  say,  that  if  there  had  been 
any  loss  or  damage  siutaioed  bj  a  trader, 
the  Act  would,  be  retrrapeotive,  aiul  the 
Companj  liable  to  pay  for  such  loss  or 
damage.  He  was  told  that  there  were 
mftny  thousands  of  aecouats  io  the  rail- 
way books  still  uu^ettled  awaiting  the 
decision  of  the  House  on  this  point. 
Tho-e  was  another  Bill  to  be  introduced 
dealing  with  other  questions  which  had 
been  disouseed  before  the  Committee,  and 
opoD  which  that  body  had  reported. 
Having  regard  to  the  urgency  of  the 
matter,  both  as  affecting  traders  and 
ajCTieulturistfl,  and  alt  trading  sections  of 
the  community,  he  suf^ested  that  the 
weeent  Bill  should  be  seat  to  a  Grand 
Committee  as  soon  as  possible  after  its 
Second  Reading,  to  be  considered  with 
the  other  Bill,  which,  he  understood, 
would  be  introduced  with  the  sanction  of 
both  sides  of  the  House,  dealing  with 
the  questions  not  included  in  the  present 
Bill,  in  order  that  they  might  be  jointly 
considered.  When  that  had  been  done, 
he  hoped  they  might  be  able  to  produce 
a  good  and  workable  Bill,  which  would 
give -reasooable  satisfoctiott  to  all  parts 
of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"Thatlearebe  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 

amend  the  Railway  and  Canal  iT&f^p  Act, 

1888."— (If r.  Mundella.-) 

Sir  J.  WHITEHEAD  (Leicester) 
said,  ho  did  not  rise  to  offer  any  opposition 
to  the  introduction  of  the  Bill,  but,  acting 
on  behalf  of  a  very  large  number 
of  traders  and  agriculturists  in  the 
country  

*HiL  SPEAKER  :  I  did  not  catch  the 
opening  words  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  bnt  I 
ando^Md  him  to  say  that  he  does  not 
oppose  the  Bill. 

Sir  J.  WHITEHEAD  :  I  did  not 
rise  to  oppose  the  introdnction. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  am  bound  to  bear 
now  a  speech  against  the  Bill,  uuder  the 
Standing  Orders,  and  not  in  support  of  it. 

Mr.  TOMLINSOl^^  (Preston)  said, 
he  wished  to  know  how  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  secure  the  Second 
Beading  of  the  other  Bill  that  he  had  re- 
ferred to  in  time  fm  it  to  go  to  the  same 
Committee  ?  Would  he  put  it  down  as  a 
Qovernmeiit  Order  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  cannot  put  it 
down  as  a  Government  Order,  but  I  shall 
be  happy  to  use  my  influence  with  hon. 
Hembm  od  both  sides  of  the  House  to 


have  it  read  a  second  time,  and  referred 
to  the  Committee,  and  coosidered  with 
the  Government  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Muudelta,  Mr.  Burt,  and  Mr.  ShaW- 

Lefevro. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 
[Bill  156.] 

ORDERS  OF   THE  DAY. 

SOPPLT— COMMITTBE. 
Supply, — considered  in  Committee. 

(Id  the  Committee.) 

NAVY  BSTIMATES,  1894-6. 
1.  £1,771,800,  Shipbuilding,  Repairs, 
Maintenance,  &c. — Personnel. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over  Square)  ;  When  the  remarks  I  was 
addressing  to  the  Committee  the  other 
evening  were  arrested  by  the  stroke  of 
the  clock  I  was  speaking  under  the  in- 
fluence of  my  sympathy  with  Boards  of 
Admiralty  in  the  extraordinary  difficulty 
which  they  invariably  experiencein  secur- 
ing even  a  fairly  general  approval  of  the 
ships  which  they  construct.  Let  me  recall 
in  a  few  words  to  the  Committee  the  point 
at  which  the  Debate  had  arrived.  We 
have  before  us  a  programme  of  which  we 
are  not  quite  aware  what  the  dimensions 
may  be,  but  we  assume  it  to  be — and  I 
think  my  noble  Friend  the  ex-First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  will  be  able  to 
prove  it  to  be— a  programme  which  will 
cost  £20,000,000.  We  have  completed 
a  programme  which  has  amounted  to 
more  than  £20,000,000,  and  the  tux- 
payers  must  feel  that  experts,  both  naval 
and  professional,  doubt  whether  we  have 
got  in  the  past,  or  will  secure  in  the 
future,  the  value  for  our  money .  Doubts 
are  expressed  as  to  the  whole  of  the 
administration  under  which  the  construe* 
tion  of  ships  takes  place,  and  under 
which  the  designs  for  ships  are  approved 
of  and  carried  out.  My  hon.  and  g^ant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Holderness 
addressed  himself  with  great  ability  to 
the  question,  but  I  am  anxious  that  it 
should  be  thoroughly  understood  outside 
the  House  as  well  as  in  it  that  it  is  not  a 
question  of  official  opinion  as  against  un- 
official opiniw,  but  that  offi^iid  opinioa 
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endeavours  to  support  itself  by  every 
possible  mesne  hy  outside  authority.  If 
an  attempt  were  made  to  call  together  a 
Committee  every  two  or  three  years,  or 
on  ev&ry  ocossiou  when  a  new  programme 
was  to  be  carried  out,  I  have  little  doubt 
liom  experience  of  the  past  thai  there 
would  be  discussions,  and  that  weshouM 
not  be  able  to  get  naval  opinion  to  agree 
with  unanimity  on  anything.  I  believe 
that  to  be  as  true  as  that  two  sides  of  a 
triangle  are  greater  than  the  third.  In 
naval  matters  two-thirds  of  naval  and 
professional  opinion  would  be  against  the 
design  of.  the  remaining  third.  I  believe 
that  if  yon  were  to  take  the  Membra- 
for  North  Belfast  {Sir  E.  Harland), 
as  a  distinguished  naval  shipbuilder, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  E.  J. 
Reed),  as  an  eminent  naval  constructor, 
my  hoa.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Holderuess  (Commander  Bethetl), 
and  the  gallant  Admiral  below  the  Gang- 
way (Admiral  Field)  

Admiral  FIELD  :  Leave  me  out. 

Mk.  GOSCHEN  :  Well,  or  any  other 
distinguished  Admiral.  If  we  were  to 
put  them  all  four  together  in  a  room  and 
declare  that  they  must  come  to  a  decision 
as  to  shipbuilding  designs,  I  believe  that 
every  one  of  the  hon.  Members  would 
prepare  a  different  Report.  Lamentable 
as  this  may  be,  and  calculated  to  shake 
the  confidence  of  the  public  in  regard  to 
the  designs  of  our  ships,  it  is,  at  all 
events,  comforting  to  reflect  that  in  the 
past  the  ships  which  have  proved  to  be 
liie  most  successful  have  been  the  most 
attacked  when  they  were  constructed.  I 
was  about  to  say  the  other  night  when 
the  clock  struck  that  there  was  no  point 
connected  with  my  administrative  ex- 
perience which  had  given  me  such  great 
anxiety  as theqneetion  whether theZ)foa«- 
tafion  was  a  safe  and  proper  fighting  ship. 
On  the  one  hand,  it  was  said  that  the 
Devastation  was  to  be  the  fighting  ship 
of  the  future.  There  was  a  dissentient 
Report,  but  that  was  the  decisioo  of  half 
the  naval  officers.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  other  half  of  the  naval  officers 
declared  that  if  she  went  to  sea  I  should 
be  guilty  of  manslaughter  if  disaster 
followed,  whibt  others  declared  that  if 
she  were  not  sent  to  sea  we  should  sacri- 
fice oar  naval  supremacy.  At  that  time 
there  was  some  great  Russian  ship  which 
iras  sapposed  to  be  stronger  than  any 
of  ours,  and  it  was  declared  that  unless 

Mr.  Gotekem 


we  proceeded  in  shipbuilding  in  that 
direction  we  should  forfeit  our  naval 
supremacy.  On  that  occasion,  at  all 
events,  science  was  proved  to  be  right  ; 
the  experienced  advisers  of  the  Admiralty 
were  justified  by  the  conduct  of  the 
Devattation  at  sea  ;  and  those  who  had 
prophesied  disaster  were  proved  to  be  in 
the  wrong.  In  regard  to  the  length  of 
our  ships,  it  may  be  interesting  to  the 
Committee  to  be  reminded  that,  when  I 
came  into  Office  22  years  ago,  I  found  at 
the  Admiralty  a  Minute  from  a  dis* 
tinguished  Admiral  stating  that  three 
ships — the  Agineourt,  the  Minotaur^  and 
the  Northumberland — were  so  long  thftt 
tliey  would  break  their  backs,  and  that 
on  that  account  it  was  dangerous  to  send 
them  to  sea.  These  prophecies  have 
been  falsified,  and  the  ships  have  been 
proved  to  be  safe  ;  and  the  result  is,  that 
public  opinion,  supported  by  scientific 
opinion,  has  gone  in  the  direction  of 
longer  ships.  At  that  time  I  remember 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  received 
many  compliments  on  the  foct  that  the 
Bellerophon  was  a  very  short  ship,  and 
that  it  could  be  handled  with  great  con- 
venience by  naval  officers.  Thus  public 
opinion  floctnates  from  Ume  to  time. 
The  recalling  of  tiiese  incidents  may 
perhaps  lessen  the  alarm  that  might 
follow  from  the  dicta  of  most  distinguished 
naval  officers  with  reference  to  the  ships 
now  being  constructed.  There  is  always 
this  tendency  to  apprehend  danger. 

Sib  E.  J,  REED  (Canliff) :  What 

about  the  Victoria  f 

Mk.  GOSCHEN  :  That  is  scareely  a 
fair  interruption.  I  am  not  pretending 
that  no  mistakes  have  been  made ;  and  I 
do  not  know  how  far  the  mistakes  said  to 
have  been  made  in  the  Victoria  were  re- 
sponsible for  her  going  down ;  that 
seems  to  me  to  be  still  an  open  question. 
I  was  going  to  point  out  that  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  was  one  of  the 
naval  advisers  of  the  Admiralty  he  was 
attacked  as  all  naval  constructors  are  ; 
but  when  he  ceased  to  have  an  official 
position,  and  became  a  Member  of  this 
House,  then  for  the  first  time  his  autho- 
rity was  recognised  and  hon.  Members 
hung  upon  his  lips  as  expounding  the 
policy  m  scientific  shipbuilding.  I  am 
glad  to  say  that,  while  muiy  critieiona 
have  been  made,  it  is  admitted  that  in  Mr. 
White  die  Admiralty  have  secured  one  of 
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the  mo8t  distingoished  of  naval  wchi- 
tects.    The  Admiralty  hare  been  most 
fortunate  in  having  secured  in  succesaion 
&e  services  of  three  such  naval  architects 
as  Uie  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff,  Sir  N. 
Bamsby,  and  Mr.  White ;  and  it  is  a 
little  hard  upon  officials  that,  because 
they  are  officials,  it  should  be  considered 
that  they  are  not  equal  in  breadth  of  view 
or  receptivenesB  of  new  ideas  with  their 
competitors  outside  the   official  ranks. 
Thehon.  Member  for  North  Beifastspoke 
of  the  Resolution,  and  said  had  there  been 
bestowed    upon    her    construction  as 
much  intelligence  as  is  bestowed  upon 
the  construction  of  the  smallest  merchant 
ship  other  results  would  have  followed. 
That  ia  a  most  exaggerated  statement, 
because  the  construction  of  a  ship  like 
the  ReaoluUon  calls  for  an  amount  of 
knowledge,   scientific  attainment,  and 
capacity  for  which  there  is  no  demand  in 
the  case  of  a  merchant  ship  ;  and  to  that 
extent  there  is  no  comparison  between  \ 
the  two  undertakings.  Having  once  pre- 
sided at  the  Admiralty  the  Committee 
wilt  excuse  me  if  I  say  that  the  word 
** officials"  is  applied  to  our  naval  ad- 
visers as  if  they  were  clerks,  whereas 
they  fill  positions  for  which  only  men  of 
the  higiiest  capacity  are  chosen.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Holdemess  spoke  as  if 
it  were  official  action  at  the  Admiralty 
^t  had  delayed  the  adoption  of  breech- 
loading   muzzle   gnus ;  but  what  was 
supposed  to  be  the  official  action  of  the 
Admiralty  was  in  great  part  due  to  the 
individual  influence  of  Admiral  Hood, 
who  had  studied  the  ordnance  question 
as  few  others  had  done,  and  to  the  fact 
that  the  Ordnance  Committee  had  the 
greatest  difficulty  in  arriving  unanimously 
at  a  satisfactory  conclusion.     In  like 
maimer  various  schools  of  fighting  officers 
and  soientific  officers  have  held  the  most 
diTOTae  views  with  regard  to  most  diffi- 
cult qnestions  of  construction,  and  on 
this  ground  justice  ought  to  be  done 
to  the  architects  of  our  warships,  who 
mast  have  all   the  qualities  that  are 
called  for  in  the  construction  of  mer- 
chant ships,  and  must  combine  many 
other  practical  qualities  with  them.  The 
hoD.  Member  for  Belfast  spoke  of  ex- 
periments being  tried  by  the  Admiralty 
to  determine  certain  problems.  Well, 
no  doabt,  if  there  are  novelties,  and  it 
be  possible  to  test  those  novelties  by  : 
experiment,  it  is .  the  duty  of  the  Admi-  i 


ralty  to  do  so,  but  I  think  it  would 
be  rather  a  strong  experiment  to  ram 
some  old  hulk,  as  my  hoo.  Friend  sug- 
gested, for  the  purpose  of  seeing  the 
effect  not  upon  the  hulk,  but  upon  the' 
ship  that  rammed.   About  22  years  ago 
there  was  a  scientific  controversy  with 
regard  to  turret  ships  ;  it  was  held  by 
artillery  officers  that  turrets  would  jam, 
and   that,  therefore,  we  ought  not  to 
spend  hundreds  of  thousands  on  turret 
ships.    It  was,  therefore,  resolved  that 
an  experiment  should  be  made  ;  and  it 
was  a  costly  experiment.    The  Glatton 
was  struck  by  the  Rupert  at  the  precise 
point  indicated,  and  the  result  was  the 
turret  did  not  jam,  but  triumphed  over 
artillery.   As  to  ramming,  unfortunately, 
we  had  too  many  examples  of  the  effect 
upon  the  ships  rammed ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  for  Belfast  is  anxious  about  the 
effect  on  the  vessel  which  rams  ;  and  I 
understand  tbe  hon.  Member  for  CardiQ 
to  say  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  make 
a  satisfactory   experiment.  Wherever 
there  is  a  controversy  that  can  be  decided 
and  brought  to  a  fair  conclusion  by  ex- 
periment, although  it  may  involve  con- 
siderable cost,  I  think  the  Admiralty 
would  be  wise  to  make  it ;  but  in  saying 
that  I  must  not  be  understood  to  imply 
that  the  particular  experiment  advocated 
is  a  possible  one,  although  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  scarcely  suggest  it  if  there 
were  not  something  to  be  said  in  its 
favour.    Coming  to  the  class  of  ships  to 
be  built,  I  confess  it  is  appalling  to  hear 
of  the  havoc  that  rams  and  torpedoes 
may  make  in  our  actions — to  think  that 
£800,000  may  be  sunk  and  so  many 
meu^s  lives  lost  from  the  explosion  of  a 
torpedo  or  the  blow  of  a  ram.  When 
the  sinking  of  a  Victoria  may  involve 
the  loss  of  so  large  &  proportion  as  l-25th 
of  our  whole  fighting  force,  we  have  got 
to  an  extremely  diuigerous  position  in 
this  respect  if  you  must  concentrate  so 
much  upon  these  very  large  ships.  Still, 
if  naval  officers  and  naval  architects  say 
that  so  long  as  other  countries  build 
large  ships   we  must  do  tbe  same,  I 
bow   to   the     argument.       But  the 
public  will  not  be  reconciled  to  tbe 
conclusion  J  'that,   because     we  have 
such  large  ships,  we  must  have  fewer. 
We  may  through  accident,  by  the  explo- 
sion of  a  torpedo  or  the  blow  of  a  ram, 
as  easily  lose  a  large  ship  as  a  small  one ; 
and  accordingly,  while  we  look  at  the 
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aggregate  expense,  ve  are  bound  also  to 
look  at  the  total  number  of  our  ships. 
We  caonot  lose  sight  of  the  value  of 
second-class  sbips^  or  even  of  ships 
which  are  condemned  as  almost  useless, 
because  some  day,  if  we  were  unfortu- 
nately involved  in  war,  so  many  of  the 
first  line  of  battleships  might  be  disabled 
that  victory  would  rest  with  the  Power 
that  had  the  largest  number  of  second- 
class  battleships,  and  even  third-class 
battleships.  I  always  regret  tliat  ships 
like  the  Monarch  and  the  Hercules 
should  in  some  quarters  be  so  much 
abused.  The  day  may  come  when,  in 
consequence  of  the  destruction  of  the 
more  valuable  ships  which  we  are  now 
constructing,  we  shall  find  in  the  hour  of 
danger  that  we  have  an  enormous  re- 
serve strength  in  these  second-class 
ships.  We  ought,  therefore,  not  to  leave 
them  out  of  account  too  much,  nor  to  let 
them  fall  too  much  out  of  repair.  I 
state  all  this  with  a  full  consciousness 
that,  however  much  attention  one  may 
have  given  to  thene  matters,  to  all  these 
OToblems  as  to  the  constitutiou  of  our 
Fleet,  no  one  ought  to  give  anything  ap- 
proaching a  dogmatic  opinion  npon  them. 
As  to  the  proposals  of  the  Government, 
I  wish  we  knew  something  more  about 
them.  We  know  the  number  of  line-of- 
battleships  which  are  to  be  built  ' this 
year,  and  wo  know  that  there  is  more 
behind ;  but  we  have  not  got  the  five 
years'  programme  of  Her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent advisers,  and  we  cannot  tell,  there- 
fore, what  our  naval  strength  will  ulti- 
mately be.  We  must  rely  upon  the 
Government  and  their  advisers;  at  the 
same  time,  I  think  that  Parliament  has 
never  been  asked  to  give  so  large  a  dis- 
cretion to  an  Administration  as  we  are 
asked  to  give  now.  I  promised  at  the 
beginniiig  of  my  speech  that  I  would 
avoid  all  controversial  questions  as  far 
possible  ;  but  there  is  one  matter  to 
which  I  am  bound  to  allude.  The  late 
Government  embodied  their  programme 
in  an  Act  of  Parliament.  The  present 
Government  have  followed  the  old  course, 
or  rather  a  ooui«e  between  the  old  and 
the  new.  The  old  course  was  niwely  to 
state  the  views  of  the  Government  for 
the  year.  We  proceeded  upon  the  lines 
of  having  a  recognised  programme  em- 
boilied  in  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  so 
surrounded  by  safeguards  that  we  hoped 
it  would  be  possible  to  carry  it  out  in  its 
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entirety  in  the  period  and  at  the  cost 
which  we  assigned  to  it.  The  present 
Government  take  a  different  view.  The 
most  disputed  point  of  our  naval  defence 
programme  was  the  spreading  of  the  an- 
nuity over  a  larger  number  of  years  than 
were  included  iu  the  period  during  which 
construction  was  to  take  place.  That 
was  the  main  point  on  which  we  were 
attacked.  But  let  the  Committee  under- 
stand that  the  system  of  annuities  ex- 
tending beyond  the  time  for  which  the 
programme  was  constructed  was  not  at 
all  of  the  essence  of  the  Naval  Defence 
Act.  It  would  be  possible  to  construct 
an  Act  on  esactly  the  same  principles, 
but  which  should  differ  in  this — that  the 
annuity  should  close  with  the  period 
during  which  construction  took  place. 
The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  referred 
with  moderation  to  the  fact  that  two  of 
these  annuities  still  remain  due,  and  that 
the  present  Government  have  to  meet 
them.  But  the  point  was  put  rather 
offensively,  if  I  may  say  so,  by  the  Home 
Secretary  the  otiier*  day.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  we  had  attempted 
to  conceal  the  matter,  and  that  we  had 
left  our  successors  to  pay  what  we  ought 
to  have  paid  ourselves.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  would  not  call  such  a 
policy  dishonest,  but  it  was  unsound. 
Well,  I  will  not  say  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman's  charge  is  dishonrat,  but  it 
is  very  disingenuous.  The  charge  of 
concealment  is  preposterous.  It  was 
first  made  by  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  who  thought  that, 
because  part  of  the  owt  had  been  placed 
on  thb  Consolidated  Fund  and  part  on  the 
Estimates,  we  were  ashamed  of  our  jvo- 
grammc.  There  never  was  a  more 
foolish  view,  with  all  courtesy,  because 
wo  took  credit  at  the  time  for  the  ex- 
penditure, and  never  concealed  it  for  m 
moment.  I  hope  now  that  we  have 
heard  the  last  of  this  charge.  I  had  » 
correspondence  with  the  late  Prime 
Minister  on  the  subject,  and  practically 
he  withdrew  the  charge,  and  I  expeet 
that  now  the  matter  is  only  kept  alire 
by  certain  guide  books  for  eleetors. 
Politicians  find  the  point  mentioned  in 
these  books,  and  so  it  is  resuscitated. 
Now  I  come  to  a  much  more  important 
point — namely,  the  spreading  of  the 
annuities  over  two  years  beyond  the 
time.  Hon.  Members  opposite  have 
forgotten  two  poiat8.^^ne  is  .that  the 
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taxpajer  at  the  first  paid  £1,400,000 
almost  before  any  appreciable  expendi- 
tare  bad  been  iocarred.  We  took  tbat 
burdeu  upon  us,  and  if  we  bad  tben  gone 
ottt  of  Office  tbe  advantage  would  bave 
been  reaped  by  tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gentlemeu 
opposite.  We  imposed  taxes  concurrently 
with  the  imposition  of  the  annuity.  We 
imposed  the  Estate  Duty  and  tbe  additional 
8d.  on  beer.  We  faced  the  fact  tbat  if  we 
impoaed  this  annuity  we  ought  also  to 
impose  additional  taxation,  and  that 
taxation  continues,  and  the  present 
GrOTemment  derive  advantage  from  it. 
If,  therefore,  we  imposed  this  annuity  we 
did  not  impose  a  burden  on  our  succes- 
sors. But  I  will  be  quite  frank  to  tbe 
Committee.  The  Secretary  to  tbe  Ad- 
miralty has  said  tbat  he  is  sure  that  if  I 
bad  known  tbat  our  naval  defence  pro- 
gramme was  not  to  be  an  exceptional 
effort,  I  should  not  bave  taken  the  par- 
ticular financial  step  which  I  did  take. 
I  think  he  is  right.  I  admit  tbat  we 
did  consider  it  to  be  an  exceptional 
eSnt ;  we  were  wrong.  At  that  time 
no  one  thought  that  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  made  additional  proposals  like 
those  now  made,  and  I  make  a  present 
to  my  opponents  of  this  statement — tbat 
if  we  had  foreseen  tbe  final  result,  we 
should  not  bave  taken  the  particular 
financial  steps  which  we  did  take.  But 
I  consider  tbat  tbe  immense  benefits 
which  have  been  derived  from  the  naval 
programme  in  the  last  five  years  are 
sufficient  to  compensate  for  any  laches 
which  the  public  might  think  we  had 
committed  in  the  Naval  Defence  Act. 
I  do  not  think  that  tfaefiust  that  we  have 
added  to  the  strength  of  the  Navy  as  we 
have  done  will  be  condemned  by  the 
public  at  large.  I  am  extremely  sorry  it 
has  been  necessary  to  go  into  the  matter 
at  all,  and  I  think  we  ought  to  put  an  end 
to  these  old  controversies  and  carry  out 
onr  policy  without  reference  to  tbe 
politics  of  the  particular  Administration 
which  initiated  it.  What  I  want  to 
contrast  now  is  what  are  tbe  advantages 
of  a  Naval  Defence  Bill,  apart  from 
the  question  of  annuities,  with  the 
system  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
meat  have  placed  before  as.  What 
are  the  advantages  of  putting  the 
whole  naval  programme  into  a  Bill  ? 
In  the  first  place,  there  is  tbe  question  of 
speed.  Is  has  been  recognised  that  ships 
hare  nerer  before  been  built  with  such 


rapidity  as  tbey  have  been  under  our 
system  ;  but  I  will  not  dwell  upon  the 
question  of  speed,  for  I  admit  that  speed 
can  be  achieved  under  tbe  ordinary 
method,  although  not  with  so  much  cer- 
tainty. What  we  aimed  at,  and  what  we 
considered  to  be  the  enormous  adminis- 
trative advantage  we  gained  under  our 
Defence  Act,  was  securing  the  programme 
against  changes  in  the  progress  of  execu- 
tion. The  risks  of  change  eome  from 
three  different  directions.  They  may 
come  from  the  professional  man,  from  the 
politician,  or  from  financial  difficulties. 
Against  all  th^e  three  we  guarded  in 
the  programme  we  carried  out.  There 
has  been  a  little  modification,  but  only  a 
small  one,  and  if  hon.  Members  only 
knew  bow  difficult  it  is  in  tbe  Admiralty 
to  prevent  changes  in  the  construction  of 
ships,  I  think  tbey  would  agree  with  me. 
Sometimes  tbey  are  little  changes,  some- 
times very  important—changes  whicbimay 
be  improvements,  but  which  are  not  im- 
provements if  compared  with  throwing 
out  of  gear  the  general  construction  dt 
the  ships.  Take  a  programme  open  to 
change  and  not  embodied  in  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  a  new  Board  of  Admiralty 
may  come  in  looking  to  difi^ereot  prin- 
ciples to  those  on  which  their  predeces- 
sors acted.  Tbey  do  not  approve  the 
Ways  of  their  predeeesaors.  Tbey  think 
that  certain  changes  ought  to  be  made* 
I  am  sure  all  those  who  have  bad  any 
experience  at  tbe  Admiralty  will  confirm 
that  view,  I  am  sure  tbat  tbe  bon. 
Member  for  Cardiff  has  experienced 
great  pressure  from  naval  offiofflv, 
who  begged  him  to  make  tbis  or 
that  change,  and  have  given  him  much 
advice  with  regard  to  the  eoustruction 
of  the  ships  which  they  might  have  to 
command.  If  these  changes  are  made, 
there  is  a  diversion  of  time.  But  it  is 
not  only  with  regard  to  changes  in  con- 
struction that  professional  officers  desire 
to  make  changes.  Tbey  may  think  that 
progress  in  construction  should  not  be  so 
rapid  as  originally  laid  down,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  that  a  greater  portion  of  thft 
money  should  be  spent  on  repairs.  It 
has  been  the  experience  of  on^  Admi* 
ralty  Board  after  another  that  it  requirea 
an  extremely  strong  band  to  prevent  the 
diversion  of  money  intended  for  con- 
truction  to  repairs.  Now,  if  the  public 
think  it  is  better  to  leave  tbat  discretion,, 
then  I  can  understand  tfami;  prefeiTing 

Digitized  by  VjiOOglC 


235  Supply—Navy  {COMMONS}        Estimates,  1894-5.  236 


the  plan  of  Her  MajeBt^'s  GovernmeDt ; 
but  I  warn  them  that  they  will  not  have 
that  securitj  that  the  programme  will  be 
carried  out  which  has  been  shown  on  the 
present  occasion  to  be  tbe  result  of  au 
Act  sucti  as  we  passed.  Agaiu,  there  is 
the  question  of  political  change.  It  is 
possible  that  every  succeeding  Ministry 
may  take  the  same  view  of  the  needs  of 
the  Navy,  and  it  is  possible  that  the 
eonvictions  that  have  been  carried  to  the 
country  and  this  House  at  oue  time  may 
last  during  the  execution  of  tlie  whole  of 
the  naval  programme  ;  but,  for  my  port, 
I  should  like  eome  guarantee  that  the 
programme  will  be  carried  out,  whatever 
political  and  financial  changes  there  may 
be.  These  advantages  will  be  forfeited  by 
the  abandonment  of  the  principle  which 
we  have  established.  There  is  one  more 
matter  with  which  I  think  I  ought  to  deal, 
and  that  is  the  question  of  tUe  surrender 
of  surpluses.  What  does  the  surrender 
of  surplus  mean  ?  It  means  that  when 
the  House  has  voted  money,  and  the  De- 
partment to  which  it  is  voted  cannot 
apend  it,  it  is  handed  back  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and,  if  it  is 
wanted,  it  must  be  raised  again  in  the 
course  of  tbe  next  year.  All  those  who 
have  been  inside  the  Admiralty  or  tbe 
Treasury  know  that  that  leads  to  an  en- 
deavour on  the  part  of  the  Admiralty  to 
Bpend  all  the  money  voted  before  the  end 
of  tlie  financial  year,  even  though  it  is 
not  absolutely  necessary.  They  en- 
deavour to  use  up  money  as  fast  as  it  ia 
voted  in  order  not  to  have  to  ask  the 
House  to  vote  it  again  in  the  next  year. 
If  they  had  to  ask  the  House  to  vote  it 
ogaiD,  it  would  make  the  Estimates  so 
much  higher.  Then  take  contract  work. 
The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  with  a 
certain  amount  of  complacency,  showed 
that  the  expenditure  last  year  ou  contract 
work  bad  been  about  that  which  was 
«xpected  ;  but  whether  contracts  can  be 
carried  out  does  not  depend  upon  any 
action  by  the  Admiralty.  It  is  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  foresee  all  that  tbe 
4)ontractor8  may  call  for.  No  doubt, 
with  a  more  business-like  arrangement 
at  the  Admiralty  it  would  be  possible  to 
esUmate  more  closely.  My  right  hon. 
fViend  near  me  is  as  capable  of  making 
a  forecast  as  any  man ;  but  it  does 
not  depend  entirely  either  upon  the 
Admiralty  or  upon  the  contractors. 
It  is  said,  "  Keep  the  coatractors  up  to 
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the  mark  and  you  will  spend  the  money, 
and  all  will  go  well  *' ;  bnt  the  contiwc- 
tors,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  have  strike 
clauses  in  their  contracts ;  and  even  if 
there  were  not  strike  clauses,  there  are 
the  changes  in  trade,  the  difficulty  of 
getting  a  full  number  of  workmen,  and 
other  incidents  which  pre%'ent  the  con- 
tractor from  carrying  out  his  bast  inten- 
tion of  delivering  as  much  work  during 
the  year  as  he  otlterwise  would  do. 
There  is  the  possibility  of  a  breakdown 
in  machinery.  Some  contractor  may 
find  at  tbe  most  critical  moment  that  hia 
machinery  has  broken  down.  What  is 
the  result  ?  He  cannot  earn  hia  money ; 
the  money  voted  has  to  be  returned,  and 
it  is  put  down  to  the  maladministration 
of  the  Admiralty.  Now,  tbe  moral  I 
would  draw  from  all  this  is,  that  if  yoa 
can  equalise  the  expenditure  over  a 
certain  number  of  years,  then  you  get  rid 
of  this  financial  disarrangement.  Tbe 
financial  regularity  which  is  supposed  to 
ensue  from  the  ordinary  system  is  lost  by 
the  financial  irregularity  of  the  device  to 
which  the  Admiralty  have  recourse  in 
order  to  avoid  a  surrender  of  the  surplus. 
I  would  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  he  not  prefer  that  be 
should  know  that  the  Navy  Estimates 
every  year  should  be  a  certain  amount 
rather  than  that  be  should  have  to  use  a 
surrendered  surplus  in  any  one  year 
towards  paying  ofi*  tbe  National  Debt, 
and  the  next  year  to  provide  a  sum  of 
money  to  make  up  for  it  ?  Regularity 
of  expenditure  surely  must  be  some- 
thing that  you  should  aim  at  if  you 
have  not  got  to  sacrifice  to  it  any 
other  great  considerations.  I  think  that 
what  tbe  Government  have  to  do  is  to 
show  that  their  plan  has  advantages  over 
ours.  Then  there  is  this  peculiar  point 
in  the  construction  of  ships — that  little 
money  is  required  the  first  year,  much  in 
the  middle  years,  and  less  money  again 
afterwards.  Therefore,  in  the  planning 
of  a  programme  you  cannot  do  justice  to 
the  taxpayers  of  different  years  unless, 
when  you  are  dealing  with  construction 
on  a  large  scale,  you  divide  it  into  regular 
instalments  over  a  certain  numbw  of 
years.  I  think  that  tbe  Government 
ue  bound  to  show  cause  why  they  ara 
unable  to  assent  to  the  more  regnlar 
system  which  we  have  introduced. 
What  are  its  disadvantages  ?  There 
are,  no  doubt,  some  disadvantagse 
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which  I  shoald  hardly  think  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  opposite  or  his  colleagues 
would  insist  upoa.  There  are  small 
difficulties  of  auconDt  here  and  there. 
Here  and  there  it  might  be  necessary  to 
have  an  amending  Act  to  iucrease  the 
total  cost  ;  but  these  are  all  smalt  dis- 
adTantages  compared  with  the  greater 
administrative  and  financial  regularity, 
the  greater  speed  and  greater  continuity 
■  in  coDStraction  which  are  to  lie  found  on 
the  other  side.  The  maiu  ailment 
against  our  seheme,  from  the  point  of  view 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  is  one  that 
he  u^ed  with  great  eloquence  upon  a 
previous  occasion.  It  was  the  disadvan- 
tage of  withdrawal  from  the  control  of 
Parliament.  But  whatcontroldoes  Parlia- 
ment exercise  over  the  naval  expenditure  ' 
under  the  plan  of  Her  Majesty^s  Govern- 
ment ?  None,  absolutely  none.  They 
do  not  give  us  the  chance  of  exercising 
uiy  kind  of  control.  What  has  hap- 
peued  dnriDg  the  last  year  P  I  am  in- 
fonned  that  ships  have  been  begun 
involving  a  liability  of  £2,400,000, 
for  which  Parliamentary  sanction  was 
not  obtained.  That  point  has  been  made 
by  my  hon.  Friend,  and  has  not  been 
denied.  And  consider  how  the  liabilities 
are  carried  forward.  It  is  said  that  we 
have  put  liabilities  on  our  successors.  I 
think  the  present  plan  not  only  places 
known  liabilities  on  the  successors  of  the 
Government  for  which  provision  is  made 
by  additional  taxation,  but  also  liabilities 
which  cannot  be  estimated  by  their  oppo- 
nents or  the  House  at  large.  No  one 
knows  the  amount  of  liability  entailed 
by  the  programme  of  the  Government. 
We  had  a  celebrated  torpedo  case  where, 
widiont  Parliamentary  sanction,  or,  at 
least,  ex  post  facto  sanction,  a  liability 
of  £500,000  was  incurred. 

Sib  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  amount  was  £400,000. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  think  I  shall  be 
right  in  placing  it  at  £500,000.  At  all 
events,  we  are  in  this  position  :  that  this 
charge  was  incurred  without  any  autho- 
rity from  Parliament.  I  wonder  if  bon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  are  aware 
that  the  Government  is  able  to  incur  this 
immense  expenditure  quite  regardless  of 
^arty  control,  and  treating  it  with 
a  complacency  and  gaiety  which  I 
must  say  astonishes  me  to  a  certain 
extent.  The  gallant  Admiral  (Admiral 
Field)  says  the  Government  were  per- 
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feotly  right  in  ordering  these  torpedo 
vessels ;  but  even  if  that  is  so,  I  think 
every  Member  of  the  House  will  agree 
with  me  that  the  Government  ought  to 
have  come  forward  and  informed  the 
House  of  what  it  had  done,  not  by  meaus 
of  a  speech,  but  by  a  Minute  placed  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  showing  the 
gravity  of  the  case,  and  inviting  Parlia- 
ment to  condone  what  had  been  done  in 
the  interests  of  the  Public  Service.  I 
am  glad  to  see  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  endorses  that  view.  If 
we  are  to  give  discretion  in  these  mat- 
ters, and  give  the  Admiralty  power  to 
divert  moneys  in  this  way,  Parliament' 
ought  at  least  to  be  informed  of  the 
liability  that  has  been  incurred  for  the 
future.  My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
says  the  Government  were  right  in  doing 
this,  as  otherwise  they  might  have  had 
to  build  these  torpedo  ships  in  a  hurry, 
but  the  noble  Lord  complains  that  the 
boats  were  built  in  a  hurry.  If  the  Go- 
vernment had  some  distinct  strategic  in- 
formation which  made  it  necessary  for 
them  to  build  in  a  hurry,  they  were 
justified  in  that  expeuditure,  and  I  would 
be  the  first  to  condone  the  act.  If,  how- 
ever, it  waK  merely  that  some  naval  Lord 
was  suddenly  struck  with  the  idea  that 
torpedo-catchers  were  the  one  thing 
needed,  and  that  everything  else  ought  to 
be  postponed,  I  say  that  is  one  of  the 
dangers  which  exist  owing  to  the 
abseuce  of  a  Navai  Defence  Act.  I 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Grovemment  whether 
diey  do  not  think  we  are  entitled  to 
somewhat  mora  information  than  we  have 
got  ?  What  is  the  liability  for  future 
years  which  we  are  about  to  incur  through 
the  programme  of  the  Government  ?  We  - 
are  absolutely  in  the  dark  as  to  whether 
we  shall  require £1,000,000  or  £2,000,000 
more  next  year.  It  is  a  very  strong 
order  for  the  Government  to  ask  the 
House  not  only  to  give  them  this  blank 
cheque,  but  this  whole  batch  of  blank 
bills,  extending  over  I  do  not  know  bow 
many  years,  without  having  placed  us  in 
possesion  of  any  information  as  regards 
their  general  scheme.  They  pledge 
themselvea  to  carry  that  scheme  out, 
but  they  cannot  pledge  their  sup- 
porters, who  do  not  Icnow  whether 
the  programme  involves  £y,000,000, 
£16,000,000,  or  £24,000,000,  and  such 
a  pledge  is,  of  course,  impossible.  I  give 
the  Government  every  credit  for  the 
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desire  to  do  their  beet  daring  the  time 
thejr  are  in  Office,  bnt  it  is  impoBsible  for 
thnn  to  pledge  themselveB  in  advance, 
when  ererything  remains  uncertain,  and 
when  the  Government  will  not  put  their 
case  before  the  country  as  a  full  pro- 
gramme. One  of  the  main  reasons  given 
why  the  House  ts  not  taken  into  confidence 
with  regard  to  the  programme  is  that 
foreign  nations  would  learn  what  ships 
we  intend  to  build,  and  might  thereby  be 
stimulated  to  increased  activity.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  said  be  did 
not  wish  to  make  a  flourish  of  trumpets  ; 
but  my  belief  is  that  nearly  every  Naval 
Power  in  £urope  knows  the  secret.  We 
have  seen  a  very  admimble  sketch  in 
The  Pall  Malt  Gazeiie  containing 
information  which  has  been  refused  to. 
the  House  of  Commons.  Whether 
that  scheme  is  correct  or  not,  it 
must  have  been  put  forward  by  one 
who  has  a  certain  degree  of  access  to  the 
knowledge  as  to  what  is  going  on  in  Her 
Majesty's  Dockyards,  because  there  is  in 
it  proof  of  a  good  deal  of  technical  in- 
formation. Apart  from  that,  is  it  really 
beliered  that  foreign  Governments  will 
not  know  what  we  are  doing  ?  We  know 
what  foreign  Governments  are  doing. 
We  cannot  prevent  them  from  knowing 
what  we  are  doing,  and  I  do  not  mind 
them  knowing.  I  look  upon  this  pro- 
gramme as  the  embodiment  of  the  decision 
of  the  nation  at  large,  and  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  harm  whatever  in  foreign 
nations  being  acquainted  with  what  we 
are  doing.  I  cannot  admit  that  it  was 
the  publication  of  the  programme  under 
the  Naval  Defence  Act  of  1889  which 
led  to  increased  shipbuildiug  in  France 
and  Russia.  The  explanation  is  to  be 
sought  rather  in  political  erenta,  which 
^n  be  proved  by  dates,  to  which  I  will 
not  now  refer.  Foreign  nations  ought 
to  know,  and  I  believe  they  do  know, 
that  our  Navy  has  to  perform  a  vast 
number  of  duties  which  are  not  imposed 
upon  other  Navies  ;  and  therefore  we 
may  say  to  our  foreign  neighbours  in 
perfect  amity  that  we  must  have  an  over- 
powering Fleet,  because  our  circumstances 
are  so  entirely  different.  I  have  seen 
Toreign  countries  speak  of  "  aggrassion  *' 
on  our  part.  This  is  simply  nonsense. 
Svery  foreign  statesman  and  every 
foreign  journalist  ought  to  know  that 
aggression  is  absolutely  foreign  to  any 
of  the  attempts  which  we  are  making, 
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and  which  we  are  determined  to  continue, 
to  increase  our  Fleet.  I  have  ueyer  been 
wedded  to  the  principle  that  our  Fleet 
should  be  equivalent  or  somewhat  snperiOT 
to  two  foreign  Fleets.  Idonotthinkthatis 
a  proper  standard.  We  might  be  involved, 
say,  in  a  war  with  France  and  Russia, 
and  at  the  same  time  contentions  might 
arise  with  other  Powers.  In  tbose  circum- 
stances we  should  be  iu  extreme  difficulty 
if  we  had  to  barter  away  some  of  our 
claims  in  order  to  deal  with  the  situation 
which  had  tbussuddeoly  arisen.  Or  suppose 
we  were  at  war  with  America,  and  Russia 
and  France  were  suddenly  to  raise  the 
q  uestion  of  Egypt — if  this  country  should 
ever  have  the  misfortune  to  be  engaged 
in  Booh  a  mighty  war — that  would  be 
the  time  when  pretensions  would  be 
made  upon  us  from  other  quarters,  and 
so,  if  we  were  not  ready  to  meet  not  only 
two  Powers,  but  a  larger  combination  of 
Powers,  we  might  be  in  a  position  of 
great  danger.  We  must  look  these  things 
in  the  face,  and  the  Government  have 
looked  them  in  the  face.  They  would 
not  have  proposed  such  a  programme 
unless  they  were  aware  of  these  neces- 
sities. I  will  conclude  my  remarks  with 
the  observation  that,  however  large  the 
proposal  is,  I  think  there  are  grounds  to 
justify,  it  on  considerations  of  amity  and 
peace.  It  is  quite  certain  that  the  larger 
our  power  the  more  sure  shall  we  be  of 
allies  if  ever  we  get  into  difficulty.  All 
securities  for  peace  would  be  doubled  by  the 
knowledge  that  we  were  the  stronger  side. 
I  have  made  these  remarks  in  reference 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  Government, 
that  we  ought  to  keep  our  programme 
secret,  because  foreign  nations  ought  not 
to  know  what  we  are  doing.  I  can  only- 
repeat  that  we  are  entitled  to  know  what 
we  are  doing  upon  every  ground  of 
national  security,  and  there  is  no  ques- 
tion whatever  that  if  foreign  countries 
should  think  it  necessary  to  increase  their 
armaments  we  should  stitl  hold  that  we 
must  still  have  that  superiority  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  acknowledge 
ought  to  be  maintained,  and  which,  I 
beliere,  the  country  is,  under  all  circum- 
stanees  and  at  any  cost  or  sacrifice, 
determined  to  have. 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  tub  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.Habcoubt,  Derby): 
The  right  hon.  Grentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  has,  in  a  long  and  interesting 
speech,  ranged  over  many  topics,  begin- 
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ning  with  the 'principle  of  ship  construc- 
tioa  and  ending  with  the  rather  alarming 
prospect  of  a  universal  war.  I  do  not 
intend  to  deal  either  with  the  first  or  the 
last  topic.  An  important  part  of  the 
right  faon.  Gentleman^a  speech  was 
devoted  to  the  financial  arrangements  in 
oonDoetion  with  oar  naval  proposals,  and 
to  that  alone  I  shall  address  myself. 
Like  himself,  I  do  not  desire  to  go  back 
npon  the  past  or  to  reopen  old  contro- 
Tersies.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
delirered  a  very  touching  funeral  oration 
over  the  Naval  Defence  Act.  He  seemed 
to  have  been  rather  pricked  by  conscienne 
becaose  the  operation  of  the  Imperiill 
Defence  Act  and  the  Naval  Defence  Act 
has  been  to  leave  the  unhappy  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  who  succeeded  him  to 
pay  some  five  millions  of  money  which 
he  himself  was  not  kind  enough  to  meet. 
He  was,  however,  good  enough  to  say 
that  he  gave  me  his  compassion,  and  that 
he  would  be  ready  to  give  me  his  assist- 
ance in  making  good  the  amount.  I  will 
try  to  meet  him  on  that  point.  I  will 
Dot  go  into  the  history  of  what  I  will 
only  call  the  most  unfortunate  experi- 
ment, from  the  point  of  view  of  finance, 
that  ever  was  made,  nor  will  I  review 
the  sorrows  of  all  the  Departments  who 
have  saffered  in  consequence  of  the 
making  of  tiiat  experiment.  I  will  come 
at  once  to  the  leading  principle  which,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Government,  ought  to 
direct  our  finance  in  matters  of  this  kind. 
I  will  take  the  question  npon  the  broader 
ground  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  mentioned.  He  said  perfectly  truly 
that  the  principle  adopted  by  the 
late  Government  was  to  put  their 
financial  arrangements  into  a  state  which 
was  designed  to  protect  themselves 
against  disturbance  or  change  from 
any  cause.  That,  no  doubt,  was  the 
policy  of  the  Naval  Defence  Act  apart 
from  its  particular  defects.  But  we 
absolutely  dissent  from,  and  under  no 
circumstances  would  adopt,  a  policy  of 
that  description.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  our  principal  objection  had  been 
to  the  seven  years'  annuity.  That  was 
not  our  principal  objection.  The  objec- 
tion to  the  seven  years*  annuity  was  that 
it  was  nnfair  that'  liabilities  for  construc- 
tion should  not  be  met  during  the  period 
of  the  construction.  That  was  altogether 
a  seoondary  objection.  Our  fundamental 
ol^eotion  was  that  the  system  adopted 


violated  the  first  principles  of  the 
financial  constitution  of  this  country, 
which  is  that  the  finance  of  the  Army 
and  Navy  and  the  whole  expenditure  m 
this  country  belongs  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  to  the  House  of  Commons 
alone.  The  fundamental  vice  of  the 
Naval  Defence  Act  was  that  it  made  the 
House  of  Lords  the  partner  with  the 
House  of  Commons  in  dealing  with  the 
finance  of  the  country.  Gentlemen 
opposite  may  be  disposed  to  give  the 
control  of  the  finance  to  the  House  of 
Lords  and  to  leave  them  to  provide  the 
money.  Bat,  in  our  opinion,  the  voting  of 
the  money,  the  control  of  the  money,  and 
the  dealing  with  the  money  beloog  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  to  the  House  of 
Commons  alone,  and  it  is  not  for  the 
House  of  Lords  to  say  whether  the 
arrangements  we  make  should  be  changed 
or  not.  Under  a  Naval  Defence  Act 
what  might  happen  ?  The  House  of 
Commons  might  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  arrangements  made  two  or  three 
years  before  were  not  good  arrangements 
and  might  desire  to  change  them,  but  the 
House  of  Lords  could  say,  "No;  you 
shall  not  change  them  ;  we  will  not  allow 
the  Act  to  be  altered."  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  traditions  of  the  Con- 
servative Party  are  so  abandoned  that 
they  are  prepared  to  throw  overboard  the 
control  of  the  House  of  Commons  over 
finance.  Certainly  no  one  on  this  side  of 
the  House  would  ever  consent  to  an 
arrangement  of  that  character.  We  all 
know  what  happened  some  20  years  ago  or 
more  with  reference  to  the  Paper  Duty. 
The  House  of  Commons  repelled  the 
Paper  Duty  and  the  House  of  Lords 
rejected  the  Bill,  the  result  being  that 
the  tax  remained  upon  the  people.  What 
was  done  in  consequence  of  that  action  of 
the  House  of  Lords?  All  the  finan- 
cial arrangements  of  the  year  were 
put  into  cue  Bill,  bo  that  the  House 
of  Iiords  could  not  touch  that 
Bill  without  rejecting  the  whole 
provision  for  the  expenditure  of  the 
country,  and  ever  since  that  it  has  been  a 
fundamental  principle  that  you  shall  not 
have  separate  Bills  dealing  with  financial 
expenditure  which  would  enable  the 
Lords  to  control  expenditure  that  it 
is  the  right  of  the  Commons  alone  to  deal 
with.  Therefore,  on  the  broad  principle, 
under  no  circumstances  could  we  agree 
to  placiDg  for  .  period  of  ^gggafgu.- 
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cial  propoBals  of  the  country,  least  of  all 
with  respect  to  the  great  Services  of  the 
Army  and  Kavy,  in  a  Statute  which 
would  take  out  of  our  possession  the 
control  and  disposaLof  the  taxes.  That 
is  a  broad  principle,  on  which  we  are 
prepared  to  stand.  It  is  hardly  necessary 
for  me  to  deal  with  the  minor  arguments 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  this  sub- 
ject, though  I  should  have  very  little 
difficulty,  I  Ihink,  in  assuring  bim  that 
they  have  as  little  force  as  those  upon 
the  larger  issue.  He  says,  let  the  naval 
proposals  of  the  Government  be  put  in  a 
Statute  so  that  you  may  not  be  able  to 
change  them.  Why  should  ^ou  not  he 
able  to  change  them  ?  He  himself  in  an 
earlier  part  of  his  speech  said  he  did  not 
feel  at  all  sure — and  I  think  it  quite  open 
to  doubt—whether  the  decision  of  the 
present  advisers  of  the  Admiralty  to 
build  a  number  of  big  ships  is  the  best 
decision  that  can  be  arrived  at,  or  whe- 
ther it  might  not  be  better  to  build  a 
smaller  number  of  big  ships  and  a  larger 
number  of  small  ships.  Supposing  you 
found  a  few  years  hence  that  foreign 
countries  are  building  fewer  big  ships 
and  more  small  ones,  what  sense  would 
there  he  in  having  a  Statute  which  would 
prevent  you  making  any  change  in  your 
plans  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
the  advisers  of  tlie  Admiralty  may  at  one 
time  take  one  view  and  at  another  time 
another  view.  Well,  at  the  respective 
times  at  which  they  form  their  opinions 
they  may  be  perfectly  right,  and,  that 
being  so,  why  should  you  for  six  years 
or  for  any  other  term  prohibit  yourselves 
from  making  changes  which  may  be  very 
beneficial  and  necessary  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  question  of 
torpedoes.  Supposing  that  during  the 
course  of  the  five  years  you  found  you 
had  not  lorpedo-boats  enough,  and  that 
the  country  was  placed  in  great  danger  in 
consequence.  What  is  the  sense  of  bind- 
ing yourself  by  Act  of  Parliament  to  go 
ou  building  great  ironclads  when  you 
may  be  exposed  to  great  danger  because 
you  have  not  a  sufficient  number  of 
torpedo-boats  ?  This  system  of  tying 
up  your  hands  and  your  legs  shows  a 
profound  distrust  both  of  the  House  of 
Commons  and  of  the  English  people. 
Why  should  they  not  be  at  liberty  to 
judge  from  time  to  time  what  is  necessary 
for  that  time,  and  whether  the  decision  of 
five  years  previously  cannot  be  modified 
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with  advantage  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  we  attach  importance  to  Farlia^ 
mentary  control.  We  do  attach  import- 
ance to  Parliamentary  cpntrol ;  but  by 
Parliamentary  control  we  mean  the  con- 
trol of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  of 
no  one  else.  What  he  means  by  Parlia- 
liamentary  control  is  joint  control  by  tha 
House  of  Commons  and  the  House  of 
Lords.  That  is  not  the  Parliamentary 
control  we  contemplate  in  matters  of  this 
description.  As  to  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  about  things  being  done 
by  the  Admiralty  without  the  cognisance 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  I  believe  the 
Admiralty  ought  to  have  the  power  to 
take  upon  itself  the  responsibility  of 
commencing  work  which  it  thinks  neces- 
sary at  the  time  for  the  safety  of  the 
country.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  the  Admiralty  ought  to  take  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  communicatiug  its 
action  to  the  House  of  Commons  I  en- 
tirely agree  with  him,  I  say,  however, 
that  if  you  find  yourself  all  of  a  sudden 
in  need  of  a  number  of  torpedo-boat» 
because  five  years  ago  you  passed  an  Act 
of  Parliament  

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  beg  pardon  ;  I 
did  not  say  you  should  not  have  these 
boats,  but  that  you  should  oome  to  Parlia- 
ment to  pass  the  money  for  them. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  Geutlemau.  He  would 
not  say  you  should  not  take  aotioa 
because  yon  cOuId  not  ask  Parliament 
beforehand.  If  he  says  the  proper  thing 
is  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  House  of 
Commons  at  the  earliest  possible  moment^ 
I  think  that  is  a  perfectly  reasonable 
view,  and  that  is  what  I  understand  by 
Parliamentary  control.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  also  raised  a  point  about  the 
surrender  of  the  surplus.  It  seems, 
to  be  supposed  that  yon  cannot  use 
the  surplus  of  one  year  for  work 
in  the  next  year  without  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament. That  is  not  so  at  all.  Sup- 
posing the  Admiralty  spent  £200,000 
less  one  year  than  they  had  supposed, 
tiiey  wanted.  In  that  case,  according  to 
a  rule  which  is  at  the  root  of  all  your 
Hnances,  and  which  it  would  inflict  great 
injury  on  your  finance  to  depart  frouo^ 

Digitized  by  GoOg Ic 


245 


Supply — Kdvy 


{12  A[>RfL  1894}        EtHmaUt,  1894-5,  246 


the  £20^,000  must  be  snrreudered  at  the 
end  of  the  year,  but  it  does  not  neces- 
sarily go  iato  the  Sinking  Fund  to  be 
applied  to  the  reduction  of  the  National 
Debt.  Alt  you  have  to  do  next  year  is 
to  get  Parliament  to  re-vote  the  money, 
and  it  will  then  como  into  use  next  year 
just  as  if  It  had  been  placed  in  a  Naval 
Defence  Act.  Therefore,  alt  these  ob- 
jections respecting  the  difficulty  of  the 
Admiralty  being  obliged  to  spend  in 
s  particular  year  money  which  it  does 
not  want  are  entirely  imaginary. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  May  I  ask  whether, 
if  the  money  is  not  spent,  it  does  not  go 

into  the  Sinking  Fund  ? 

Sib  W,  HARCOURT  :  No. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  Then  it  is  a  new 
system. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  No  ;  it  was 
introduced  long  before  either  the  right  hoo. 
Geatleman  or  I  went  to  the  Treasury. 
According  to  all  sound  principles  you 
Bunender  the  money  that  is  not  spent 
and  to  have  the  advantage  of  that  money  ; 
jou  re-vote  it  under  the  authority  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  lu  my  opinion,  tliat 
is  a  system  infinitely  better  in  adminis- 
tration than  any  Act  of  the  character  of 
the  Naval  Defeaco  Act.  Those  are  the 
reasons  why  the  Government  cannot 
adopt  the  policy  of  the  late  Parliament 
and  the  late  Government  of  placing  prac- 
tically for  fire  years  the  naval  expendi- 
ture of  the  country  out  of  the  control  of 
the  House  of  Commous.  That  is  a 
system  we  object  to  io  principle  and 
which  we  say  is  bad,  because  it  may  pre- 
vent yon  from  making  certain  payments 
that  may  be  required.  Supposing,  for 
instance,  in  the  course  of  the  next  five 
years  the  political  condition  of  Europe 
should  change  very  much  for  the  better — 
which  God  grant  it  may  I  Suppose  the 
Honse  of  Commons  thinks  that  the  new 
arrangements  place  great  burdens  upon 
the  people,  and  that  they  should  be 
lightened,  is  it  for  the  House  of  Lords 
to  say,  "  Ton  shall  not,**  and  to  say  that 
*•  For  five  years  yon  shall  make  no 
change  ?  **  '  That  is  a  system  in  which 
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we  conid  not,  under  any  eircnmstances, 
concur.  There  is  only  one  point  more 
which  I  wish  to  refer  to.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  on  the  question  of  the 
liability  imposed  upon  us  under  this 
scheme.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  has  stated  why  the 
Goverument  do  not  think  it  would  be  de- 
sirable to  make  public  what  they  con- 
sider to  be  the  whole  of  their  programme. 
It  is  not  necessary  that  I  should  repeat 
that.  They  consider  it  a  question  of 
high  policy  that  all  things  should  not  be 
published  upon  the  housetop,  and  are 
therefore  not  disposed  to  publish  every- 
thing they  intend  to  do.  Of  course,  with 
regard  to  our  liabilities  present  and  future, 
we  cannot,  unless  we  are  prepared  to 
make  public  all  our  programme,  de- 
clare at  the  present  time  what  they 
will  be.  For  instance,  in  the  case  of 
certain  ships,  it  is  a  fact  that  the  con- 
tracts are  not  yet  concluded,  and  yet  we 
were  calmly  asked  to-night  to  give  a  de- 
tailed account  of  their  cost.  I  do  not 
suppose  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
ihe  minimum  and  maximum  amounts  to 
be  expended  on  ships  before  the  contracts 
were  completed. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Do  I  understand 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  the 
Goverument  can  never  state  to  the  Honse 
of  Commons  what  our  proposed  ships 
will  cost  until  he  has  himself  passed  or 
accepted  the  contracts  for  their  oomple- 
tion  P  la  that  in  accordance  with  the 
idea  of  Parliamentary  control  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  I  appeal  to 
business  men  whether  it  is  practical  to 
publish  the  price  of  ships  whilst  the  con- 
tracts are  being  made.  The  reply  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemau's  qu^iou  seems  to 
be  a  matter  only  of  common  sense.  The 
right  hon.  Gentlemai?  also  asked  me  a 
question  which  I  w^  rather  surprised  at. 
He  wanted  to  k^ow  what  provision  I 
was  going  to  ,taake  for  the  next  few 
years.  ' 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  Unless  and  until 
we  kno>;ir  these  matters  it  will  be  impos- 
sible f^r  ufl  to  judge  of  them  fairly. 

W.  HARCOURT  :  I  do  not  wish 
'o/deal  with  these  matters  in  a  contro- 
Wal  8piri^bu^|„tbongh^it^^ble 


247         Supply—Navy         {COMMONS}        EtHmmtet,  2894-^.  248 


to  fltate  very  distinctly  that  we  are  at 
iBsue  with  the  late  Government  on  the 
qaestion  of  finance.  We  are  not  in 
favour  of  dealing  with  this  matter  by  a 
Statute,  and  we  do  not  wish  to  press  the 
financial  matters  so  that  thej  will  be  at 
the  merer  of  the  veto  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  Moreover,  we  are  unwilling  to 
make  any  arrangements  which  would 
deprive  the  House  of  Commons  of  its 
discretion  to  deal  with  the  matter  at  any 
time  it  thinks  fit  if  for  any  reasons  what- 
ever these  arrangements  should  be  modi- 
fied. We  think  these  are  reasonable 
principles  and  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  Government  have  reverted  to  the  old 
Constitutional  policy  and  the  reason  why 
we  do  not  propose  to  follow  the  new 
example  set  us  in  the  Naval  Defence  Act 
of  the  last  Parliament. 

•Lord  6.  HAMILTON  (Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  I  have  listened  with  great  snr- 
priae  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman.  It  places  an  entirely  dif- 
ferent aspect  upon  what  we  have  been 
told  was  the  naval  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment. We  have  been  told  in  tlie  clearest 
way  that  the  Government  are  committed 
to  a  five  years'  programme,  every  detail 
of  which  has  been  thought  out  and  care- 
fully elaborated,  and  that  it  was  only  for 
reasons  of  "  high  state "  that  the  Go- 
vernment decline  to  place  the  House  in 
full  possession  of  their  scheme.  Then 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  comes 
forward  and  entirely  pooh-poohs  the 
whole  idea  of  a  five  years'  scheme.  One 
of  the  great  disadvantages,  he  says,  of 
haviug  a  binding  Act  is  that  one  cannot 
alter  one's  mind  before  the  five  years 
expire,  and  he  has  hinted  that  unlooked- 
for  circumstances  might  arise  when  the 

Sower  to  make  a  change  would  be 
esirable.  With  that  explanation 
vanishes  all  hope  of  a  continuous  pro- 
gramme. I  always  bad  grave  duubts 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
mean  what  I  can  only  describe  as  ''serious 
business."  It  is  impossible  to  bind  the 
House  or  the  country  to  any  scheme  of 
which  they  bad  not  full  knowledge,  and  it 
is  clear  that  if  the  scheme  of  which  we  heard 
so  much  is  not  referred  to  the  House  of 
Commons  in  its  entirety,  when  the  suc- 
cessors of  Her  Majesty's  Government — 
supposing  there  were  a  change  of  ad- 
ministrntion  —  proposed  in  a  future 
Session  to  continue  the  scheme,  it 
would  be  iu  the  power  of  gentlo- 
Sir  fF.  ffareouri 


men  below  the  Gangway  opposite  who 
have  helped  the  Government  to  keep 
their  plans  secret  to  object.  Who  is  to 
be  believed — those  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment who  tell  us  that  they  are 
pledged  to  a  five  years'  scheme  or  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  who  in  a  light  and  airy 
way  has  absolutely  demolished  the  idea 
of  a  five  years*  continuous  policy  ?  The 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  a 
speech  altogether  free  from  Party  re- 
crimination has  shown  the  House  in  the 
clearest  way  that  any  scheme  extending 
over  a  number  of  yews  cannot  be  effec- 
tive unless  itisaesociatedwitb  abusinesa- 
like  procedure,  which  he  submitted  with 
reference  to  the  present  proposal  is 
not  likely  to  be  the  case.  He  pointed 
out  the  results  achieved  by  an  expendi- 
ture of  £21,000,000.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  also  said  that  the 
House  of  Lords  ought  to  have  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  control  of  the 
national  expenditure.  An  excellent 
sentiment  I  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man when  he  made  that  statement  forgot 
that  there  is  a  very  distinguished  and 
uoble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty 
at  the  present  moment  who  is  mainly 
responsible  for  the  naval  expenditure  of 
this  country.  It  is  a  curious  fact  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  never  been 
a  Member  of  a  Radical  Administration  in 
which  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
was  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  House  of  Lords  must  not  interfere 
with  the  national  expenditure  I  Was  a 
more  ridiculous  proposition  than  that  ad- 
vanced by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer ever  put  forward  ?  I  will  just 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
recollect  his  own  experience.  In  1886-7 
he  was  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ; 
and  he  had  to  provide  a  large  sum  under 
a  scheme  of  expenditure  upou  the  Navy, 
a  sum  greater  than  was  anticipated  be- 
cause the  scheme  of  that  day  was  not 
associated  with  business-like  procedure, 
and  consequently  the  Estimates  were  in- 
creased. But  how  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  meet  the  difficulty  ? 
He  suspended  the  Sinking  Fund, 
and  a  Bill  to  that  efiect  went  to  the 
House  of  Lords  for  their  sanction.  Why, 
Sir,  it  is  mere  platform  claptrap  to 
pretend  that  the  Naval  Defence  Act 
deprives  the  House  of  Commons  of  con- 
trol or  supervision  ot-details  liu  tfaia 
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expenditare.    If  the  majoritr  o£  this 
House  did  not  approve  of  Uie  Naval 
Defence  Act  they  had  but  to  put  it 
into  an  Act  of  Parliament  and  send  it  np 
to  the  House  of  Lords,  and  the  House  of 
Lords  would  Iiave  no  option  but  to 
assent.  The  object  of  the  Naval  Defence 
Act  was  not  to  give  the  House  of  Lords 
a  control  in  national  expenditure,  bnt 
to  insure   that,  unless  strong  reasons 
were  given  which  should  convince  the 
House  of  Commons,  there  should  not 
be  any  interference  with  the  continoous 
]mseeatioD  of  the  process  of  shipbuilding 
which  was  supposed  to  be  essential  for 
the  national  safety.    Let  ub  look  at  this 
matter  seriously.    Do  the  Government 
mean  business  or  not  in  this  matter  ? 
The  Grovemment  had  aslced  the  House  to 
assent  to   a  fragmentary  proposal  in- 
volving a  liability  of  £14,000,000  ster- 
ling for  shipbuilding  alone.    The  Press 
have  published  various  statements  which 
supply   the   rest  of   the  information 
cono^ing   the   Govemmeot  scheme. 
Whether  they  ore  aecurate  or  not,  I  am 
convinced  &om  my  own  experience,  and 
by  the  light  of  the  advice  of  those  with 
whom  I  have  been  associated,  that  if 
there  is  a  five  years'  scheme  the  amount 
to  be  spent  for  shipbuilding  cannot  be 
less  than  £25,000,000.    To  this  amount 
there  has  to  be  added  at  least  £5,000,000 
for  the  Ordnance  Vote ;  so  that,  assuming 
the   Admiralty  have  their  way,  the 
Bclieme   involves    an    expenditure  of 
£80,000^X)0.    This  expenditure  repre- 
sents an  enormous  mdnstrial  undertaking ; 
it  is  a  gigftntio  manufacturing  enterprise ; 
and  surely  if  the  House  is  in  earnest 
it  ought  to  insist  upon  seeing  that  so 
gigantic  an   expenditure  is  associated 
with  a  business-like  procedure.  The 
Government,  however,  has  no  procedure 
whatever.    To   the   surprise  of  every 
financial  authority  on  this  side  of  the 
House  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  read  out  a  statement  stating  mouey 
<ian  be  re-voted  out  of  the  cash  balances 
of  the  preeeding  jear  for  the  relief  of  the 
Bubseqnent  year.     So  far  as  I  know, 
Buoh  a  ooune  has  never  been  taken 
before. 

8iR  yr,  HABCOURT :  The  sura  was 
voted  out  of  the  money  for  this  year. 
'  LoKD  G.  HAMILTON  :•  I  understand 
the  proposal  to  be  this  :  a  certain  sum  of 
mone^  is  not  spent,  and  the  purpose  or 
HabiU^  fbr  wfai^  that  moa^  was  voted 


is  (»iTied  over  to  next  year.  Therefore, 
there  is  in  addition  to  these  liabilities 
this  transferred  liability  from  the  pre- 
ceding year.    The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer   pretends   that  the  mouey 
can  be  voted  out  of  the  cash  balance 
of  the  preceding   year,  although  the 
account  has  been  closed.    [Sir  W.  Har- 
COURT  :  No.]    At  any  rate,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  tbe  Exchequer  is,  it  appears  to 
me,  suggesting  a  principle  of  greater 
financial  irregularity  than  any  of  whioh 
his   predecessors  in  Office  have  been 
guilty.    When  the  late  Grovemment  pro- 
posed the  ]»rocednre  under  the  Naval 
Defence  Act  tbey  had  in  their  recollec- 
tion the  difficulties  which  their  prede- 
cessors had  to  encounter.    One  was  the 
substitution  of  steel  for  wood  in  ship- 
building, a  change  which  rendered  it 
almost  impossible  to  continue  the  system 
of  shipbuilding  under   the  system  of 
annual  Votes.    Since  steel  has  taken  the 
place  of  timber  it  must  be  remembered 
that  nearly  all  the  parts  of  a  ship  are 
made  of  steel,  and  are  supplied  direct  by 
the  oontraotor  and  aftenwds  worked  up 
in  the  ship  asfost  as  the  material  arrives. 
The  progress  of  a  ship  depends  on  the 
supply  of  steel,  and  the  supply  of  steel 
depends  on  the  state  of  trade  in  the 
country ;   and  the  national  finance  is 
liable  to  be  upset  by  the  irreguUritles 
of  contractors    resulting    either  from 
periods  of  brisk  or  dull  trade.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  no 
doubt  remember  the  difficulty  he  had  to 
contend  with  in  1886-87,  when  he  was 
first  appointed  to  the  Office  he  how  holds. 
Lord  Northbrook  proposed  a  shipbuild- 
ing programme  which  in  its  mtirety  was 
a  small  one,  amounting  to  something 
like  £3,000,000.    In  the  second  year 
there  was  a  miscalculation   of  over 
£500,000,  and  this  miscalculation  upset 
the  Budget.    The  result  of  an  absehoe 
of   business  -  like   procedure,  therefore, 
forced  the  House  of  Commons  to  upset 
the  business-like  method  by  which  tbe  i 
National  Debt  wag  reduced.     It  wsa 
because  the  late  Government  had  thie 
knowledge  before  them  that  the  pro- 
cedure  of   the   Naval   Defence  Act 
was    adopted.     And    it    was  for- 
tunate    they     did   so.      One  y^or 
they   were   no   less    than  £1,000,000 
out    of    their    calculation,    and  this 
through  ho  fault  of  the  Admu*aliy. 
It  was  due  to  two  reas^fr— om.  the 
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railway  strike  in  Scotland ;  and,  second, 
the  inability  of  the  founders  and  con- 
tractors to  supply  heavy  steel  castings,  so 
that  they  were  absolutely  unable  to  lay 
down  the  Tessels.  Now  let  us  see  bow 
that  would  upset  the  calculations  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if  his  esti- 
mates are  at  the  last  moment  disturbed 
in  that  way.  It  is  to  the  interest  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Treasury  to  see  that  any  continuous 
scheme  of  shipbuilding  is  associated  with 
a  procedure  which  will  distribute  the 
cost  over  a  nomber  of  years,  and  mini- 
mise  as  much  as  possible  any  disturbance 
of  the  Estimates.  I  admit,  however, 
that  the  speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  is  one  which  raises  grave 
doubts  in  my  mind  as  to  whether  he 
seriously  contemplates  the  prosecution  of 
this  great  scheme.  I  have  always 
understood  that  when  the  late  Govern- 
ment was  in  Office  the  great  objection  to 
the  procedure  of  the  Naval  Defence  Act 
was  that  it  postponed  liabilities.  That 
was,  I  think,  the  great  charge  made  by 
the  Party  opposite  against  us.  But  if 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  does 
not  mean  to  stop  this  five  yeus*  scheme, 
and  if  it  is  to  be  pushed  through,  the 
House  is  asked  to  assent  to  it  without 
knowing  the  full  extent  of  the  liability. 
I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  show  before 
1  sit  down  tbat  if  the  Admiralty  are  to 
carry  out  a  five  years'  scheme,  that 
scheme  must  necessitate  double  the  in- 
creased cost  which  is  proposed  in  the 
present  Estimates.  It  is  only  fair  to  the 
House  and  to  the  country  in  these  cir- 
cunutances  that  the  Grovonunent  should 
take  both  into  their  confidence,  and  that 
tiiey  should  make  known  what  were  the 
dimensiooB  of  the  scheme.  I  was  dis- 
posed to  look  upon  the  proposal  as  a 
laEge,  far-seeing,  and  progressive  scheme, 
and  I  was  prepared  to  congratulate  the 
Government  on  bringing  it  forward,  and 
to  assure  them  of  the  assistance  of  the 
Opposition  in  carrying  it  through  to  its 
proper  consummation.  But  after  the 
speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, filled  as  it  was  with  taonts,  and 
being  doub^ul  whether  there  waa  not 
some  change  of  opinion  among  Her 
Majes^^s  advisers,  who  at  the  last 
moment  had  fallen  into  line  with  public 
opinion,  I  am  afraid  that  they  are  now 
only  prepared  to  propose  Estimates  for 
one  year,  and  to  make  no  provisim  for 
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meeting  the  expenditure  of  subsequent 
yean.  I  am  not  finding  &inlt  with 
the  magnitude  of  the  scheme  which  the 
figures  reveal ;  but  I  want  the  House 
and  the  country  to  know  that  we  are  so 
far  pledged  to  those  proposals  that  there 
will  not  hereafter  be  any  special  objec- 
tion or  obstruction  to  their  realisation 
should  there  be  any  change  of  Govern- 
ment or  any  fresh  appeal  to  the  electors. 
With  additional  allowances  for  new  ships 
it  is  clear  that  by  this  shipbuilding 
scheme  £22,000,000  will  have  to  be  pro- 
vided daring  the  next  four  years,  and 
that  involves  an  av^age  Shipbuilding 
Vote  of  £d,500,000.  But  the  present 
Vote  is  only  £4,500,000— a  difi'erence  of 
£1,000,000  a  year.  Surely  the  House 
ought  to  be  told  what  the  Govemmoit^s 
intentions  are.  In  the  only  two  ship- 
building programmes  which  have  been 
laid  before  the  House  of  recent  years,  the 
whole  scheme  and  expenditure  were  at 
once  declared.  If  the  late  Government 
were  wrong,  as  we  have  been  so  often 
told,  in  postponing  liabilities,  how  mudi 
worse  are  the  present  Government  in  con- 
cealing liabilities  I  I  have  calculated  that 
there  must  be  at  least  an  inorease 
of  £500,000  in  the  Ordnance  Vote  for 
the  next  four  years.  Then  with  regard 
to  the  Works  Vote.  No  doubt  the 
Works  Vote  appears  to  be  of  lai^ 
dimensions,  but  naval  mobilisation  is 
quite  different  from  military  mobilisation. 
As  there  are  only  three  large  ports — 
Chatham,  Devonport,  and  Portsmouth — 
where  the  ships  can  take  in  stores  and 
guns,  it  is  essential  for  purposes  of  con- 
centration to  have  a  large  extension  of 
the  accommodation  at  each  port.  With- 
out that,  rapid  mobilisation  wonld  be  im- 
possible. Therefore,  I  entirely  agree 
with  the  Admiralty  in  looking  forward 
to  a  large  scheme  of  works  in  connection 
with  the  naval  arsenals  of  the  country  ; 
but  the  amount  of  money  which  they  take 
for  the  prosecution  of  tbose  plans  is 
clearly  insufficient.  It  may  be  sufficient 
for  the  present  year,  but  for  the  next 
four  years  there  must  be  an  average  in- 
crease of  £250,000.  When  the  Home 
Secretary  waa  electioneering  lately  in 
Borwiokshire,  be  attacked  the  late  Board 
of  Admiralty  so  fsirooioasly  that  it  is 
necessarir  to  take  notice  of  what  be  said. 
The  Board  of  Admiralty  is  not  entirely 
composed  of  politicians ;  and  though  I 
do  not  attach  much  imp(Mtance  to  any 
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attack  made  ia  the  heat  of  an  election, 
the  diBtingniehed  naval  oflBcers  with 
whom  I  was  associated,  and  to  whom  the 
attack  eqnallj  applied,  ralne  their  pro- 
fessional reputations.  The  Home  Secre- 
tary said — 

I  am  anzloQs  that  the  country  should  note 
the  difference  between  oar  policy  and  that  of 
oar  pradeceasorB.  We  have  not  been  content 
with  btdldioff  a  onmber  of  additional  shipa 
withoat  xaaldag  addltkmal  provision  for  the 
men  to  man  than." 

Or,  to  state  it  in  plain  terms,  that  the 
late  Board  of  Admiralty,  including  both 
(uvilian  and  naral  officers,  were  gniltj  of 
the  egrc^ous  folly  of  building  a  large 
number  of  ships  without  making  an 
effort  to  man  them.  What  are  the 
facte  }  The  total  number  of  men  required 
to  man  and  officer  every  single  ship  built 
under  the  Naval  Defence  Act  was 
21,984.  While  those  ships  were  in 
conrse  of  construction  a  number  of  older 
ships  passed  out  of  commission,  and  their 
crews,  numbering  5,000  men,  were  freed 
f<n-  other  tefrv'ioe.  Thus  17,000  additional 
men  were  required  altogether  by  the 
Naral  Defenoe  Act.  The  late  B^rd  of 
Admiralty  resigned  18  months  ago,  or 
nearly  two  yean  before  the  last  ship  was 
CMDpleted.  They  had  then  added  to  the 
active  list  12,700  men,  5,500  to  the 
Naval  Reserve,  and  1,000  to  the  Pen- 
sioner Reaffl-ve,  making  a  total  of  over 
19,000.  Probably  the  Home  Secretary 
will  see  that  some  apology  from  him  is 
due  to  the  distinguished  naval  men  against 
whom  he  made  an  unjustifiable  attack 
upon  an  utterly  unfounded  statement. 
With  respect  to  tiie  present  programme, 
at  least  26,000  men  will  be  required  to 
nun  the  ships  to  be  built  during  the 
next  fire  rears.  Assuming  that  3,000 
men  will  be  available  from  ships  passing 
out  of  commission,  23,000  will  remain  to 
be  provided  for  during  the  next  four 
years.  A  considerable  number  will  come, 
I  think,  from  the  Naval  Reserve  ;  and  if 
4,500  men  are  added  to  the  active  list 
each  year  during  the  next  four  years  an 
in(aease  of  £1,400,000  in  the  Estimates 
will  be  involved.  That,  together  with 
the  other  increase  I  have  mentioned, 
amonnta  to  m  total  increase  uS  at  least 
£8,000,000  in  order  to  give  effbot  to  this 
five  years*  scheme.  If  the  Grorem- 
ment  are  in  earnest  they  ought  to 
inre  some  indication  of  that  increase. 
Snraly  that  is  incumbent  upon  them. 


Supposing  there  should  be  a  change  of 
Grorwnment,  the  new  Board  of  Admiralty 
wonld  be  attacked  at  once  for  merely 
attempting  to  carry  out  their  predeces- 
sors' policy,  on  the  gronnd  that  the 
expenditure  had  been  concealed  from  the 
country.  That  would  be  a  great  obstacle 
to  a  coutinuons  naval  policy.  Surely, 
then,  in  the  interests  of  fair  play,  and  in 
order  to  consummate  theirown  scheme, the 
Grovemment  ought  to  take  the  House 
more  into  th^  confidence,  and  give  some 
information  conoeroiog  the  scheme  they 
were  putting  forward.  Now,  Sir,  I  think 
there  nas  never  been  in  any  Estimates  so 
little  information  aflforded  as  to  the  cost 
of  particular  ships.  The  Financial 
Secretary  stated  that  it  was  not  advisable 
to  do  so,  because  several  ships  had  not 
been  put  out  to  contract.  But  the 
Terrible  and  Powerful  had  been  con- 
tracted for,  and  why  should  not  the  cost 
of  these  vessels  be  stated  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
I  have  no  objection  to  give  the  in- 
formation. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  But  it  is 
not  htae.  It  ought  to  be  in  the  Estimates, 
and  it  is  not. 

SiB  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
When  I  said  there  was  no  objection  to 
give  the  information,  I  should  hare 
added,  "  provided  there  are  no  subsidiary 
contracts  pending." 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  I  think  I 
have  shown  clearly  that  the  House  must 
have  more  information  given.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  can  hardly  expect  that 
the  House  will  be  satisfied  with  the  tone 
in  which  his  announcements  hare  been 
made  as  to  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Now,  one  or  two  words  with  respect 
to  the  criticisms  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  BeUFast  and  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Holdemess 
Division.  A  very  good  reply  might  be 
made  to  the  criticisms  they  advanced. 
Both  hon.  Members  attacked  the  Ad- 
miralty for  not  arming  old  vessels  with 
modem  guns.  I  personally,  perhaps,  am 
more  responsible  than  anyone  else  for 
the  policy  pursued.  The  defence  is  that 
the  long  modem  guns  are  not  suitable 
for  the  broadside  sMps  designed  to  carry 
short  guns.  I  wish  that  some  day  the 
Admiralty  would  try  the  experiment  of 
putting  several  of  these  long  guns  on  a 
broadside  ship,  and  when  firing  them  at 
the  extreme  angle  make  the  mitica  work 
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the  guns.  These  oM  veesels  were  not 
built  for  long  gum  ;  and  be  it  a  turret- 
riiip  or  barbette,  the  diameter  of  the 
turret  or  barbette  muBt  regulate  the 
length  of  the  guns  put  into  it.  There 
is  great  difficulty  io  working  the  guns 
of  such  TOBseU,  becauBe  iu  coDsequeDce 
of  the  extra  weight  of  the  vessels 
produced  by  the  heavy  annaments  they 
are  deeply  immersed.  My  own  view  is 
that  these  vessels,  excellent  as  they  are, 
should  be  equipped  with  the  guns  of 
Teasels  of  their  own  date.  The  guns 
with  which  they  are  armed  are  good 
guns  of  ^eir  date,  and  in  penetration 
and  aconracy  of  fire  are  quite  eqwl  to 
the  breeeh-loading  guns  of  that  time.  I 
quite  agree  with  both  my  hon.  Friends 
in  one  mticism,  and  that  is  that  it 
is  essential  under  modern  naval  condi- 
tions that  vessels  should  be  built  as  long 
and  of  as  high  a  freeboard  as  possible. 
It  is  curious  to  notice  the  vessels  built 
between  1860  and  1870  and  compare 
them  with  those  built  between  1870  and 
1880.  The  vessels  of  the  earlier  period 
are  mt^nificent  specimens  of  naval  arohi- 
tecture,  and  they  are  Bttll  looked  upon 
by  naval  officers  as  useful  either  as  battle- 
ships or  omisers.  But  thoBebnilt  during 
the  later  period  cannot  be  placed  in  that 
eategory.  They  undoubtedly  fail,  and 
^ough  they  might  be  useful  as  coast- 
guard  vessels,  I  do  not  think  any  Admiral 
would  care  to  have  them  on  his  list  of 
battleships.  A  certain  moral  may  be 
drawn  from  the  failure  of  these  vessels. 
There  were  two  influences  operating 
upon  the  Admiralty  at  that  time ;  one, 
the  opinion  of  naval  officers,  who  were 
anxious  to  shorten  vessels  in  order  that 
they  might  be  handier  and  easier  to 
steer ;  and  the  other,  the  views  of  the 
meohiuiieal  engineers,  who  were  anxious 
to  increase  the  siate  of  the  guns  in  order 
to  show  what  the  profession  could  do. 
The  result  was  that  the  Admiralty 
gradually  drifted  until  our  vessels  be- 
came  mere  rafts  with  low  immeraion, 
having  heavily-armed  martello  towers 
and  carrying  heavy  guns.  I  cannot  help 
tiiittking  tlut  if  the  Admindty  were  in 
error  they  were  forced  by  outside  public 
opinion  to  adopt  these  vessels.  If  the 
Admiralty  had  been  left  alone  there 
-would  not  have  been  so  many  failures 
to  regret,  and  I  think  we  may  safdy 
leave  the  naval  officers  at  tiie  A^iralty, 
with  snob  outside  opinions  as  tiiey  wish  to 
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call  in  on  certain  points,  to  design  vessels 
iu  future.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff 
has  himself  handsomdy  acknowledged 
that  in  his  judgment  Uiere  has  been  a 
marked  im|ffovement  in  the  ^eugoB  of 
vessels  during  the  last  few  years.  We 
have  heard  a  good  deal  about  the  22 
torpedo-boat  destroyers  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ordered.  I  do  not  in 
the  least  dispute  the  necessity  for  that 
order,  but  as  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  pointed  out,  the  assent  of 
the  House  should  have  heed  obtained 
before  these  orders  were  placed.  I  had 
the  advantage  the  other  day  of  seeing 
one  of  the  first  speoimois  of  them,  and 
I  think  the  name  torpedo-boat  destroyer 
is  misleading.  They  are  nothing  more 
nor  less  than  large  torpedo-boats,  and  so 
much  do  they  resemble  them  that  at  a 
couple  of  hundred  yards  they  cannot  be 
distinguished  from  torpedo-boats.  They 
are  very  fast,  and  fully  answer  the  anti- 
cipations of  their  designers.  They  are 
intended  to  protect  the  commerce  and 
Navy  of  this  country  from  the  attacks 
of  torpedo-boats.  I  doubt  whether 
they  will  be  able  to  perform  that  duty. 
The  main  danger  of  torpedo-boat  attack 
is  at  night.  It  is  impossible  to  suppme 
that  a  port  can  be  masked  or  bloolcMed 
by  such  vessels  in  bad  weather.  If  we 
want  vessels  for  this  night-work  it  is 
essential  tbey  should  be  bigger,  and 
there  should  be  more  protection  for  the 
men  performing  such  duty.  In  the  vayr 
programme  there  are  a  considerable 
number  of  small  vessels.  My  own 
opinion  is  strongly  in  favour  of  large 
vessels.  The  more  one  considers  the 
particular  danger  which  threatens  onr 
naval  supremacy  the  more  he  will  see 
that  it  is  inoumbent  upon  this  country  to 
spend  more  money  on  large  ships  and 
less  on  small  ships.  The  peculiarity  ot 
the  naval  situation  in  Europe  at  present 
is  this  :  that  not  only  has  a  considerable 
number  of  foreign  nations  spent  large 
snms  on  big  ships,  but  when  those  big 
ships  are  complete  they  will  be  kept  at 
home.  There  has  never  been  so  mnoh 
concentrated  naval  force  in  European 
waters  ae  at  the  present  time.  The 
French  have  a  most  powerful  fleet  at 
Toulon,  and  they  do  not  send  their  big 
vessels  almiad.  We,  on  the  other  lamd, 
have  large  interests  to  protect  in  all  parts 
of  the  world,  and  it  is  necessary  we  shonld 
build  a  la^er  number  of  small  vussds 
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than  foreigD  oationB.  If  ve  should 
be  engagnl  iu  a  war,  the  first 
function  of  the  Navy  would  be  to  main- 
tain our  supremacy  at  sea,  and  the 
second— -in  my  judgment  a  wholly  secon- 
dary duty — to  protect  tfaa  comm«^  upon 
the  sea.  So  long  as  we  have  command 
of  the  sea  it  is  easy  enough  to  give  pro- 
tection to  commerce,  but  the  moment 
we  lose  command  of  the  sea  no  amount 
of  small  vessels  in  all  parts  of  the  world 
would  avail  us.  We  are  short  of  big 
ships,  but  we  have  a  considerable  excess 
of  small  vessels  over  foreign  nations,  and 
therefore,  unless  some  very  strong  reason 
ran  be  given  for  the  contrary,  I  hope  the 
Chancellor'  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
GrOTernment  will  oonsidw  the  propriety  of 
snbstitnting  a  small  number  of  large  ves- 
sels for  a  greater  number  small  ones. 
The  Financial  Secretary  stated  the  other 
night  that  these  cruisers  were  to  be 
sheathed.  That  means  that  they  have 
to  go  to  distant  parts  of  the  world,  but 
they  have  nothiug  to  light  there.  Foreign 
nations  sent  their  old  ot  almost  obsolete 
vessels  away  on  such  duty.  When  a 
straggle  does  take  place  it  will  be  the 
nation  which  has  the  most  large  ships  io 
European  waters  that  will  win  the  buttle. 
That  being  so,  we  ought  to  strengthen 
ourselves  in  large  vessels,  and  not  fritter 
away  our  money  in  small  vessels.  Apart 
from  that,  the  larger  vessel  is  the  better 
investment.  The  bigger  the  vessel  the 
longer  it  remains  an  effective  fighting 
ship  ;  the  smaller  the  vessel  the  sooner 
it  beciomes  obsolete.  There  is  another 
reason,  and  one  which  I  urge  in  the 
interests  of  the  Admiralty.  The  Colo- 
nial Office  and  the  Foreign  Office  are 
always  putting  pressnre  on  the  Admi- 
ralty to  send  a  ship  here  and  a  ship  there 
— to  hoist  the  fiag,  to  protect  some  par- 
tionlar  industry,  to  accelerate  some  little 
diplomatiG  difficulty.  This  work  must  be 
done,  bat  there  is  a  limit  to  the  number 
of  the  ships  which  can  be  employed  upon 
it.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  foreign 
nations  are  concentrating  their  full  naval 
power,  this  tendency  to  dispersion  is  au 
obvious  di^nger  in  the  event  of  our  being 
suddenly  called  to  battle.  Big  ships 
mean  concentration,  aud  small  ones  dis- 
persion of  power,  and  I  hope  the  Go- 
venunent  will  cwefuUy  look  into  this 
question,  and  consider  the  propriety  of 
some  redistribption  of  expenditure  as 
between  large  and  small  vessels.  I 


apologise  to  the  Committee  for  having 
detained  it  at  such  length.  I  hope  I  have 
pnt  a  wrong  interpretation  upon  the  Imi- 
gnage  used  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  In  reference  to  the  scheme, 
I  can  only  say  I  congratulate  the  Grovera- 
ment  upon  having  made  so  large  an 
addition  to  naval  fxpenditure.  I  hope 
that  this  addition  will  grow  year  by 
year,  and  so  far  as  I  and  my  friends  are 
concerned  we  shall  do  everything,  if  the 
Government  pursue  that  course,  to  help 
them.  At  the  same  time,  I  think  that  by 
dissociating  their  scheme  of  expendituro 
from  a  business-like  pr6cedure  they  have 
endangered  the  success  of  their  plan,  and 
I  am  sure  they  are  unnecessarily  raicung 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  consecutive 
administration. 

Mb.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  said,  he  did  not  rise  for  the  purpose 
of  making  a  speech,  but  simply  for  the 
purpose  of  asking  a  question.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  made 
a  very  important  statement  as  to  the  use 
which  could  be  put  by  the  Treasury  of 
the  balances  which  were  surrendered. 
He  wanted  to  put  a  concrete  oase.  By 
the  Naval  Appropriation  Account, 
1B92-93,  as  audited  by  the  Auditor 
General,  there  was  a  suiplua  on  the 
normal  services  of  £181,000  odd  less  a 
deficit  on  other  Votes  of  £15,000,  leav- 
ing a  net  snrplus  of  £115,000.  The 
Kavy  Estimates  proposed  for  last  year 
amouQted  to  £14,240,000,  and  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  his  Budget 
speech  stated  that  he  laid  the  necessary 
taxation  on  the  country  to  provide  that 
sum.  Therefore,  at  that  time  he  had  in 
his  balances  at  the  Exchequer  a  surplus 
from  the  previous  year  of  £116,000,  as 
wag  shown  by  the  Navy  Appropriation 
account  of  1892-93.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  in  laying  on  taxation  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  allowed  for  that  surplus, 
and  if  not  what  became  of  the  £1 15,000  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOUKT,  in  reply,  stated 
that  it  was  difficult  on  the  spot  to  follow 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Member.  As 
far  as  he  understood  the  matter  he  had 
to  say  that  if  the  money  was  not  wanted 
by  the  Navy  it  was  surrendered.  If 
there  had  been  raised,  say,  £17,500,000, 
and  they  did  not  want  to  issue  £200,000 
of  that  for  the  wants  of  the  particular 
Vote,  they  could  le-vote  that  £200,000 
which  was  not  expended  under  the  Vote 
of  the  year.   If  the  Chancellor  of  the 
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Exchequer  of  the  day  had  his  unappro- 
priated balaace  of  £200,000  in  hand  and 
the  Admtraltj  sahsequentlj  wanted  that 
sum  he  was  informed  that  the  familiar 
praotice  waa  for  him  to  hand  over  that 
Bum  for  naval  purposes  without  distnrb- 
ing  his  Budget  for  the  current  jear,  and 
then,  if  necessary,  the  sum  could  be  re- 
voted  by  that  House.  In  all  probability 
when  the  Budget  was  introduced  -the 
accounts  would  not  have  been  made  up, 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
might  not  know  that  there  wag  an  un- 
appropriated balance. 

Mr.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  asked, 
was  this  the  familiar  practice  ? 

Sir  W,  HARCOURT  :  So  I  believe. 
To  state  that  it  is  surrendered  is  unneces- 
sary and  involves  a  serious  departure 
frtmi  our  financial  system.  The  practice 
is  as  I  have  stated. 

Mb.  FORWOOD  :  1  understand  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  say  that 
he  does  not  know  from  bis  own  personal 
knowledge  that  that  has  been  the 
practice.  [Sir  W.  Harcourt  :  No.] 
I  have  pointed  out  here,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
raised  the  full  amount  in  taxation  re- 
quired for  the  Navy  Estimates  of 
1898-84,  although  at  the  time  he  bad  a 
snrplns  in  his  balances  of  £115,000 
arising  from  the  unexpended  amounts  of 
the  previous  vear. 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  I  think  that 
would  be  necessarily  so,  because  at  the 
time  of  the  Budget  the  accounts  would 
not  have  been  completed,  so  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  not 
told  at  that  time  that  there  would  be  this 
money  available.  That  is  the  very  case 
in  which  I  am  saying  that  the  Chancellor 
oi  the  Exchequer  did  not  know  of  the 
amount. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  observed,  that  there 
being  this  balance  of  £11 5,000,  probably 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  his 
coming  Budget,  would  not  have  to  ask 
the  country  for  the  full  amount  of  the 
Navv  Estimates. 

Mr.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland)  said, 
the  burden  of  the  speech  of  the  late 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  For- 
wood)  was  that  the  policy  of  the  late 
Government  was  better  than  that  ctf  the 
present  Government.  He  would  like  to 
examine  that  allegation.  The  main  differ- 
ence between  the  financial  policy  of  the 
present  Government  and  the  late  Govern- 

Sir  Harcourt 


ment  was  thin  :  That  whilst  the  present 
Governmeut  proposed  that  the  cost  of  the 
normal  and  ahnonnal  programme  should 
be  defrayed  out  of  eurrent  revenue,  the 
late  Government  bound  Parliament  to  a 
stereotyped  programme  and  a  fixed  ex- 
penditure of  £21,000,000  in  five  years. 
But,  whilst  doing  this,  they  borrowed 
£10,000,000  and  took  seven  years'  credit, 
instead  of  paying  the  whole  in  the  five 
years.  This,  to  his  mind,  for  a  Depart- 
ment which  was-able  to  find  the  cash,  was 
short-sighted  fiuancing.  What  was  the 
consequence  ?  He  held  that  the  late 
Admiralty,  in  adopting  the  scheme  they 
did  under  the  Naval  Defence  Act,  adopted 
a  scheme  which  cost  the  country  more 
than  it  otherwiss  would.  It  cost  the 
taxpayers  something  like  £750,000  more 
than  what  they  would  have  been  called 
upon  to  pay  had  the  Government  voted 
the  money  out  of  the  annual  taxation  of 
the  country.  If  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  bad  suspended  the  operations 
of  the  Sinking  Fund  instead  of  adopting 
an  annuity  scheme  he  would  have  been 
adopting  a  sound  system  .of  financial 
policy,  but  the  scheme  he  did  adopt  was 
one  which,  from  the  necessities  of  the 
case,  simply  amounted  to  one  of  robbing 
Peter  to  pay  Paul.  With  regard  to  the 
programme  of  the  present  Government 
involving  a  very  lai^  addition  to  the 
naval  expenditure  of  the  country,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not 
informed  them  of  anything  as  to  ways 
and  means  ;  he  bad  not  told  them  how 
the  additional  cost  was  to  be  paid  for, 
whether  out  of  the  current  revenue  or 
from  some  other  source.  If  he  intended 
to  ask  the  taxpayers  of  the  country  to 
pay  for  the  additional  increase  in  the 
Navy  out  of  the  annual  expenditure  of 
the  country  he  thought  that  whilst  it 
might  be  regarded  as  a  policy  of  sound 
finance  it  would  not  be  expedient,  and 
for  this  reason :  the  trade  of  the  country 
was  just  emerging  from  a  long  period  of 
depression.  This  being  so,  the  easier 
the  Government  could  make  the  cost  to 
the  taxpayer  the  better  for  the  trade  of 
the  country.  The  Government  could 
borrow  any  amount  it  pleased  at  from  2^ 
to  2}  per  cent.,  whilst  the  extra 
£3,000,000,  if  drawn  at  once  from  the 
taxpayers,  meant  the  withdrawal  of  that 
amount  at  a  higher  rate  of  interest  from 
the  trading  cfHnmunity,  and  thus  so  much 
the  less  capital  for  ctnnmercial  purposM 
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HeDCe,  unless  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  some  windfall  under  his 
sleeve,  he  thought  he  would  act  wisely 
were  he  to  suspend  some  of  the  pay- 
ments due  under  the  Sinking  Fund  to 
meet  the  increased  cost.  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gientleman  intended  appro- 
priating some  of  the  profit  which  he 
could  secure  hy  disposing  of  some  of  the 
Suez  Canal  shares.  If  not,  why  then  he 
said  that  there  was  no  need  for  the 
Liberal  Party  to  iocnr  the  un- 
popularity of  additional  taxation,  and 
so  interfere  with  trade  at  the 
very  moment  that  it  was  reviving. 
In  connection  with  the  increased  ex- 
penditare,  Parliament  was  asked  to 
vote  an  increase  of  £1,654,200  for 
contract  work  in  shiphuilding,  and 
for  works  a  further  increase  of 
£270,000.  Now,  before  confirming 
the  Vote,  Parliament  must  be  as- 
sured that  the  moneys  voted  would  be 
spent  for  the  purposes  for  which  they 
were  voted.      He  said  this,  because  he 

t  found  from  the  Report  of  the  Auditor 
General  that  moneys  voted  for  contract 
shipbuilding  purposes  had  been,  during 
the  past  six  years,  grievously  misappro- 
priated, not  with  re^u^  to  shipbuilding 
only,  but  also  with  regard  to  works. 
Xlw  fact  was  there  seemed  to  be  in  con- 
nection widi  naval  expenditure  an  utter 
absence  of  financial  control.  It  was  so 
under  Lord  Nortbbrook's  period  of  office, 
when  he  made  the  mistake  of  spending 
£1,000,000  beyond  what  he  was  autho- 
rised to  do  ;  and  the  same  appeared  to 
have  been  the  case  down  to  the  date  of 
the  Report  issued  the  other  day.  Ac- 
cording to  the  Report  of  the  Auditor 
General  there  was  an  unexpended 
balance  of  £1,231,000.    They  were  uow 

,  asked  for  an  additional  increue  in  the 
contract  for  the  Shipbuilding  Vote  and 
the  Naval  Estimates  for  this  year.  Be- 
fore voting  this  large  additional  sum  of 
money  he  should  like  to  know  what  had 
become  of  the  £1,231,117,  which  was 
the  amount  less   expended   than  Was 

'  voted  by  Parliament  for  specific  purposes 
— namely,  for  contract  shipbuilding.  The 
Admiralty,  again,  had  spent  for  works 
£201,119  less  than  was  voted  by  Parlia- 
ment. He  wanted  to  know  what  had 
become  of  the  amount  which  had  not 
been  expended  ?  He  wished  to  press 
upon  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
that    this    money  ought    to  be  ex- 
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pended  strictly  for  the  purpose  for 
which  it  was  voted  by  Parliament, 
and  ought  not  to  be  devoted  to  any  other 
purpose.  He  should  like  to  say  a  word 
or  two  in  regard  to  the  naval  policy  of 
the  Government.  The  naval  policy  of 
the  present  Grovernment  was,  in  some 
measure,  a .  continuation  of  the  naval 
policy  of  the  late  Government.  The 
principle  laid  down  by  the  late,  and 
accepted  by  the  present,  Government, 
was  that  this  country  should  have  in 
ironclads  double  the  number  of  that  of 
any  other  Maritime  Power,  with  a  large 
preponderance  of  cruisers.  They  knew 
that  if  all  the  ships  built  under  the  Naval 
Defence  Act,  and  that  were  now  pro- 
posed to  be  built,  were  to  be  maintained 
on  a  war  footing  they  would  require  an 
enormous  increase  in  the  number  of  men. 
He  would  like  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  if  the  Government  had  laid 
down  any  policy  with  regard  to  the 
number  of  men  to  be  maintained  during 
a  period  of  peace,  and  also,  if  the  ships 
were  not  to  be  kept  on  a  war  footing, 
what  steps  had  been  taken  for  the  supply 
of  the  deficiency  which  would  naturally 
be  found  in  the  number  in  the  event  oE 
the  ships  having  to  be  mobilised  fOT  war  ? 
He  hoped  the  controversy  on  this  great 
question  was  not  whether  thiB  country 
should  have  double  the  number  of  battle- 
ships of  any  other  country  or  of  any 
other  two  countries,  for  he  held  that  the 
Government  of  the  day  should  satisfy 
Parliament  that  so  far  as  the  Navy  was 
concerned  it  was  not  a  question  of  double 
this  or  double  that,  but  one  of  supremacy. 
Unless  they  could  be  assured  that  the 
policy  of  this  country  with  regu^  to  ita 
Navy  and  its  necessary  appendages  was 
one  of  supremacy,  they  would  always  have, 
every  now  and  then,  a  panic.  Supposing 
in  the  case  of  the  next  European  war 
they  were  not  absolutely  supreme,  in  all 
probability  this  country  would  be  called 
upon  to  pay  a  war  indemnity  of 
£100,000,000or,perhap8,£l,000,000,000, 
and,  therefore,  he  held  that  the  expendi- 
ture of  £2,000,000,  more  or  less,  on  the 
Navy,  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
their  supremacy,  was  the  safest  and 
cheapest  insurance  in  which  this  country 
could  invest.  In  ascertaining  what 
ought  to  he  the  strength  of  the  Navy 
this  would,  in  a  large  measure,  depend 
upon  the  foreign  policy  of  the  country. 
He  should  like  to  ask  the  Guverument 
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whether  they  considered  that  this  couDtry 
was  to  maintain  its  position  in  the  Medi- 
terranean as  a  European  Power,  and  if 
thej  were,  as  a  Enropeau  Power,  to  be 
supreme  over  any  otlier  Power  and  over 
a  combination  of  Powers  ?  He  held  that 
their  position  in  the  Mediterranean  at 
the  present  moment  was  not  what  it 
ought  to  be.  To  hie  mind,  it  was  not  a 
question  of  whether  they  had  double  the 
number  of  ships  of  the  French  or  any 
other  Power  in  the  Mediterranean,  but 
it  was  a  question  of  being  so  supreme 
that  in  the  event  of  war  their  power 
would  be  nndeniable  and  overwhelming. 
This  was  not  the  case,  to  his  mind,  at 
present.  In  his  opinion,  the  French  had 
a  much  larger  Mediterranean  Squadron 
than  England.  But  this  was  not  the 
only  point  of  comparison  in  favour  of 
France.  The  French  had  a  fortified  base 
from  which,  in  the  event  of  war,  they 
could  direct  operations,  with  this  advan- 
tage :  that  they  had  any  number  of  docks, 
which  were  equipped  with  all  modern 
appliances,  sufficiently  large  to  permit  of 
the  docking  and  repairing  of  15  or  20 
ships  at  one  time,  whilst  they  had  also  the 
further  advantage  of  having  no  difficulty 
with  regard  to  fuel.  At  any  time,  in 
the  event  of  an  European  war,  France 
could  have  her  fuel  supplies  carried  over- 
land to  the  ships  lying  in  the  harbours. 
On  the  other  hand,  all  that  England  had 
was  Malta,  where  the  harbour  accommo- 
dation was  not  nearly  sufficient  for  the 
requirements  of  the  large  fleet  they 
were  bound  to  maintain  for  the  purpose 
of  retaining  their  power  in  the  Mediter- 
ranean, Again,  the  harbours  in  Malta 
were  not  equipped  with  modem  appliances, 
and  they  were  lacking  in  other  essentials. 
With  regard  to  fnel  urangements  in  case 
<rf  war,  whilst  the  French  could  obtain 
coal  without  one  voyage,  they,  on  their 
part,  ■^nuld  have  to  convoy  coal  from 
this  country  to  the  Mediterranean. 
Perhaps  it  might  be  said  that  in  case  of 
need  their  squadron  could  fall  back  upon 
Gibraltar.  What  good  would  that  be  ? 
To  fall  back  upon  (jribraltar  as  it  was  at 
present  fortified  would  be  to  tumble  into 
a  fool's  paradise.  The  Grovernment  pro- 
posed this  year  to  spend  £1,000  in  ex- 
tending the  mole  and  £1,000  in  com- 
mencing a  dock  at  Gibraltar,  Common- 
sense  told  him  tiiat  the  expenditore  of 
these  small  sums  when  sooh  vast  interests 
were  at  stake  was  mere  child's  play.  If 

Mr,  Gourley 


they  were  to  maintain  their  position  in 
the  Mediterranean,  Gibraltar  must  have 
not  only  a  safe  mole,  but  there  must  also 
be  a  large  graving  dock  at  the  entrance 
to  the  Mediterranean.  The  Government 
and  Parliament  must  &ee  this  most  im- 
portant factor,  A  dock  must  be  made 
at  the  end  of  the  Mole  Parade  900  feet 
in  length,  or  there  must  be  two  docks,  one 
500  and  the  other  400  feet  long,  capable 
of  docking  two  large  ships  or  half-a- 
dozen  small  ones.  Then,  in  addition, 
there  must  be  space  for  all  the  large 
plant  necessary  for  repairs.  To  make 
preparations  for  merely  painting  a  ship's 
bottom  was  absurd.  He  wanted  to  know 
what  preparations  were  being  made  at 
Gibraltar  for  plant,  engine,  boiler,  and 
heavy  cranes  which  were  necessary  in 
the  repair  of  ironclads  ?  Unless  the  dock 
was  to  be  fully  equipped  with  modem 
appliances  it  would  be  of  no  use  what- 
ever. Then,  to  complete  the  supremacy 
of  Great  Britain  in  the  Mediterranean, 
there  must  be  another  refuge  in  Cyprus. 
Why  did  Lord  Beaconsfield  secure  this 
island  for  the  country  ?  It  was  so  that 
it  might  be  used  as  a  base  for  the  Navy. 
The  harbonr  of  Fumagusta  ought  to  be 
at  once  dredged  and  made  a  strat^cal 
harbonr  and  place  of  refuge  and  rendea- 
vous  for  their  ships.  With  a  powerful 
dredger  this  could  easily  be  done,  and  at 
a  small  cost.  He  held  that  unless  they 
were  prepared  to  abandon  the  Mediter- 
ranean they  must  have  supremacy  in 
their  base.  They  must  have  Gibraltar 
to  prevent  the  egress  and  ingress  of 
hostile  ships  in  the  event  of  war,  Malta 
as  the  Central  base,  and  Cyprus  to  guard 
the  route  to  the  Dardanelles  and  the 
Canal.  With  regard  to  the  naval  pro- 
gramme of  the  GoTemment,  if  what  he 
had  indicated— namely,  supremacy  in  the 
Mediterranean — ^was  tiieir  policy,  then 
double  the  number  of  only  two— say, 
the  two  leading — Powers  was  not  suffi- 
cient for  their  purpose.  Having  said  so 
much  with  regard  to  the  policy  he  con- 
sidered necessary  in  the  Mediterranean, 
he  now  desired  to  say  a  few  words  upon 
the  programme  itself.  The  building  pro- 
gramme of  the  Grovernment  involved,  to 
bis  mind,  a  very  large  expenditure.  The 
largest  amount  of  expenditure  was  that 
which  was  proposed  to  be  expended  on 
large  ironclads.  He  had  always  taken 
objection  to  the  building  of  targe  iron- 
dads.   Hie  loss  of  one  ctf  these  vcHnds 
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meant  the  sacrifioe  not  only  of  much 
honuui  life  bat  of  an  enormous  amount  of 
property.  Under  their  armour  belt  they 
were  liable  to  be  struck  by  sbellor  torpedo, 
and  if  the  mechanical  apparatus  by  which 
their  guns  were  worked  became  dis- 
arranged they  were  no  better  than  mere 
logs  of  wood  in  the  water.  The  only 
ai^ument  urged  in  their  favour  was  that 
they  presented  a  better  platform  on  which 
to  work  the  gans.  When  they  talked  of 
a  better  platform,  what  was  the  platform 
displayed  in  the  Bay  of  Biscay  the  other 
day  1^  the  BoMoltUion  f  It  was  perfectly 
true  Uiat  experts  bad  said  the  Be$oliUioH 
was  a  safe  ship,  but  here  was  what  was 
said  of  her  by  one  who  was  on  board — 

"  With  a  mailmcm  angle  of  Btability  of  88 
def^rees  she  rolled  42  d^rees  in  modentte 
weather,  and  when  fairly  io  the  gale  we  dared 
not  torn  round  for  fear  of  going  orer.  Tone  of 
water,  moreover,  came  below,  and  at  one  time 
there  were  fire  feet  of  waterin  the  engine-room. 
In  short,  a  firet-clara  battleship,  wi^  700  men 
on  board,  hul  the  narrowest  escape  of  aharing 
the  fate  of  the  Captain,  and,  as  it  is,  the  ship  is 
dangerously  strained  and  leaking  from  the 
effects  of  one  gale." 

That  certain!  T  did  not  go  to  prove  that 
these  lar^e  sKipa  had  a  better  platform. 
Suppose  they  had  been  at  war,  and  the 
Setolution  had  been  attacked  by  a  vessel 

of  the  Rurie  class  in  such  condition  of 
weather,  it  was  clear  that  she  would  have 
been  at  the  mercy  of  her  enemy  and  must 
have  been  destroyed.  He  would  like  to 
read  to  the  House  the  opinion  of  the  late 
Hobart  Fasba  with  regard  to  ships. 
HobarC  Ffuha  had  coDsiderable  experience 
of  naval  fighting  during  the  Russo- 
Torkish  War,  and  he  wrote  a  letter  re- 
garding the  position  of  the  Navy  to  Lord 
Brassey.  This  was  what  he  said,  and  he 
had  experience — ■ 

"What  we  want  are  small,  heavily-armed, 
fast  vessels,  aa  it  were,  vessels  that  will  hop 
ronod  their  enemy  like  a  cooper  ronnd  a  cask, 
hitting  him  on  every  vulnerable  point,  shelling 
his  decks  at  long  range,  and  worrying  him  to 
death.  Of  coarse,  small  vessels  would  be  liable 
to  hard  knocks  now  and  then ;  but  yon  cannot 
go  to  war  in  kid  gloves." 

They  had  oaval  officers  of  considerate 
experience  who  held  the  same  views.  He 
contended  that  before  the  Admiralty  de- 
cided on  building  such  a  large  number  of 
these  huge  battleships  they  ought  at 
least  to  have  given  reasonable  and  care- 
ful consideration  to  what  had  been  done, 
and  the  lines  of  policy  followed  by  other 
countries.   All  other  countries  were  dis- 


carding  these  huge  ships.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  admitted 
to-night  that  the  programme  might  be 
altered  if  it  were  found  that  other  mari- 
time nations  had  begun  to  discard  huge 
vessels.  The  Americans  had  always 
been  looked  upon  as  go-ahead  people, 
who  were  not  slow  to  adopt  modern 
appliances,  whether  in  guns  or  ships,  but 
they  were  not  following  the  example  of 
this  country  with  regard  to  these  huge 
ironclads.  The  other  day  the  Americans 
launched  a  vessel  called  the  Indiana^  of 
10,000  tons,  and  io  an  article  in  The 
New  York  Herald  the  conditions  and 
qualities  of  the  two  classes  of  ships  were 
compared,  and  what  was  said  was  this — 

"  Mr.  Clowes  abows  the  superiority  of  oar 
10,000  ton  battleships  over  those  of  the  British 
14,000.  The  Royal  Sovereign^t  heavy  gans 
most  be  broi^ht  to  the  fore  and  aft  line  for 
loadii^,  while  the  IwUoiib'^  can  be  loaded  in 
any  position." 

He  should  like  to  ask  whether  any  im- 
provement with  regard  to  the  bringing  of 
guns  in  a  position  for  the  purpose  of 
being  loaded  had  recently  been  made  in 
the  new  ships  that  were  to  be  laid  down, 
and  whether  each  gun  would  be  supplied 
from  an  independent  magazine,  or  whe- 
ther the  ammunition  would  have  to  be 
brought  from  a  distance  ?  In  his  view, 
the  huge  ironclads  wore  only  good  for 
coast  defence.  Some  of  them  could  not 
be  sent  farther  than  Gibraltar  without 
requiring  to  coal,  and  no  system  had  yet 
been  devised  by  the  Admiralty  for  coal- 
ing ships  at  sea.  He  would  venture  to 
recommend  the  bnilding  of  a  second-class 
of  colliers,  partly  armed,  so  as  to  d^end 
themselves  against  attack.  Id  his  view, 
the  vessels  that  could  carry  the  most  coal 
would  be  those  which  would  win  in 
future  warfare.  It  was  all  very  well  to 
compare  our  numbers  of  ships  and  guns 
with  the  number  of  ships  and  guns  pos- 
sessed by  other  countries,  but  what  we 
wanted  was  efficiency.  He  desired  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whe- 
ther he  considered  that  the  condition  of 
the  Navy  of  this  country,  in  regard  to  30 
or  40  of  our  ships  which  were  armed  with 
muzzle-loading  gans,  was  in  such  an 
eflScient  condition  as  the  Navy  of  a 
Power  such  as  Great  Britain  ought  to  be 
placed  in?  The  muzzle-loading  guns  on 
board  our  men-of-war  were  no  better  than 
scrap-iron,  and  the  whole  of  them  ought 
to  be  removed.  Another  reason  for  their 
removaJl  was  that  they  were  not  of  the 
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same  pattern,  aod  could  not  interchaage 
their  ammanition  in  case  one  ship  or  an- 
other ran  short.  Defects  of  that  kind 
ought  to  be  removed  by  those  respon- 
sible for  the  efficiency  of  the  Navy  re- 
gardless of  expense.  With  regard  to  the 
question  of  manning,  he  thought  that 
dnriog  the  last  lOyears  15,000  permanent 
men  had  been  added  to  the  Navy  at  a 
eoBt  of  £1,250,000  per  annum,  and  the 
present  Board  were  proposing  a  further 
increase  of  6,800.  He  held  that  before 
increasing  the  permanent  forces  of 
the  Navy  they  ought  to  organise 
the  Naval  Reserve.  The  Naval 
Reserve  for  the  protection  of  the 
Mercantile  Marine  were  not  used  as  they 
ought  to  be.  This  enormous  increase  to 
the  number  of  men  would  add  greatly  to 
the  annual  expenditure  of  money,  and 
the  Government  ought  to  endeavour  to 
effect  their  object  by  a  less  expensive 
Bcbeme. 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.) 
said,  he  considered  be  should  be  neglect- 
ing his  duty  to  his  constituents  if  he  did 
not  enter  a  strong  protest  against  the 
action  of  the  Admiralty  in  completely 
ignoring  the  claims  of  Uaulbowline  to 
a  share  in  the  contemplated  shipbuilding 
expenditure.  Of  the  £17,000,000  which 
were  about  to  be  voted  for  the  needs  of 
the  Royal  Navy  during  the  current  year 
the  taxpayers  of  Ireland  would  contribute 
at  least  £1,200,000,  and  yet  it  was  not 
proposed  to  build  as  much  as  a  gunboat 
at  the  only  Government  dockyard  in  that 
country,  and  while  over  the  sum  of 
£4,000,000  was  to  be  appropriated  to  the 
requirements  of  the  dockyards  of  Great 
Britain  a  paltry  £5,000  was  considered 
sufficient  to  meet  the  wants  of  the  only 
Irish  dockyard.  Or  to  put  the  case  more 
plainly  still,  out  of  each  £100  contributed 
by  Irish  taxpayers  towards  the  present 
Naval  Estimates  £99  12s.  6d.  would  be 
spent  in  Great  Britain,  and  the  remaining 
three  half  crowns  would  be  expended  in 
Irelaod. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON :  There  is 
none  being  expended  in  Scotland. 

Captain  DONELAN,  continuing, 
said,  the  persistency  with  which  the 
claims  of  Haulbowlinebad  been  invariably 
slighted  and  overlooked  by  successive 
Boards  of  Admiralty  was  the  more  extra- 
ordinary and  inexcusable  when  it  was 
borne  in  mind  that  over  £600,000  of 
public  money  had  beeut  sank  in  building 
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this  dock  and  basin,  and  when. 
it  was  also  remembered  that  this 
dockyard  was  situated  in  the  finest 
and  most  commodious  harbour  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  In  view  of  those 
facts,  he  thought  it  was  veiy  much  to  be 
regretted  that  the  Admiralty  had  not 
applied — as  be  had  suggested  in  the  foim 
of  a  question— £2,000  or  £8,000  of  those 
£17,000,000  in  famishiug  Hanlbowline 
with  a  building  slip  for  the  construction 
of  a  small  class  of  vessels.  A  step  in 
this  direction  would  have  been  very  much 
appreciated  by  the  Irish  people,  because 
it  would  have  shown  that  the  Admiralty 
had  begun  to  recognise  that  something 
was  due  in  that  respect  to  the  Sister 
Island,  and  it  would  also  have  been  a 
very  graceful  way  of  marking  the  recent 
visit  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
to  the  dockyard.  While,  however,  he 
felt  called  upon  to  make  that  protest,  he 
willingly  admitted  that  the  present  Ad- 
miralty Board  bad  done  something— in- 
deed, he  might  say  had  done  a  great  deal 
— to  improve  the  condition  of  Haul- 
bowlinc,  and  they  had  succeeded  to  a 
certain  extent  in  rescuing  it  from  the 
derelict  and  abandoned  state  into  which 
it  had  been  allowed  to  fall  and  remain 
by  the  late  Government.  He,  therefore, 
appealed  with  confidence  to  the  courteous 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  to  give  some 
assurance  that  be  would  take  a  further 
step  in  the  right  direction,  and  that  just 
and  reasonable  claims  of  Haulbowline  to 
a  share  in  the  proposed  Bhipbuildiug 
programme  would  be  fairly  re-considered 
by  the  Admiralty. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  that  in  consequence  of  the  language 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  regard  to 
revoting,  he  felt  compelled  to  make 
some  remarks  on  behalf  of  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee,  of  which  he  was  a 
Member.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman*^ 
remarks  somewhat  surprised  him  and 
other  Members  of  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee,  and  induced  him  to  state 
what  they  understood  to  be  the  financial 
principles  governing  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Suppose  at  the  end  of  the  year 
there  was  a  balance  of  £200,000  on  the 
Shipbuilding  Vote  unexpended,  what 
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became  of  that  balanoe  ?  It  was,  be 
contended,  Burrendered  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  aad  applied  to 
the  reduction  of  the  National  Debt.  No 
doubt  Buch  a  balaaoe  would  reprint 
some  work  not  done  or  some  liability  not 
diachM'ged ;  bat  that  liability  of  an 
■dmioiBtratiTe  or  executive  character 
would  have  to  stand  over  to  the  follow- 
iDg  year,  and  then  would  have  to  be 
added  to  the  liability  of  that  year,  and 
upon  the  sum  total  of  such  liability  the 
Estimates  would  be  submitted  by  the 
Spending  Department  to  the  House, 
the  Votes  in  Supply  being  passed  accord- 
ingly. This  process  was  guarded  by  the 
issues  from  the  Exchequer,  which  were 
under  the  control  of  a  Parliamentary  officer 
—the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General. 
Id  the  case  of  an  unexpended  balance  it 
followed  that  there  must  have  been  an 
issue  under  the  authority  of  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  Greueral.  If  the  issue 
was  not  made  by  the  Slst  of  Uarch  it 
would  not  ibe  made  at  all,  as  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  General  would  not 
allow  it  to  be  made — be  would  regulate 
the  issues  by  the  Parliamentary  Votes, 
and  by  those  alone.  If  the  money  was 
not  issued  by  the  31st  of  March  to  the 
Spending  Department  it  would  never  be 
issued  at  all.  That  seemed  to  him  and 
the  members  of  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  about  the  most  elementary 
docuine  that  could  possibly  be  pro- 
pounded, and  they  would  not  have 
ventured  to  give  expression  to  snch  a 
truism  had  it  not  been  for  the  extra- 
ordinary statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer with  respect  to  re-voting.  What- 
ever might  be  the  experience  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with  regard 
to  public  accounts — -and  possibly  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  say  he  was 
not  an  authority  on  these  subjects — at 
any  rate,  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
was  as  good  an  authority  as  there  was  in 
the  House  on  the  matter.  He  (Sir  R. 
Temple)  had  had  the  honour  of  serving 
under  the  Chairmanship  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  U.  Eay-Shuttleworth) 
for  several  years  on  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee,  and  he  appealed  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  rise  in  his  place  and 
say  whether  the  doctrine  he  (Sir  R. 
Temple)  had  ventured  to  submit  was 
comet  or  not.  If  it  was  sud  that 
eh^ter  and  vrase  should  be  quoted  inas- 
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much  as  he  bad  ventured  so  positively  to 
contradict  wliat  he  understood — perhaps 
erroneously — to  be  the  doctrine  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  he  would  refer  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  National  Debt  Sinking  Fund 
Act  of  1875.  Sectictn  5  said  diat  if 
there  should  be  for  any  financial  year 

"  a  sarplns  of  income  above  ezpendltnre  for 
that  year  the  Treasury  shall  in  the  ooune  of 
the  next  financial  year  cause  the  amounts  of 
Bach  Barons,  which  may  be  called  the  OM 
Sinking  Fond,  to  be  issaed  nnder  the  Con- 
solidated  Fund, " 

and  so  forth.  The  sub-section  went  on— 

"  The  Old  Sinking  Fnnd  as  above  described 
shall  be  issaed  to  the  National  Debt  Commis- 
sioners, and  shall  be  applied  I9-  them  wltbin  six 
months  the  issoe  thereof  for  the  purpose  of 
redeeming  or  payioft  off  any  one  or  mor^ 
oC  the  following  descriptions  of  debt." 

Then  the  section  ended  with  what 
seemed  to  the  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee to  be  a  sort  of  extra  guard  in  the 
matter — 

"Bat  the  Old  Sinking  Fund  ehall  not  be 
applied  in  paying  off  any  loans  borrowed  under 
any  Act," 

and  so  forth.  There  might  be  other 
Acts  bearing  ou  the  point.  They  had 
not  had  much  time  for  searching,  and 
there  might  be  some  further  Statutes  or 
Treasury  Regulations  which  confirmed 
the  doctrine  he  had  ventured  to  lay 
down.  At  all  events,  that  doctrine  was 
coufirmed  by  the  Statute  be  had  quoted. 
In  order  to  ensure  that  this  Act  was 
complied  with  the  House  had  appointed 
a  Parliamentary  officer,  who  was  well- 
known — ■namely,  the  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General.  The  House  appointed 
every  year  a  Committee  to  consider  the 
Auditor  Generars  Report,  and  generally 
to  see  on  behalf  of  the  House  that  these 
laws  were  complied  with.  They  would 
have  thought,  under  all  these  circum- 
stances, that  nothing  could  be  more 
explicitly  provided  for  by  a  Parliament 
in  any  respect.  In  confinnation  of  this, 
it  was  notorious  that  in  the  contract 
branch  of  the  Shipbuilding  Department 
it  often  happened  that  the  sums  provided 
for  had  not  beenj  paid  to  the  con- 
tractors. He  believed  that  his  right 
hoD.  Friend  the  late  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  would  confirm  him  when 
he  said  that  it  had  always  been  a 
matter  of  anxiety  at  the  Admiralty  that 
money  should  not  be  lost — that  the  con- 
traotOTS  should  complete  their  work  and 
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get  their  money  within  the  financial  year. 
He  did  not  say  that  they  had  been  im- 
properly anxioas,  but  they  had  always 
been  properly  anxious  !□  the  matter.  It 
was  a  sad  thing  to  think  that  money 
which  might  hare  been  applied  to  ex- 
pediting the  constniction  of  war  vessels 
might  have  to  be  snrrendered  to  the 
CommiflBionen  of  NaUonal  Debt  for  re- 
ducing the  capital  account.  If  Uke  doc- 
trine he  had  laid  down  were  not  in  full 
effect  and  force*  what  would  be  the 
reason  for  this  anxiety  ?  Whence  all 
these  fears  ?  For  this,  and  for  no  other 
reason-~that  the  Admiralty  were  well 
aware  that  if  the  money  could  not  be 
properly  expended  before  the  31st  of 
March  it  would  be  lost  to  the  great 
Spending  Department  altogether.  Among 
the  many  good  reasons  for  the  Naval 
Defence  Act  was  the  prevention  of  these 
Burrenden,  so  that  if  money  conld  not  be 
spent  as  provided  within  tiie  year  for 
shipbailding  it  could  be  placed  into  the 
fund  established  under  the  Act  and 
would  not  be  lost  to  the  Navy.  The 
dootrine  he  had  laid  down  was  perfectly 
clear,  and  what,  therefore,  became  of  the 
doctrine  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer when  he  talked  about  unex- 
pended balances  being  re-voted  ?  The 
money  was  not  there  to  be  re-voted ; 
and  if  it  were,  and  were  dealt  with  in 
that  way,  the  Treasury  would  be  in- 
stantly pulled  up  by  the  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General.  To  carry  out  its  own 
Bule  the  House  had  provided  a  double 
check  ;  so  that  if  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  used  his  argument  to  show 
that  the  Naval  Defence  Act  was  not 
needed  he  (Sir  R.  Temple)  ventured 
to  controvert  his  statement.  If 
the  money  was  not  to  be  sur- 
rendered, and  not  to  be  lost  to 
the  Spending  Department  there  must 
be  a  Naval  Defence  Act,  or  something 
equivalent  to  it,  otherwiae  the  surrender 
neoesutrily  took  place,  and  there  was  no 
other  wa^  of  preserving  the  money  fw 
the  service  m  the  Admiralty  and  the 
Navy.  He  hoped  he  might  be  excused 
for  these  observations,  but  it  certainly 
seemed  to  him  that  this  explanation  was 
called  for  by  the  extraordinary  argu- 
ment used  bj  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. 

*Mb.  EGERTON  ALLEN  (Pembroke, 
&o.)  said,  he  had  giren  notice  of  his  in- 
tention to  more  the  reduction  of  the 
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Vote  by  £2,579  for  the  salaries  of  five 
dockyard  chaplains,  but  he  would  content 
himself  with  calling  attention  to  the 
:  matter.  He  did  not  wish  to  interfere 
with  the  vested  interests  of  the  gentle- 
men who  might  now  be  enjoying  their 
salaries  as  chaplains.  They,  no  doubt, 
were  entitled  to  expect  that  the  length 
of  the  appointments  to  which  they 
looked  forward  should  not  be  in 
any  way  curtailed,  and  he  did  not 
desire  to  interfere  with  those  gentlemen 
holding  their  appointments  during  the 
unexpired  portion  of  their  term.  But  he 
thought  he  was  entitled — in  fact,  bound 
— to  call  attention  to  what  seemed  to 
him  a  way  in  which  the  public  funds 
could  in  the  future  be  justly  and  properly 
saved.  Dockyard  Membera  were  not 
looked  on  with  favour  by  the  House, 
because  they  were  always  asking  for 
money  ont  of  the  Public  Exchequer; 
but  here  was  an  oceasion  on  which 
a  Dockyard  Member  rose  in  order 
to  attempt  to  save  a  sum  to  the 
National  Purse.  Hon.  Members  might 
have  a  kind  of  impression — the  public 
generally,  perhaps,  had  a  kind  of  impres- 
siou — that  dockyard  chaplains  devoted 
themselves  to  the  spiritual  care  of  lai^ 
numbers  of  men.  They  were  looked  on, 
probably,  in  the  same  way  as  chaplains 
of  regiments,  of  workhouses,  and  of 
prisons.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  dock- 
yard chaplains  bad  Uttle  or  nothing  to 
do.  The  men  employed  in  the  dockyards 
lived  in  the  town,  and  the  town  was  well 
served,  of  course,  not  only  with  parish 
churches  hut  with  numerous  places  of 
worship,  and  all  dockyard  men  had  their 
spiritual  wants  provided  for  in  the  town. 
The  only  possible  people  for  whom  the 
dockyard  chaplains  were  entertained  were 
perhaps  half-a-dozen  of  the  highest 
officials  who  lived  within  the  dockyard 
walls.  These  persons  might  possibly 
oosBider  it  necessuy  for  their  dignity  to 
go  to  a  church  or  chapel  of  their  own, 
and  to  be  administered  to  by  a  chaplain 
of  their  own,  but  except  in  the  interest 
of  half-a-dozen  individuals  no  work  save 
one  or  two  services  on  Sunday  could 
fall  to  the  lot  of  these  chaplains.  If  they 
were  to  interfere  so  as  to  earn  their 
money,  so  to  speak,  by  looking  after  the 
spiritual  welfare  of  the  dockyutl 
labourers  they  would  immediatriy  come 
into  contact  and  competition  with  the 
legitimate  ministers  of  tiie-distoict^  The 
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Church  of  England  clergymen  of  the 
district  would  be  the  first  1o  resent  and 
repudiate  all  ioterference  amongst  their 
own  flocks  by  the  dockyard  chaplain. 
He  would  suggest  that  if  it  was  con- 
aidered  necessary  tiuit  Sunday  services 
should  be  performed  in  the  dockyard 
chapel  for  the  benefit  of  the  Admiral 
Superivtendent,  and,  perhaps,  three  other 
doekjard  officials,  it  would  be  possible, 
insteftd  iji  paying  a  dockyard  chaplain 
SMuewhere  about  £500  a  yrar,  to  allow  a 
local  clergyman  £100  a  year  or  £150  to 
appoint  a  curate  to  do  the  work  for  which 
curate  parochial  duties  oould  be  found 
during  tbe  week.  He  trusted  that  someone 
representing  the  Admiralty  wonld  promise 
that  some  inquiry  would  be  made  into  this 
subject ;  that  these  sinecures  would  not 
continue  in  the  future  as  in  the  past,  but 
that  as  the  terms  of  office  or  swvice 
of  the  chaplains  in  occupation  ran  out 
they  would  not  be  renewed. 

The  civil  LORD  ov  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  £.  Robertson,  Dundee) 
said,  that  perhaps  he  might  be  allowed 
to  deal  with  the  question  so  modestly 
introduced  by  the  hon.  Grentlemaa  the 
Member  for  tbe  Pembroke  Boroughs. 
He  need  hardly  say  that  he  should  be 
doing  himself  great  injustice  if  he  con- 
cealed his  personal  sympathy  with  tbe 
object  the  hon.  Member  had  in  view. 
Speaking  for  the  Admiralty,  he  might 
s^ely  say  that  the  inquiry  which  had 
been  aalrad  for  would  certainly  not  be 
rrfosed.  But  the  hon.  Member  reised  a 
much  larger  question  than  he  was  aware 
of,  and  that  was  the  disestablishing  of 
the  Church,  not  only  in  the  dock- 
yards, but  elRcwhere.  Tbe  boo.  Mem- 
ber dealt  only  with  the  five  chaplains 
in  the  home  yards,  but  the  Esti- 
mates provided  for  nine  chaplains, 
and  if  he  undertook  inquiry  it  would  in- 
clude the  nine  chaplaincies  ;  -  and  it 
seemed  to  him  that  in  principle  it  would 
extend  to  the  whole  system  of  chaplain- 
cies ia  the  Navy  and  in  the  Army.  Some 
time  ago  he  stated,  in  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  that  the  cost 
of  the  ecclesiastical  system  in  the  Navy 
was  £33,253,  and  the  corresponding  ex- 
penditure for  the  Army  was  £58,160.  If 
once  an  inquiry  of  this  kind  was  begun 
it  could  not  very  well  be  kept  within 
the  limits  laid  down  by  the  hon. 
Member,  and  that  was  what  he 
mMnt  when  he  said  that  the  hoti. 
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Member  had  raised  a  large  principle. 
He  was  not  sure  whether  any  saving 
would  be  effected  by  the  arrangement 
suggested.  The  chaplains  of  the  home 
yards  were  uot  in  receipt  of  full  pay 
altogether,  but  of  a  special  allowanoe,  as 
they  were  clergymen  who  had  reth^ 
from  the  ecclesiastical  services  of  the 
Navy,  and  all  that  would  be  saved  wonld 
be  tiie  difference  between  their  jvesent 
allowanoe  and  the  retirranent  allowanoe 
to  which  they  were  entitled  from  the 
Navy,  which  was  very  small.  Alto- 
gether be  was  sorry  that  his  hon.  Friend 
had  raised  the  question  ;  but,  so  far  as  it 
had  been  raised,  and  within  the  limits  to 
which  it  had  been  confined,  he  had  only 
to  repeat  the  assurance  which  he  bad 
al.'eady  given  his  hon.  FrienJ — that  the 
matter  was  receiving  attention. 

Mb.  WOLFF  (Belfast,  E.)  said,  the 
Debate  had  so  far  continued  on  the 
financial  part  of  the  question  that  it  was 
with  some  hesitation  that  he  brought  it 
back  to  the  actual  construction  of  ships, 
of  which  he  might  say  he  knew  some- 
thing. A  great  deal  had  been  said 
about  the  way  the  money  was  divided, 
and  also  as  to  whether  it  would  have 
been  better  to  pass  a  Naval  Defence  Act 
for  five  years,  or  that  the  money  should 
be  provided  each  year;  for  the  work 
intended  to  be  done  in  that  particular 
year.  But  if  the  Govemment  were 
really  serious  in  their  programme,  and 
if  they  really  meant  to  carry  out 
the  additions  to  the  Navy  which  they 
talked  about,  there  could  be  little  differ- 
ence between  a  progranune  for  fire  years 
such  as  that  provided  by  the  late  Con- 
servative Govemment  and  a  programme 
provided  for  each  separate  year.  The 
great  question  for  the  country  was  that 
the  Navy  should  be  sufficiently  strong  to 
meet  all  the  necessary  requirements ; 
that  it  should  be  sufficient  to  meet  the 
Navies  of  any  two  countries  in  the  world 
combined,  and  that  under  any  circum- 
stances whatsoever,  or  any  complications 
that  might  arise,  we  should  be  able  to 
hold  our  own.  The  programme  sketched 
out  by  the  Government  was  one  that  had 
met  with  the  approbation  of  both  Parties 
in  the  House,  and  also  with  the  appro- 
bation of  everyone  in  the  country  who 
took  an  interest  iu  the  subject.  Possibly, 
it  was ,  not  the  less  popular  because  it 
professed  on  ^e  face  of  it  to  do  consider- 
ably niore  than  it  aotaalU;  perfmmed. 
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For  iuBtance,  there  was  no  doubt  that  the 
Magnificent^  for  which  the  Gorernmeot 
had  taken  credit  this  year,  belonged  really 
to  last  year.  Although  he  agreed  with 
the  programme  of  the  GrovenimeDt  for 
strengthening  the  Navy,  he  did  not  know 
that  he  was  altogether  satisfied  from 
the  sbipbttildars*  point  of  view  with 
the  particular  ships  and  the  particular 
modcus  and  dimoisions  of  them  which  the 
Government  proposed  to  construct. 
Some  time  ago  a  very  lengthened  dis- 
cussion on  the  subject  was  inaugurated 
by  his  Colleague  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Belfast,  and  he  was  replied  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff.  A  discus- 
sion of  that  sort  was  too  technical  to 
intOTOst  the  House,  and  he  did  not  intend 
to  go  into  it  again.  He  wished  to  say, 
however,  that  he  was  not  wilting  to  agree 
in  all  respects  with  what  his  Colleague 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Belfost  had 
suggested  as  to  increasing  the  length  of 
ships.  One  thing  that  struck  him  in 
the  discussion  was  that  while  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Belfast  discussed 
what  would  be  the  best  model  for 
steaming  ships,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cardiff  went  entirely  on  the  point  as  to 
what  was  the  beet  model  for  fighting 
ships.  He  thought  that  whatever  was 
the  best  model  with  respect  to  the  dimen- 
sions for  the  Mercantile  Marine,  the  same 
dimensions  would  hold  good  in  the  Navy, 
though  there  were,  of  course,  other  con- 
tingencies that  must  be  considered  in  the 
construction  of  a  man-of-war.  Vessels  in  the 
Navy  must  be  fully  qualified  as  fighting 
ships,  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought 
the  question  of  steam  power  should  be 
well  considered  by  the  Government.  If 
we  were  a  Power  like  Russia,  and  could 
concentrate  our  ships  for  the  defence  of 
our  coasts,  and  had  not  to  look  after 
colonies  all  over  the  world  and  commerce 
all  over  the  world,  then  possibly  it  would 
be  right  to  give  all  our  attention  to  the 
fighting  power  of  oar  ships.  The  noble 
Lord  who  was  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  in  the  late  Government  took 
the  view  that  we  should  be  supplied 
with  fighting  ships  concentrated  in  the 
Channel  to  defend  our  coasts  in  the  case 
of  a  possible  attack.  With  that,  bow- 
ever,  he  did  not  agree.  We  had  too 
many  interests  all  over  -the  ^rld  to 
abandon  altogether  the  questionk  of  the 
steaming  qualifications  of  ourl  iships. 
Questions  such  as  how  much  cotf  of  «hip 

Mr.  Wolff  I 


could  carry  and  with  what  speed  it 
could  go  were  of  enormous  importance, 
considering  that  we  had  interests  to 
protect  all  over  the  world,  and  he  would 
press  ou  the  Admiralty  that  tu  their 
present  programme,  or  any  future  pro- 
gramme they  might  derise,  they  should 
give  that  matter  their  most  serious  « 
consideration.  That  brought  him  to 
the  question  as  to  how  far  they 
were  justified  in  throwing  the  whole 
programme  of  construction  on  the  officials 
of  the  Admiralty.  He  knew  those  men 
were  thoroughly  competent  for  the  work. 
He  knew  of  no  one  better  qualified  for 
designing  or  constructing  a  battleship 
than  the  present  Chief  Constructor  of 
the  Navy,  and  that  gentleman  was  not 
only  advised  but  controlled,  to  a  great 
extent,  by  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty, 
and  naval  men  of  experience.  He  had 
no  doubt  that,  in  their  way,  they  gave 
the  Chief  Constructor  of  the  Navy  tlieir 
best  assistance  ;  but  he  had  always  found 
that,  when  people  were  engaged  iu  a 
certain  business,  they  were  reluctant  to 
receive  control  from  the  outside,  and 
they  were  prone  to  imagine  that  they 
were  the  only  people  who  knew  anything 
about  the  business.  It  would  be  a  great 
advantage  to  people  engaged  in  mercan- 
tile construction  to  get  advice  from 
people  who  were  similarly  engaged,  and^ 
therefore,  he  thought  that  the  suggestion 
that  a  Committee,  or  a  Commission 
some  kind,  should  be  appointed  to  super- 
intend the  naval  programme  of  the 
Government,  and  to  give  their  opinions 
on  the  plans  drawn  up  by  the  Ad- 
miralty, was  one  that  was  well  worthy 
the  consideration  of  the  Government. 
There  were  many  points  of  a  ship  which 
could  be  improved  besides  its  points  for 
offensive  and  defensive  purposes.  He 
was  not  fit  to  give  advice  with  regard  to 
fighting  ships,  because  that  was  not  his 
business,  and  be  had  nothing  to  do  with 
guns  and  armour ;  but  so  far  as  the 
principles  of  construction  were  concerned^ 
he  believed  that  if  the  su^ested  Com- 
mission were  appointed  great  advantage 
would  follow  from  having  ou  it  men  who 
were  engaged  in  the  Mercantile  Marine. 
Then  there  was  the  question  as  to'  whe- 
ther it  was  desirable  to  continue  the 
transport  ships  between  this  country  and 
India,  or  hand  over  the  work  of  trans- 
port to  ships  of  the  Mercantile  Marine. 
It  was  now  some  years  sjaee  tfaoscktrann- 
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port  ships  were  built,  and  he  did  not  be- 
lieve any  Bhips  in  the  Navjr  had  done 
their  work  bo  well.  But  they  were  now 
outworn,  and  the  time  had  come  for  the 
Government  to  make  up  their  minds 
whether  they  would  build  other  trans- 
port ships  or  adopt  the  plan  of  chartering 
ships  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  for  the 
work  whdn  required.  He  doubted  whe- 
ther aoy  ship  of  the  Mercantile  Marine 
would  break  down  four  times  in  sncoes- 
ann  on  the  voyage  to  India  as  the  Mala- 
har  had  doue.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  had 
said  that  the  ship  had  worked  for  26 
years  ;  that  she  had  done  her  duty  well 
and  ought  to  be  excused  now.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  told  them 
tlut  it  was  not  the  ship  that  had  broken 
down,  but  the  engines,  and  that  though 
the  ship  was  26  years  old,  the  engines 
were  put  in  about  six  years  ago, 
and  yet,  despite  that  fact,  the  ship  had 
bndcen  down  four  times  in  suocession. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  also  told 
them  that  it  oost  £6  more  to  send  a  trans- 
to  India  than  to  chartwa  Mercantile 
ine  ship  fw  the  purpose.  It  would 
be  a  great  mistake  for  the  Government 
to  buUd  more  transport  vessels,  especially 
aa  the  Meraantile  Marine  had  greatly 
changed  since  the  timethe  transport  ships 
were  built.  In  those  days  the  Mercan- 
tile Marine  vessels  capable  of  conveying 
troops  to  India  were  very  few  in  number, 
whereas  now  the  Government  could  get 
any  number  they  liked.  The  gallant 
Admiral  the  Member  for  Eastbourne  had 
urged  thatthe  advantage  of  the  transports 
WM  that  they  afforded  a  capital  training 
for  the  men  employed  on  them.  But  he 
thought  that  if  the  money  devoted  to 
transports  were  spent  on  coal  in  sending 
ships  like  the  Resolution  to  sea  in  bad 
weather,  there  need  be  greater  advan- 
tages to  the  crew  than  were  derived  from 
training  in  transports.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Middleslvougb,  who  he  was  very 
mary  to  see  was  not  in  his  place,  had 
made  strong  charges  about  the  treatment 
<A  men  in  the  Nary.  He  had  mixed  a 
great  deal  with  men  in  the  Navy,  but  he 
had  not  ^  personal  knowledge  which 
woald  enable  him  to'  contradict  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesbrough,  though  he 
was  fully  convinced  from  what  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  and 
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from  other  hon.  Gentlnnen  of  experience 
in  naval  afiairs,  that  those  charges  of 
under-feeding  and  ill-usage  could  hardly 
be  borne  out  by  facts.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber also  said  that  we  would  have  to  go 
to  the  Mercantile  Marine  to  recruit  our 
Navy  if  any  Budden  emergency  arose  ; 
and  the  hon.  Member  regretted— a  regret 
in  which  everyone  would  join — that  so 
many  sailors  employed  in  the  Mercan- 
tile Marine  were  not  Englishmen,  but 
foreigners.  There  was,  however,  a  great 
deal  to  be  said  in  excuse  forBritish  ship- 
owners, who  preferred  to  employ  foreign 
sailors  rather  than  sailors  of  their  own 
country.  There  was  no  doubt  whatever 
about  it,  that  the  foreign  sailors  cost  less 
than  the  English  sailorB  ;  but  besides 
that,  the  foreigners  were  more  amenable 
to  discipline,  and,  above  all,  they  were  not 
subject  to  those  continuous  strikes  which 
interfered  with  the  men  of  this  country. 
He  would  not  enter  into  the  question  as 
to  whether  the  strikes  were  justified  or 
not ;  but  he  should  point  out  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesbrough  had 
been  connected  with  the  getting-np  of 
more  strikes  than  any  man  in  the  coun- 
try ;  and  when  the  hon.  Member  con- 
sidered that  one  of  the  results  of  those 
strikes  was  the  employment  of  foreign 
sailors  in  preference  to  British  Bailors, 
perhaps  he  would  cease  to  complain 
of  the  actioo  of  the  shipowners.  If 
the  Government  carried  out  the  points 
he  had  suggested  they  would  win  general 
approval. 

*Mb.  WEIR  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  said, 
in  a  multitude  of  counsellors  there  was 
said  to  be  safety.  No  one  would  dispute 
that  there  were  a  large  number  of  coun- 
sels given  in  that  House  as  to  the  way 
in  which  our  ironclads  should  be  con- 
structed ;  but  with  all  this  advice  our 
ironclads  rolled  over,  turned  turtle,  and 
went  to  the  bottom  of  the  sea.  He  did 
not  know  anything  about  the  construction 
of  ironclads,  but  he  did  know  that  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  unsatisfactory  work 
carried  on  in  our  dockyards  under  the 
control  of  officers  who  knew  very  little 
about  mechanical  matters.  He  was  oon- 
vinoed  thatthe  mistakes  made  in  the  dock- 
yards would  not  be  made  in  any  private 
workshop.  He  particularly  wished  to 
say  a  few  words  about  the  treatment 
of  the  Naval  Reserve  men  in  the  Island 
of  Lewis.   Before  doing  so,  however,  he 
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efaould  like  to  refer  to  the  obeervatioiu  \ 
which  were  made  on  Toesday  uight.  The 
Member  for  St.  6eoi:g6*8  (Mr.  Goacbee) 
was  prematura  in  his  remark  that  no  Mem- 
ber below  the  Gangway  on  that  side  of 
the  Honse  objected  to  this  laige  naval 
expenditure.  HeobjeotedtothiBenormnus 
expenditure.  But  what  was  his  poutioo  ? 
He  was  between  the  devil  and  the  deep  sea. 

Mb.  W.JOHNSTON  :  Which  is  the 
devil? 

Mb.  weir  said,  if  he  voted  with  the 

Opposition  the  interests  of  the  constitu- 
ents he  represented  would  be  ignored  for 
another  six  years,  while  if  he  stood  by  the 
GoverDment  there  was,  at  least,  some 
chance  of  getting  them  to  improve  the 
state  of  things  now  existing.  With 
regard  to  the  Naval  Reserve  men,  those 
in  the  Island  of  Lewis  stood  Al,  but 
their  treatment  was  bad.  He  could 
only  account  for  it  by  the  fact  that  they 
were  bo  far  removed  from  London — some 
750  miles.  They  were,  in  his  opinion,  uu- 
fairly  treated  by  the  Naval  Authorities, 
and  badly  looked  after  by  their  ofiicorB. 
These  men,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  East- 
bourne had  stated  in  the  House  only  a  short 
time  ago,  formed  the  very  best  class  from 
which  our  Navy  could  be  supplied.  No 
better  men  for  our  ships  could  be  found 
anywhere  than  the  fishermen  of  theNorth, 
whOf  he  submitted,  would  be  willing 
enough  to  join  the  Navy  if  a  fair  induce- 
ment to  do  so  were  offered  them.  He 
strongly  endorsed  the  remarks  made  by 
that  hon.  Member,  to  the  effect  that  the 
Admiralty  should  exhaust  the  supply  of 
respectable  fishermen  before  they  took 
sailors  from  the  slums  of  the  East  End 
and  the  dock  population  of  our  large  sea- 
port towns. 

•Sib  E.  J.  REED  (Cardiff)  said,  he 
wished  to  say  a  few  words  in  reference 
to  some  remarks  which  had  been  made 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  with  regard  to  some 
statements  he  had  addressed  to  the  House 
OD  the  buoyancy  of  ships  of  the 
Admiralty  class.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
had  rapresented  that  the  advantage  of 
this  daaaof  ships  was  recognised  by  the 
Comroittee  presided  over  by  Lord 
Dafferin. 

Mr.  Weir 


•The  SECRETARY  to  thb  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  KAT-SnnTTLBwoBTH, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  said,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff,  the  sugges- 
tion of  liord  Dufferin's  Committee  was  in 
favour  of  the  concentration  of  armour  on 
the  citadel  as  distinguished  from  the  ends 
of  the  ship.  He  had  not  said  that  I<ord 
DufTerin's  Committee  recommended  ships 
of  the  Admiral  type,  but  a  concentration 
of  armour  on  the  citadel.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for-  Sunderland 
asked  a  question  as  to  whether  any 
policy  had  been  laid  down  by  the  Ad- 
miralty as  to  the  number  of  men  in  the 
Navy  in  time  of  peace  and  in  time  of 
war.  On  this  point  he  would  refer  the 
hon.  Memberf or  Snndwland  to  the  opening 
portion  of  hia  statement  made  on  Maroh 
20,  wherein  this  qnestiou  was  fully 
dealt  with,  both  as  to  permanent  list  and 
Royal  Navitl  Reserve,  and  when  he 
explained  that  the  matter  had  been  well 
considered  by  the  Mauoing  Committee 
of  the  Admiralty.  The  points  mentioned 
were  not  being  overlooked  ;  they  were 
the  subject  of  close  and  careful  con- 
aideratioD  by  the  Admiralty.  As  to 
the  greater  need  of  hariwur  and  dock 
accommodation  in  the  Mediterranean,  the 
Admiralty  were  alive  to  the  necessity,  as 
was  shown  by  the  steps  that  were  being 
taken  to  improve  the  harbour  and  provide 
a  dock  at  Gibraltar.  The  question  of 
large  and  small  ships  had  been  discnssed 
with  great  ability  by  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides,  but  he  must  refrain  from 
entering  into  consideration  of  the  subject 
that  evening.  The  Admiralty  had  also 
been  giving  close  attention  for  some  time 
to  experiments  for  coaling  ships  at  sea.  A 
considerable  advance  hwl  been  made  id 
this  direction,  though  he  admitted  that 
much  still  remained  to  be  learned  on  that 
subject,  and  it  would  therefore  be  neces- 
sary to  carry  those  experiments  further. 
It  appeared  to  be  thought  that  battle- 
ships and  men-of-war  could  not  get  from 
one  port  to  another  without  coaling  at 
sea,  but  he  reminded  bou.  Members  of 
the  remarkable  fact  that  the  Royal 
Sovereign  steamed  from  this  conntry  to 
Gibraltar  at  an  average  rate  of  1 5  knots, 
and  at  the  end  of  the  voyage  had  burned 
only  one-third  of  her  coaL  The  fact 
showed  how  much  advantage  was  gained 
by  that  lai^  ooal  capacity  which  it  was^ 
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and  had  been,  the  policy  of  the  Admi- 
ralty to  proTide  in  our  ships.  He  would 
leare  the  question  m  to  the  efficiieiaojr  of 
that  part  of  the  Navy  which  had  mussle- 
loading  guns  in  the  pOBitioii  id  which  it 
had  been  left  after  the  answer  of  the 
Dobte  Lord  the  late  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  to  which  he  bad  nothing  now 
to  add.  The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Cork  had  raised  the  question  of  Haul- 
bowline.  Bnt  it  was  not  the  policy  of  the 
Government  uiy  more  than  it  had  been 
the  policy  of  ^  late  Board  of  Admiralty 
to  coDTert  Haolbowline  into  a  building 
yard.  It  was  their  opinion  that  there 
were  enough  baitding  yards  already,  and 
they  did  not  propose  to  establish  another 
■t  HauLbowline.  They  were  continually 
making  it  more  efficient  if  they  could  for 
the  repair  of  ships.  They  were  anxious 
to  continue  that  policy  and  to  iuurease  the 
appliances,  so  as  to  make  the  yard  more 
nseful.  His  hon.  Friend  had  suggested 
Aat  Ireland  had  not  a  fair  share  of  ex- 
penditure of  money.  With  regard  to  that, 
he  could  only  say  he  r^retted  that  the 
Irish  firms  were  not  more  snceessf  al  in 
obtaining  contracts ;  but  he  eongratu- 
lated  Ireland  on  the  fact  Uiat  it  had 
obtained  an  important  contract  in  con- 
nection with  one  of  our  ships.  The  late 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  judging 
from  his  criticism  that  evening,  appeared 
to  be  a  little  difficult  to  please,  if  he 
would  forgive  him  for  saying  so.  Last 
year  the  noble  Lord  criticised  the  first- 
eUss  cruisers,  and  now,  when  the  Admi- 
ralty proposed  to  construct  a  number  of 
second-olass  cruisers,  be  also  criticised 
them.  The  noble  Lord  apparently 
wanted  something  between  Uie  two.  He 
had  indicated  that  there  were  newer 
types  iu  the  Admiralty  programme,  and 
he  must  ask  the  noble  Lord  to  wait  a 
little ;  but  he  was  glad  to  find  that 
generally  the  proposals  as  to  the  Talbots 
and  the  Powerful  and  the  Terrible  had 
met  with  the  approval  of  the  Committee. 
It  had  been  asked  what  became  in  past 
years  of  money  not  spent  on  contracts. 
He  WHS  not  responsible  for  anything 
before  the  end  of  August,.  1892,  but 
before  that  time  mouey  not  spent  had 
either  beeL<  diverted  to  other  Votes  with 
Treasury  sanction  or  surrendered,  and  to 
say  that  there  was  an  utter  want  of 
financial  oontrol  was  not  just  to  the 
Admiralty  officials.   The  hOe  Chancellor 


of  the  Exchequer  had  spoken  of  the 
diversion,  of  new  construction  money 
from  one  class  of  ship  to  another.  But 
he  would  point  out  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  this  might  be  a  most 
urgent  necessity  on  grounds  of  public 
security.  No  doubt  it  was  desirable  that 
the  sanction  of  the  Treasury  should  be 
obtained ;  but  when  such  a  step  was 
necessary  as  a  matter  of  policy,  or  ft* 
safety  of  our  ships  and  the  ppeserTaticn 
of  security  and  peace,  a  Government 
which  shrank  from  the  responsibility  of 
such  a  change  in  their  proposals  and  in 
the  use  of  the  money  voted  would  be 
culpable ;  and  although  he  agreed  with 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  the 
earliest  information  should  be  given  to 
Parliament,  a  Government  which,  simply 
on  a  point  of  financial  strictness,  refused, 
from  fear  of  being  called  to  account,  to 
take  a  step  which  was  pressed  npon  them 
by  their  naval  advisers,  or  by  strategical 
necessity,  would  be  wanting  in  its  duty 
to  the  House  and  the  country.  The  Go- 
vernment had  done  its  duty,  and  he  was 
confident  that  Parliament  would  support 
them.  If  the  facts  pressed  on  Lord 
Spencer's  attention  by  his  naval  advisers 
could  be  fully  stated  to  the  House,  no 
Member  would  hesitate  in  believing  that 
it  was  clearly  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  apply  the  money  voted  by  Par- 
liament towajpds  providing  a  larger  num- 
ber of  torpedo-boat  destroyers  than  had 
been  applied  for  in  the  Estimates. 
A  great  deal  has  been  said  against  the 
action  of  the  Government  in  spending 
money  on  new  ships  not  provided  for  in 
the  annual  naval  programme.  I  do  not 
want  to  be  controversial,  but  I  am 
bound  to  point  out  that  those  who  went 
before  the  present  Government  pursued 
a  similar  course.  In  the  Statement 
which  he  issued  explanatory  of  the 
Naval  Estimates  for  18H8-89  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  said,  with  reference  to  the 
advancement  of  ships  laid  down  in 
1887-88— 

■'  It  was  found  to  be  advantageooB  for  the 
economical  employment  and  distribution  of 
workmen  that  foar  Hhips  not  contained  in  the 
Estimates  ot  1887-88,  and  additional  to  tbe 
authorised  programme,  shonld  be  laid  down  and 
commenced  during  that  financial  year.  Those 
vessels  were  required  for  special  service  ana 
reliefs,  and  consisted  at  three  gnnboats  {cA  Oie 
Rattier  class  modifiail)  ""d  »  paddle  steamer, 
for  surveying  service." 
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The  expenditure  od  those  four  vessels 
amounted  to  £80,000,  but  the  gross 
liability  thereby  incurred  was  £150,000. 
It  is  not,  therefore,  open  to  the  noble 
Lord  or  his  colleagues  to  find  fault  with 
the  present  Board  of  Admiralty  for 
parsuiag  a  course  on  all-fours  with  that 
which  their  own  GovernmeDt  adopted  in 
diverting  money  voted  for  other  purposes 
to  the  building  of  ships  which  were  not 
mentioned  in  the  Estimates,  and  for 
which  no  money  was  specially  provided 
by  Parliament,  fiut  I  have  another  case 
to  mention.  What  I  have  mentioned 
iraa  done  by  the  late  Government  at  the 
omnmencement  of  their  term  of  Office, 
and  at  the  end  of  it  they  ordered  four 
torpedo-boat  destroyers,  while  preliminary 
arrangements  were  made  for  four  others, 
the  total  cost  being  £210,000,  and  there 
was  no  Parliamentary  authority  for 
Utis  liability,  the  greater  part  of  which 
fell  on  future  years.  I  do  not  blame  the 
late  Government  for  taking  that  course. 
On  the  contrary,  I  say  they  were  per- 
fectly right  in  what  they  did  on  those 
ocoasions,  but,  in  these  ciroumstancea,  it 
is  certainly  not  for  the  noble  Lord  to 
find  faalt  with  the  present  Govern- 
ment for  having  acted  in  like  manner. 
Reference  has  beeu  made  to  the  ad- 
vantages which  were  derived  from  a 
KavaL  Defence  Act  in  the  way  of  speed 
in  the  building  of  ships,  but  I  venture  to 
say  that  without  an  Act  of  Parliament 
the  speed  of  building  attained  under  the 
Naval  Defence  Act  is,  to  say  the  least, 
being  maintained,  and  I  hope  it  may  be 
increased.  The  right  bon.  Geutleman  also 
referred  to  financial  irregularities  at  the 
end  of  the  financial  year  in  order  to  get  rid 
of  surplus  money,  and  said  tiiat  the 
Naval  Defence  Act  diminished  the  risk 
of  these  irregularities.  Under  the  effi- 
oient  system  of  check  which  now  exists, 
I  do  not  believe  there  will  be  many  more 
financial  irregularities,  and  with  good 
mauagement  the  surpluses  to  be  sur- 
rendered at  the  end  of  the  year  will  be 
small.  There  was  one  remark  made  by 
m^  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Kmgston  Division  which  was  not  charac- 
terised by  that  accuracy  I  would  expect 
from  one  who  has  been  so  long  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Public  Accounts  Committee 
and  is  now  its  Chauman.  He  seems  to 
think  that  a  Government  Department 
knows  on  the  31st  of  March  what  is  to 

^  U.  Kajf'SkmUworUt 


be  its  snrplus.  It  cannot  know  on  that 
date  what  will  be  its  snrplas,  becaose  the 
accounts  are  not  closed  nntil  vwy  mnch 
later  in  the  year,  and  until  they  are 
closed  no  oue  can  toll  what  is  the 
surplus.  Sometimes  it  is  only  mueh 
later  that  the  discovery  is  made  that 
there  •  has  beeu  an  excess.  As  to 
the  appeal  which  the  hou.  Baronet  has 
made  as  to  the  accuracy  of  the  version 
given  by  the  Chancellor  of.  the  Exche- 
quer as  to  the  surrender  of  surpluses,  I 
think  it  ought  to  be  addressed  to  tiie 
Treasury,  and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  goes 
to  the  Treasury  he  will  find  ^at  tiie 
statement  of  the  ChanoeUw  of  the  Ex- 
chequer is  perfectly  correct.  It  dispmes 
of  the  public  delusion — a  delusion  which 
exists  in  the  minds  of  some  people 
who  have  been  connected  with  the 
Spending  Departments — that  the  money 
which  cannot  be  spent  in  the  financial 
year  goes  on  the  Slstof  March  of  that  year 
at  once  to  the  relief  of  the  National  Debt. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  stated  that  the  money  can 
he  used  if  wanted  in  the  course  of  the 
next  financial  year^  and  a  Supplementary 
Vote  is  asked  for.  [**  No,  no  T' }  I  have 
the  statement  here  and  can  quote  it.  It 
assumes  that  a  sum  of  £200,000  has  not 
been  spent  in  the  year  1893-4,  and  is  sur- 
rendered, and  says — 

"  Bat  as  the  Chancellor  of  theExcheqner  has 
provide<l  for  the  full  naval  f^nts  in  1894-5, 
It  ia  open  to  the  Admiralty  tu  present  a  Sn|^le- 
mentary  Estimate  for  a  re-Tote  of  that  sum  of 
£200,000,  (Bupposing  that  the  Admiralty  can 
spend  that  money  in  1894-5  in  addition  to  their 
grante  for  that  year),  wfthoat  upsetting  hit 
arraogements." 

T  pass  from  that.  Perhaps,  as  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  is  here,  he 
will  forgive  me  if  I  use  a  phrase  about 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite. 
I  think  the  noble  Lord  began  his  speech 
with  a  little  display  of  what  I  may  call 
anti-Harcourt  fireworks.  I  do  not  think 
they  should  be  taken  very  seriously.  He 
was  endeavouring  to  make  out  that  there 
was  a  great  difference  between  the  opinion 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  W.  Haiv 
court)  and  that  of  tbe  rest  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  endeavoured  to  show  that  the 
programme  whtoh  it  had  been  my  duty 
to  deseribe  on  behalf  of  the  Government 
had  disappeared.  Well,  that  sort  of  work 
bad  to  be  done  by  gentlemen  who  want 
to  fire  off  a  few  foeworks.   The  noble 
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Lord  ftsked  who  was  to  be  bdieved— 4he 
Admiimltj  or  the  ChanceUor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. I  repeat — and  I  am  Biire  mj 
right  hon.  Friend  will  approve  what  I 
am  aajing — ^that  the  five  years^  scheme 
haa  been  approved  of  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  will  be  carried  out  by  us  if  we 
have  the  opportunity.  The  discovery 
which  the  noble  Lord  opposite  has  made, 
thmt  there  is  any  nnwiUingness  to  carry 
out  this  scheme,  or  any  intention  not  to 
cany  it  ont,  is  a  mere  mare's  nest. 
What  tiie  noble  Lord  alluded  to 
was  a  mere  abstract  argument  nsed 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  directed 
to  this — that  a  Naval  Defence  Act 
might,  under  the  hypothetical  circum- 
stances  he  stated  to  the  House,  be  in- 
convenient to  the  Government.  Upon 
that  hypothetical  case  the  noble  Lord 
founded  the  theory  that,  in  spite  of  the 
solemn  declaration  made  in  this  House 
CO  behalf  of  the  Government,  they  did 
not  mean  seriously  to  carry  out  their  pro- 
gramme. He  fell  into  a  great  inaccuracy  in 
saying  that  if  a  Bill  to  alter  a  Naval 
Defence  Act  were  sent  up  to  the  Honse 
of  Lords,  the  Lords  could  do  nothing  but 
pass  it.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  if  it 
were  a  Money  Bill  the  Lords  could  not 
amend  tt,  but  they  would  be  perfectly 
able  to  throw  it  out.  The  noble  Lord 
referred  to  the  necessity  of  having  a 
bosiness-like  [urocedure.  As  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  already  said,  we  have  re- 
verted  to  the  old  procedure.  It  is  a  pro- 
cedure which  worked  well  for  years. 
There  may  be  a  difference  of  opinion 
abont  it,  hut  that  it  is  an  nnbnsineas-like 
procedure  I  do  not  admit.  There  is  one 
part  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech  into 
which  I  cannot  follow  him.  He  indulged 
to  several  guesses  as  to  the  dimensions  of 
the  programme  of  the  Government,  and 
entered  into  calculations,  which  were 
based  npon  those  guesses,  as  to  the  post- 
poned liability  of  the  Government.  I  will 
only  say  to  him :  "  In  vain  is  the  net  spread." 
Uy  right  hon.  Friend  explained  to  the 
Honse  that  the  Government  on  grounds 
of  high  policy  have  determined  that  it  is 
bettOT  not  to  announce  to  the  House 
more  than  what  ships  are  to  be  com- 
meoced  in  the  present  year,  and  what 
amount  of  money  we  ask  the  House  to  vote. 
The  reasons  for  that  policy  have  already 
been  given  to  the  Committee,  and  I  de- 
cline to  be  drawn  into  a  further  state- 


ment on  the  subject.  I  think  I  may  now 
appeal  to  the  Committee,  considering  the 
very  long  discussion  that  haa  taken  place 
— nearly  two  days  before  Enater  and  two 
days  now — to  pass  this  Shipbuilding  Vote, 
and  to  enable  us  to  go  on  to  dlscusa  acme 
very  important  questions  that  still  remain 
to  be  considered  on  the  Works  Vote.  It 
is  extremely  important  that  we  should 
obtaiu  the  Works  Vote  to-night.  That 
Vote  coobuns  a  very  large  number  of 
new  and  important  proponls.  None  of 
them  can  be  oommeneeu  until  the  money 
has  been  voted  by  Parliament.  If  the 
money  is  not  voted  now,  early  in  the 
Session,  valuable  time  will  be  lost  during 
the  best  and  longest  days  of  the  vear, 
and  on  that  ground  I  appeal  to  the  Com- 
mittee to  give  us  the  Works  Vote. 

Sib  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdsle)  said,  hon.  Members  had 
been  told  that  they  would  have  an 
opportunity  on  these  two  evenings  of 
discussing  the  naval  programme  of  the 
Government.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  U.  Kay-Shu ttleworth),  who  had 
addressed  the  Committee  at  considerable 
length,  had  entirely  abstained  until  the 
conclusion  of  his  speech  from  making 
any  reference  to  that  programme.  The 
speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  had  made  it 
plun  and  distinct  that  the  Goverament 
declined  to  allow  the  House  of  Commons 
to  enter  into  their  confidence,  and  that 
they  were  asking  the  Honse  Uindfbid 
to  assent  to  a  programme  which  they 
refused  to  explain.  The  main  objection 
to  the  policy  of  the  Government  was 
that  they  intended  to  bind  tfaemaelv^ 
simply  to  the  expenditure  that  could 
be  carried  ont  in  one  year.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  said  that 
the  House  of  Commons  had  no  right 
to  bind  itself  beyond  one  year  

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  beg  pardon, 
but  I  have  been  slightly  misunderstood 
on  this  point.  The  Government  have 
a  plan  extending  over  several  years, 
but  they  will  not  put  out  of  their 
own  power  or  hand  over  to  anybody  else 
the  right  to  deal  with  the  programme 
as  they  think  fit  at  any  time.  That 
is  what  I  stated. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  said,  his 
point  was  that,  although  the  Govern- 
ment  had  a  policy  for  five  years,  they 
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asked  the  Honee  to  provide  money  for 
only  one  year's  work,  and  Toald  not 
explain  what  the  five  years*  work  was  to 
be.  It  was,  of  course,  impossible  to 
discuss  the  naral  policy  of  the  Gorem- 
ment  with  any  elPect  if  that  policy  was  to 
be  confined  to  one  year. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  said,  that  after  the  very  contro- 
versial speech  delivered  by  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shnttle- 
Torth)  and  tJie  tone  in  which  it  wan 
delivered  it  was  necessary  that  a  word 
should  be  said  from  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House.  As  to  what  had 
been  said  about  the  diversion  of  a 
certain  sum  of  money  by  the  Admi- 
ralty from  one  purpose  to  another, 
no  one  wanted  for  a  moment  to  tra- 
verse the  right  of  the  Admiralty 
under  circumstances  of  urgency  having  a 
free  hand  to  extend  or  alter  their  ship- 
building programme,  but  it  was  certainly 
necessary  that  the  House  shonid  be  in- 
formed at  the  earliest  possible  moment  of 
the  exercise  of  that  right.  He  believed 
the  20  extra  torpedo-boats  to  which 
reference  had  been  made  were  laid  down 
many  mouths  ago  during  the  time  the 
House  was  in  Session,  but  no  commuoi- 
catlou  whatever  was  made  to  the  House 
of  the  iutention  to  lay  them  down. 
What  he  complained  of  was  not  that  the 
AdmiriUty  should  have  laid  them  down, 
but  that  they  should  have  laid  them 
down  at  the  cost  of  the  more  important 
battleships.  If  the  extra  boats  were 
needed  a  Supplementary  Estimate  ought 
to  have  been  brought  in,  so  that  the 
authority  of  Parliament  could  be  obtained. 
It  bad  been  said  tiiat  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  G.  Hamilton)  took  similar  action. 
The  action  of  his  noble  Friend,  however, 
in  laying  down  additional  ships  had  the 
effect  not  of  curtailing  but  of  adding  to 
the  programme  approved  by  Parliameut. 
The  six  additioual  torpedo-boats  laid 
down  by  the  late  Government  were  con- 
structed for  the  experimental  purpose  of 
ascertaining  what  was  the  best  class  of 
machinery  to  have  in  them.  There 
seemed  to  have  been  a  serious  misunder- 
standing with  reference  to  what  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  said 
oottoeming  the  Admiralty  surpluses. 
There  was  all  the  difference  in  the  world 
between  having  the  power  to  use  on- 

Sir  G.  BadeH-Pitmn 


expended  balanoes,  and  faaTiiig  to  go  to 
the  House  of  Commons  for  a  Snppla- 
meutary  Estimate. 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  :  I  do  not  want 
to  have  any  misunderstanding  on  the 
point.  It  has  been  my  fault  entirely 
that  there  has  been  any  misunderstand- 
ing. When  I  spoke  of  re-voting  the 
money,  I  meant  re-voting  on  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  went  on  to  say  that 
he  and  others  had  understood  the  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  say,  when 
dealing  with  the  question  of  the  Naval 
Defence  Act,  that  oircumstancN  mi^bt 
arise  which  might  make  it  desirable,  in  the 
interests  of  the  taxpayov,  that  the  ex- 
penditure which  had  been  contemplated 
on  the  Navy  should  not  be  undertaken 
or  should  be  postponed.  The  whole 
object  of  the  Naval  Defence  Act  was  to 
prevent  any  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
being  able  to  interfere  with  expenditure 
on  the  Navy  owing  to  any  change  of 
financial  policy.  He  bad  clearly  under- 
stood the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
allude  to  the  possibility  of  being  able  to 
reduce  the  expenditure  on  the  Navy  as 
one  of  the  advantages  of  not  having  k 
Naval  Defence  Act. 

Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  £.)  did  not 
think  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  had 
thrown  any  light  on  the  very  startling 
doctrine  laid  down  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  that  the  money  voted  one 
year,  and  unexpended  in  that  year,  could 
be  applied  in  relief  of  expenditure  of  a 
cognate  character  in  the  ensuing  year. 
He  wished  to  point  out  that  under  the 
Act  of  Parliament.  38  ft  39  Vict.,  e.  45, 
the  Treasury  had  to  pay  surpluaes  ovor 
to  the  National  Debt  Commissioners. 
He  would  like  to  know  what  possible 
connection  with  this  matter  any  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  could  poasibly  have  ? 
A  Supplementary  Estimate  was  simply 
to  defray  any  extra  cost  incurred  during 
that  financial  year.  The  Committee 
would  be  glad  if  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man would  tell  them  whether  their  view 
was  oorrect,  and  how  the  discrepancy 
pointed  out  by  his  bon.  Friend  iu  the 
past  financial  year  had  been  properly 
met  under  the  Act  of  Parliament  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  bad 
already  explnined  the  Supplementary 
Eetimate,  and  did  not  think  be  could 
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usefully  oecapy  the  time  ot  the  Honae  Id 
going  farther  iuto  the  matter. 

Mr.  COHEN  poioted  out  that  the 
Vote  would  not  be  supplementary  unless 
it  vere  taken  before  the  Slat  of  Uarch. 
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Vote  agreed  to. 

2.  £2,294,000,  Shipbuilding,  Bepaire, 
MaintenaDce,  &c — Materiel. 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  (Bir- 
mingham, S.)  said,  it  had  beeu  his  inten- 
tion to  make  some  inquiry  as  to  the 
character  of  the  armour-plates  provided 
for  ships  ua\v  building,  but  as  he  under- 
stood that  the  House  desired  to  proceed 
to  another  subject,  he  would  not  press 
the  point  now  if  (he  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  would  place  him  and  the 
House  iu  possession  of  evidence  that  the 
result  of  the  test  to  which  the  armour 
had  been  put  in  Uiia  country  was  satis- 
factory. 

•SiK  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH 
said,  he  would  be  very  happy  to  give 
the  hoD.  Member  any  information  in  his 
power.  The  experiments  with  regard 
to  armour  had  been  fully  coupidered, 
and  the  hon.  Member  would  find  that 
the  results  were  satisfactory.  Other 
facts  could  be  stated  showing  that  the 
very  best  description  of  armour  suitable 
for  the  ships  had  been  adopted. 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  was 
well  acquainted  with  the  doetmient  re- 
ferred to,  and  the  conclusions  there 
arrived  at  were  emphatically  traversed  in 
ofScial  communications  made  to  the 
Uuited  States  Government. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  was  quite  right  iu  saying  that  the 
House  wanted  to  know  something  about 
the  matter.  The  arrangement  come  to 
was  that  the  Government  should  get  the 
Dockyard  Vote  and  the  Vote  for  Works 
by  12  oVIoek,  and  there  was  still  an  hour 
and  a  hatf  for  discussion. 

S«  W.  HABCOURT  said,  he  had 
been  asked  to  take  the  Mutiny  Bill  at  au 
early  boor,  and  he  hoped  that  the  Votes 
might  be  taken  by  faalf-past  11,  so  that 
the  diaonsston  on  that  Bill  might  com- 
mence then. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  consider- 
ing the  peculiar  circumstances  under 
which  this  great  programme  was  brought 
before  the  House,  he  thought  it  was  a 


great  concession  to  give  the  two  Votes 
mentioned  by  the  end  of  the  evening ; 
and,  knowing  that  some  of  his  hon. 
Frieude  wished  to  speak  on  three  Votes 
which  involved  an  expenditure  of 
£4,000,000,  he  did  not  see  how  the 
discussion  coutd  terminate  by  half-past 
11.  If  the  Government  preferred  to 
leave  over  the  second  Vote  in  ordw  to 
take  the  Army  Bill  at  half-past  11, 
be  was  quite  ready  to  agree  to  that 
course. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  had 
made  the  appeal  to  the  House,  because  he 
observed  that  nobody  except  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  rose  to  speak  on  the 
Vote  before  the  Committee.  If  the  Vote 
was  taken  now  there  would  still  be  an 
hour  for  the  discussion  of  Uie  remaining 
VQte.  But  he  did  not  desire  to  press  the 
matter  against  the  wish  of  the  House. 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  said,  he 
was  quite  prepared  to  go  on  now.  What 
he  had  to  say  was  upon  a  matter  of  con- 
siderable importance,  but  it  would  not 
take  long. 

Sir  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  under- 
stood that  the  Army  (Annual)  Bill  could 
be  taken  at  any  time  after  12  o'clock.  It 
liad  been  so  laid  down  by  the  Speaker. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  it  was  dis- 
tinctly understood  that  the  Army(  Annual) 
Bill  would  be  taken  at  an  early  hour, 
and  half-past  II  could  not  be  called 
early.  He  trusted  the  Government  would 
give  some  indulgence. 

Mr.  HANBCRY  confirmed  the  state- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend.  The  promise 
was  that  the  Bill  wonld  be  taken  at  s 
reasonable  hour.  Half -past  1 1  was  not 
a  reasonable  hour,  quite  apart  from  any 
question  of  pledge  given. 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  said,  he 
thought  it  would  be  admitted  that  if  any 
mistake  was  made  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  this  matter  the  consequences 
would  be  very  serious,  and  the  Committee 
might  well  expend  a  little  time  in  con- 
sidering them.  If  Her  Majesty's  ships 
were  to  be  armed  with  plates  which  the 
guns  of  other  countries  could  pierce,  and 
if  British  guns  oould  not  pierce  the 
armour  plates  of  foreign  ships,  it  would 
ho  much  better  not  to  build  any  more 
ships,  but  devote  the  money  to  some 
other  purpose.    The  total  additional  cost 
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for  Harrey  nickel-steel  plates  was  011I7  2 
per  cent.  He  had  no  interest  in  nickel, 
but  there  conld  be  no  donbt  as  to  which 
was  superior.  America,  Austria,  France, 
aud  probably  Russia,  after  the  most  ex- 
baQBtive  tests,  had  adopted  nickel-steel 
Harvey  plates.  He  referred  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  report  in  The  Times  of  a 
lecture  delivered  by  a  staff  officer  of  the 
Austrian  engineers,  where  it  Avas  stated 
that  the  nickel-ateel  plates  were  the  best 
now  known.  That  was  also  the  verdict 
of  an  officer  of  the  United  States  Navy. 
It  was  shown  that  nickel  steel  Harveyized 
had  always  given  better  results  than  plain 
'steel  similarly  treated,  and  that  the  nickel 
steel  was  nndonbtedly  the  beat  for  naval 
purposes.  Tet  it  was  plain  steel  plates 
which  the  Government  had  adopted  for 
the  new  vessels  of  the  Navy.  An 
Official  Report  recently  made  to  the 
United  States  Grovernment  of  experi- 
ments with  plates  composed  of  two  kinds 
of  steel  stated  that  unquestionably  the 
nickel  plate  Harveyized  was  the  best 
armour  plate  ever  tested.  In  France, 
also,  similar  experiments  had  been  made, 
and  the  results,  according  to  a  Report 
from  the  Creuzot  Works,  which  he  could 
show  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  were  of  a 
like  character,  and  strongly  in  favour  of 
the  nickel  steel.  The  Committee  had 
heard  from  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Belfast,  in  the  discussion  on  the  Navy 
Kstimatea,  how  errors  had  been  previously 
made  in  connection  with  our  ships  of 
war  through  our  Governments  neglecting 
to  take  advantage  of  the  results  of  ex- 
periments in  foreign  countries,  and  he 
feared  the  Government  might  fall  into 
enoT  in  regard  to  the  armour-plates  for 
the  new  ships  unless  they  had  the  most 
certain  evidence  that  the  description  of 
plates  they  had  adopted  were  the  best 
they  could  obtain  for  the  purpose.  He 
bad  been  informed  that  the  Government 
bad  given  orders  for  armament  in  connec- 
tion with  the  new  vessels  to  certain 
makers  of  armour-plates.  Experiments 
in  connection  with  armour-plates  were 
very  expensive  to  a  private  manafaoturer. 
The  Government  could  not  expect  a  pri- 
vate manufacturer  to  adopt  more  expeu- 
eive  means  for  the  production  of  other 
kinds  of  plates  when  he  could  sell  those 
for  which  he  had  the  necessary  means  of 
productioD  and  as  long  as  the  Government 
continued  to  buy  them.    The  diiBeulty 
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of  finding  manofaoturera  in  this  oountrj 
who  could  do  in  regard  to  experiments 
what  soma  foreign  mannfoetnrers  were 
now  doing  had  probably  bad  something 

to  do  with  the  decision  at  which  the 
Government  had  arrived  with  regard  to 
armoar-plaies.  But  if  this  decision  had 
been  adopted  for  the  sake'of  saving  only 
2  per  cent,  in  the  cost  of  the  construction 
of  the  new  ships  and  at  the  expense  of 
real  efficiency,  a  great  mistake  had  been 
made.  At  any  rate,  looking  at  the  vast 
importance  of  the  subject,  he  felt  that  he 
bad  no  need  to  make'  any  apology  for 
having  called  attention  to  the  subject, 
especially  in  view  of  the  facto  which  he 
had  brought  under  the  attention  of  the 
Committee. 
•Thk  secretary  of  STATE  for 

WAR     (Mr.  CAHPBELL-BANNERKAIf, 

Stirling,  &c.)  rose,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  taking  part  in  the  discussion  of  the 
subject  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Birmingham,  but  to  say  something 
with  regard  to  the  course  of  business 
that  night.  The  Government  were  very 
anxious  indeed  to  obtain  the  Votes  in  the 
Navy  Estimates  which  had  been  under 
discussion,  and  also  the  Works  Vote, 
which  it  was  desirable,  for  peculiar 
reasons,  to  obtain  as  soon  as  possible, 
at  an  early  period  in  the  evening. 
In  order  to  secure  this  he  was  quite  pre- 
pared to  postpone  the  Army  (Annual) 
Bill,  and  thought  it  was  the  best  murse. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  inquired 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  meant 
that  the  Army  (Annual)  Bill  wonld  not 
come  on  that  night  at  all  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

Yea. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

£4,650,000,  Works,  Buikiings,  aud 
Repairs  at  Home  atid  Abroad. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  said  that,  as  had 
already  been  stated  by  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  this  Vote  contained  very 
many  new  works  of  importance,  and  the 
same  criticism  was  applicable  to  it  whioh 
had  ah^ady  been  extended  to  proposals 
for  shipbuilding  and  new  conBtrnction, 
that  tiie  amonnt  taken  in  the  present 
year  was  altt^ether  bdow  the  proportion 
it  should  bear  to  the  total  amount  of 
money  to  be  expended.    This  Vote  was 
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even  more  remarkuble  in  that  respect 
thaa  the  Shipbuilding  Vote.  As  had 
beeu  pointed  out  frequently  in  the  course 
of  that  Debate,  in  the  Shipbailding  Vote 
odIj  £1,360,000  was  to  be  expended 
during  the  present  year,  and  taking  a 
lai^ge  nnrnW  ctf  the  more  important 
items  of  the  works  voted,  the  Hoase 
would  soanwlj  eredit  it,  but  it 
appeared  on  the  Estimates,  that  out  of 
items  of  new  works  amounting  to 
£4,048,000,  there  was  only  £122,000 
down  in  the  Estimates  for  the  coming 
year.  That  disproportion  was  utterly 
absurd.  It  justified  the  charge  which  he 
Wougfat  on  the  previous  night,  that  these 
Daval  proposals  both  for  ships  and  other 
works  were  more  in  the  nature  of  a  public 
advertieement  that  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  do  something  for  the  Navy  tnan 
in  tiie  nature  of  a  real,  practical  and 
feasible  programme.  For  C&edging  there 
was  £950,000  proposed,  only  £85,000 
was  to  be  spent  this  year.  That  was,  he 
thought,  about  one-twelfth,  but  that  was 
the  most  favourable  of  all  the  items  to 
which  he  bad  referred.  Take  the  case 
of  home  barracks,  put  down  for 
£350,000,  only  £1,000  was  to  be  spent 
during  the  coming  year.  The  thing  was 
absurd.  Take  the  case  of  the  Keyham 
Basin  and  Docks,  the  importance  of  which 
was  generally  admitted  ;  £2,000,000  was 
put  down  in  the  Estimates,  only  £1,000 
was  to  be  spent  'in  the  coming  year. 
Again,  the  proposal  was  absurd.  Take 
the  case  of  the  two  extensions  of  the 
mole  at  Gibraltar,  one  was  to  cost 
£85,000  and  the  other  £320,000.  For 
the  first,  £20,000  was  taken,  and  for  the 
second  only  £1,000  was  taken.  For  the 
most  important  proposal  of  all — namely, 
the  proposal  to  construct  a  naval  dock  at 
Gibraltar,  £360,000  was  to  be  taken,  and 
'  only  £1,000  was  put  down  in  the  Vote 
ot  this  year.  Of  all  these  items, 
amounting  to  £4,048,000,  for  new  wwks, 
to  suppose  that  only  £122,000  was  to  be 
spent  in  the  coming  year  was  to  reduce 
the  Estimates  to  a  practical  absurdity. 
In  fact,  the  Government  had  thrown  at 
their  heads  as  many  proposals  as 
they  could  in  this  way  in  order  ap- 
parently to  get  credit  for  their 
nominal  proposals,  and  really  devise  no 
I»actical  arrangements  for  carrying  them 
out.  The  House  had  already  heard  a 
Tcoy  instrnctiTe  dispute  between  the 


Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  on 
the  one  hand,  and  the  noble  Lord  the  late 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  the  late 
Financial  Secretary  on  the  other  hand, 
and  at  one  moment  they  had  heard  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
denouncing  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Membn- 
for  Kingston,  and  reproving  him  because 
as  Chabman  of  the  Fublio  Accounts 
Committee  he  had  made  an  unjust 
criticism  on  the  financial  arrangements 
of  the  Government.  The  next  moment 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  got  up 
and  threw  over  his  colleague,  in  despite 
of  his  egregious  reference  to  auti-Har- 
court  fireworks,  and  explained  that  the 
mistake  was  his.  They  understood  from 
the  result  of  the  dispute  between  these 
gentlemen,  and  the  statements  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty^ 
that  there  was  no  practical  provision  for 
these  works,  either  in  shipbuilding  or  id 
the  construction  of  new  dockyards  and 
barracks,  arranged  by  the  Government  for 
the  future.  He  wished  to  ask  a  few 
questions  in  regard  to  the  new  dock  at 
Gibraltar.  They  understood  that  the 
dock  was  to  be  constructed  by  excavating 
a  space  out  of  the  New  Mole  Parade,  and 
it  was  the  opinion  of  the  late  Board  of 
Admiralty  that  that  was  the  most 
economical  site,  and  the  one  which 
offered  the  best  protection  from 
attack  by  sea.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  a  dock  cut  out  of  the  New 
Mole  Parade  would  be  practically  safe 
from  shells  fired  from  the  open  sea,  and 
very  largely  protected  also  from  attack 
from  asouth-westerlydirection.  Of  course, 
there  was  no  position  ou  the  western  or 
the  south-western  side  of  the  Gibraltar 
rock  which  could  be  protected  from  land 
fire.  He  would  like  to  hear  something 
from  the  Civil  Lord  as  to  the  extensions 
of  the  mole.  It  was  well  known  that  all 
the  naval  authorities  regarded  the  ex- 
tension as  of  first-class  importance.  It 
was  necessary  in  these  days,  when  there 
would  be  torpedo  attacks,  that  there 
should  be  some  shelter  provided  for  our 
ships.  He  understood  that  the  existing 
mole  was  to  be  lengthened  by  1,200  feet, 
and  that  the  cost  of  the  work  would  be 
£85,000.  He  supposed  the  lengthening 
was  to  be  iu  a  straight  line  with  the 
existing  mole.    Two  thousand  feet  of 
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protection  would  give  shelter  to  a  cod- 
stderable  nnmber  of  the  vessels  of  the 
Mediterranean  Squadron.    There  was 
some  infOTination  wanted  with  r^ard  to 
the  second  extension,  which  was  to  cost 
£320,000,  of  which  onlj  £1,000  was 
taken  in  this  jear^s  Estimate.  He  under- 
stood this  second  extension  was  in  reality 
to  take  the  form  of  a  separate  mole,  and 
he  desired  to  know  whether  that  mole 
was   to   be  constructed  in   a  straight 
liue  with  the  existing  mole,  or  whether  it 
was  to  be  constructed  transversely  ?  Then, 
be  would  ask  the  Government  whether 
they'  were  satisfied  that  it  conld  be  need  as 
a  mercantile  coaling  station  ?  Every  hoa. 
Gentlonan  who  ^ul  visited  Gibraltar 
was  well  aware  that  its  importance  as  a 
coaling  station  was  increasing  year  by 
year.  He  thought  the  last  Return  showed 
that  700,000  tons  ot  coals  were  shipped 
during  the  last  year  on  board  vessels  of 
the  Mercantile  Marine  at  Gibraltar.  This 
coal  was  stored  in  a  number  of  old  hulks 
scattered   about   the  upper  portion  of 
Gibraltar  Harbour,  and  iu  case  of  war 
these  hulks  could  be  easily  destroyed  by 
an  attack   from   two  or  three  hostile 
torpedo-boats  ;  and  it  was  of  the  utmost 
importance  that  some  arrangement  should 
be  made,  now  that  Gibraltar  was  to  be 
recognised  as  a  great  naval  dockyard,  for 
the  coaling,  not  only  of  men-of-war,  but 
of  vessels  of  the  Merchant  Navy.  If 
there  was  proper  coaling  arrangements 
at  Gibraltar  there  was  no  doubt  that  a 
much  larger  number  of  vessels  would 
call   there  in  future  than   at  present. 
He  did  not  say  that  was  altogether  desir- 
able, regarding  Gibraltar  as  a  naval  and 
military  fortress,  but  it  was  necessary, 
having  regard  to  the  inferiority  of  our 
Mediterranean  Fleet,  that  in  case  of  war 
the  squadron  should  retire  upon  Gibral- 
tar for  reinforcements.    Undoubtedly  any 
great  naval  conflict  of  the  fatare  would 
take  place  in  waters  close  to  Gibraltar, 
and  if  we  lost  commaud  of  the  Mediter- 
ranean  our  merchant  ships  would  not  be 
able  to  proceed  to  India  and  the  Far 
East   through  the  Mediterranean,  but 
must  go  down  the  West  Coast  of  Africa, 
and  take  the  old  route  to  India  and  the 
East.    That  consideration  gave  import- 
ance to  Gibraltar  not  only  as  a  workshop, 
but  it  would  give  to  it  vastly  greater  im- 
portance as  a  aecnre  and  efficient  coaling 
station  for  oar  Meroantile  Marine.  That, 

Sir  E,  Athmead-BartUtt 


he  thought,  must  be  perfectly  clear  to 
every  Member  of  the  Committee.  He 
did  not  propose  to  trouble  the  Committee 
any  further  with  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion. He  congratulated  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  were  making  a  begin- 
ning with  this  important  matter,  and 
he  only  wished  they  had  seen 
their  way  to  spend  more  money 
than  the  infinitesimal  sum  of  £1,000. 
He  would  rather  have  seen  a  slight 
diminution  of  the  proposal  for  new  ship- 
building if  they  could  have  succeeded 
in  advancing  ^e  works  at  Gibraltar; 
but  he  would  be  content  with  urging 
upon  the  Groveniment  the  great  im- 
portance of  the  constderationa  he  had 
laid  before,  the  House. 

*Mb.  EGEBTON  ALLEN  (Pembroke, 
&c.)         he  thought  he  was  justified 
in  taking  up  a  short  space  of  lime  in 
order  to  bring  before  the  Committee  and 
the  country  the  extraordinary  way  in 
which  Pembroke  Dock  had  been  neglected 
by  the  Government.   He  had  no  desire  to 
deprecate  the  spending  of  money  on  other 
dockyards,  but  he  did  want  to  urge  upon 
the  Admiralty  that  they  ought  to  spend 
more  money  in  the  development  of 
Pembroke  Yard.    He  was  very  much 
struck  by  a  remark  made  by  the  late 
First  Lord  of  the  Adniiralty,  when  he 
said  we  had  only  ^ree  ports—Chatham, 
Devonport,  and  Portsmouth  —  and  he 
wondered   whether    the     noble  Lord 
knew     that     Milford     Haven  could 
swallow    up    the    three    and  think 
little  of  it.    Milford  Haven,  with  its 
depth  of  water  and  position  on  the  coast, 
was  a  port  of  refuge  of  the  first  import- 
ance.    The  capacity  of  the  dockyard 
for  the  building  of  ships  was  very 
great,  bat  the  fa^ities  for  the  completion 
and   fitting    of    new   ships  and  for 
the   repair   of    injured    ships  wen 
very  small,  and   them    was  a  want 
of  proper  jetty  accommodation.  The 
Hobbs  Point  Jetty  was  situated  three- 
quarters  of  a  mile  from  the  dockyard, 
and  the  whole  of  the  material  required 
for  fitting  up  a  vessel,  and  the  whole  of 
the  men  employed  in  eompletiug  a  vessel, 
had  to  be  taken  backwards  and  forwards  in 
order  that  the  work  should  be  done.  That 
was  so  mnoh  wasted  time  and  money.  AU 
the  maohinerj  wbioh  had  to  be  put  on 
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board  a  ship  after  laudchiag  had  to  be 
brought  first  to  the  dockyard  aod  landed 
there,  and  then  had  to  be  reloaded  on 
barges  ai^  taken  to  Hobbi  Point,  there 
to  be  pot  on  board  the  vend.  This  was 
a  ease  of  eoOTmons  waste  of  time  and 
money.  Again,  the  power  of  the  sheer 
legs  at  Hobbs  Point  was  not  sufficient  to 
put  the  largest  boilers  into  vessels, 
and  the  consequence  was  that  a  vessel 
had  on  one  occasion,  and  probably  others 
would  have  on  other  occasions,  to  be 
sent  away  elsewhere  to  have  the  work 
done.  All  these  matters  were  perhaps  tire- 
some in  detail,  but  they  were  at  the  same 
time  matters  ot  {metioal  importance,  and 
mattera  in  rospeot  of  which  a  good  deal 
of  money  would  be  saved  if  the  dock- 
yard was  put  into  a  thorough  state  of 
efficiency.  The  necessity  of  these  works 
had  been  admitted  and  sanctioned  by 
flucceBsive  Gorernmeuts  since  1884,  but 
nothing  had  been  don&  He  thought  the 
Committee  would  agree  with  him  that  a 
matter  of  this  kind  was  one  to  which  the 
attention  of  the  Grovemment  ought  to 
be  drawn. 

Mr.  GOSCHEK  said,  that  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  Vote  had  to  be  taken 
that  night,  he  thought  the  Government 
ought  to  reconsider  their  position  and  give 
the  Committee  some  information  as  to  the 
immense  works  which  were  contemplated 
open  these  vessels.  They  were  being 
made  liable  for  an  enormous  sum.  That 
sum  of  £4,000,000  was  to  be  taken,  and 
there  was  very  little  information  in  the 
statement  issued  by  the  First  Lord.  He 
thought  the  Admiralty  ought  to  tell 
them  what  intended  to  be  done. 
The  Committee  was  asked  to  hurry  this 
Vote  through  without  anything  like 
sufficient  information.  The  Government 
could  not  complain  of  the  hours  that  had 
been  devoted  to  it.  Here  there  were 
a  number  of  items  in  respect  of  which 
they  had  no  information.  If  they  were 
really  necessary  why  was  so  little  money 
taken  for  them  ?  Something  had  been 
said  earlier  in  the  evening  as  to  lialnlities 
imposed  by  one  Govemment  upon  its 
sacflsesors.  He  must  aay  tiiat,  so  far  aa 
these  liabilities  woe  eoncraiied,  they 
would  come  upon  them  in  future  years  to 
a  very  large  extent,  and  how  they  were 
to  be  cairied  forwani  he  did  not  know. 


The  total  amount  for  new  works  was 
£4,000,000,  and  it  was  stated  that 
£129,000  was  to  be  taken  in  this  year. 
All  that  might  be  necessary  or  not  neces- 
sary, and  possible  or  not  possible ;  but 
he  thought  they  ought  to  know  from  the 
Goverameut  whether  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  begin  the  works  this  year, 
or  whether  the  execution  of  tbem  could 
not  be  delayed  until  the  actual  money 
for  them  could  be  found.  He  much  doubted 
the  utility  of  taking  such  small  sums 
of  money  for  such  large  undertakings. 
Supposing  the  expenditure  was  spread 
over  10  years,  it  would  be  a  sum  of 
£400,000  in  place  of  the  £129,000. 
Now,  it  was  said  they  had  left  certam 
legacies  to  their  successors.  When  they 
left  Office  they  left  a  liability  of  uncom- 
pleted works  of  £650,000,  but  if  the 
present  Government  went  out  of  Office  in 
the  present  year  they  would  leave  for 
their  successors  about  £4,500,000,  which 
was  a  very  large  sum,  and,  therefore. 
Members  in  all  parts  of  the  House  would 
think  they  were  entitled  to  call  attention 
fo  this.  What  he  asked  for  now  was 
that,  at  all  events,  the  Government 
would  give  them  some  explanation  as  to 
these  matters — whether  they  thought 
them  so  absolutely  necessary  that  they 
must  be  begun  this  year  with  these  small 
amounts,  or  whether  the  whole  question 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  stand  over 
until  such  years  when  the  mouey  could 
really  be  found  to  complete  the  work. 
It  appeared  to  him  almost  to  be  playing 
with  these  large  undertakings  to  put 
down  such  very  small  sums  as  were  put 
down  for  the  present  year,  and  he  was 
surprised  that  more  attention  should  not 
be  eiven  to  works  of  this  magnitude 
whioh  involved  such  large  amounts.  The 
Admiralty  would  undwstand  he  did  not 
dispute  such  works  were  indispensable, 
but  every  fair-minded  man  would  acknow- 
ledge that  they  were  entitled  to  more  in- 
formation. 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  RoBEKTSON,  Dundee) 
said,  he  rose  at  once  in  response  to  the 
appeal  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  to  give  an 
explanation  of  the  new  items  in  this 
Vote,  One  remark  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  he  would  like  to  revert 
to  at  once*   He  assumed  that  the  Admi- 
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rally  had  only  put  doVn  snch  works 
as  they  believed  to  be  tndispeDBable 
in  the  aesBe  that  they  should  be 
commenced  at  once,  aud  that  such  pro- 
gress should  be  made  this  year  as 
could  be  made.  He  could  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  waa  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  the  Admii»lty  had  acted  ; 
this  Vote,  large  as  it  was,  tbey  had  cut 
down  to  the  narrowest  limits  which  they 
believed  compatible  with  the  safety  of 
the  Empire,  and  not  a  single  item 
appeared  that  they  did  not  believe  was 
justified  by  the  necessities  of  the  case.  In 
making  what  remarks  he  had  to  make  he 
might  revert  to  the  questions  put  to  him 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield.  The 
hon.  Gentleman,  like  the  late  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  like  the  late 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
had  fastened  on  ^is  peculiarity  in  the 
present  Vote,  that  while  the  total  liabili- 
ties involved  in  it  were  very  large  the 
amount  taken  this  year  was  comparatively 
small ;  they  bad  all  fastened  on  that  and 
demanded  an  explanation.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  late  First  Lord  made 
that  proposition. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  No,  I  did 
not, 

Mr.    E.    ROBERTSON    said,  be 

thought  not,  but  the  explanation  of  it 
was  this.  First  of  all,  the  Works 
Vote  was  a  peculiar  Vote,  they 
could  not  begin  any  large  new  work 
without  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury. 
Nothing  could  be  done  until  that  bad 
been  obtained,  and  that  would  not  be 
given  for  large  sums  until  sanctioned  by 
the  House  of  Commons,  so  that  the 
Works  Vote  every  year  had  this  pecu- 
liarity— that  the  large  works  could  not 
be  commenced  nntil  sanctioned  by  «  Vote 
of  the  House,  and  those  who  were  re* 
(■ponsible  for  the  drafting  of  the  Vote 
knew  it  might  be  y&j  late  in  the  year 
before  the  sanction  of  Parliament  was 
obtained.  The  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment for  this  Vote  last  year  was  not 
obtained  until  the  20th  of  September, 
and  it  was  n  vast  improvement  upon  pre- 
vious years  that  they  were  allowed  to 
take  this  Vote  to-night.  His  second 
observation  was  that  in  new  works  they 
had,  in  addition  to  the  dehiy  which  might 
be  caused  by  the  postponement  of  the 

Mr.  £,  Boberimn 
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Parliamentary  Vote,  a  vast  variety  of 
preliminary  operations  that  took  up  time, 
such  as  the  preparation  of  plans,  the 
taking  out  of  quantities,  the  issuing  of 
tenders,  the  visits  of  contractors  to  the 
site  of  the  works,  and  the  time  taken  for  the 
consideration  of  the  tenders,  and  when 
all  that  was  done  and  the  tenders  had 
been  considered  and  aooepted,  there  were 
only  two  or  three  months  left  in  ati  ordi- 
nary year  for  the  contractor  to  work  in. 

Mk.  FOR  WOOD :  May  I  ask  if  the 
plans  for  the  expensive  large  works  are 

provided  already  ? 

Mr.  £.  ROBERTSON  said,  that  iu 
detail  no  doobt  they  were,  but  the  Direc- 
tor was  the  responsible  oflBcer  for  all 
that.  There  was  not  a  single  item  that 
had  been  reduced  in  consideration  of  any 
financial  difficulty  of  the  Government, 
or  with  the  view  of  transferring  to  their 
successors  any  undue  portion  of  the 
burden  of  these  works.  Every  figure 
that  appeared  in  the  Estimates  for  the 
first  time  was  placed  there  by  the  pro- 
fessional head  of  the  Department  of 
Works,  and  represented  what  in  his 
opinion  was  the  full  amount  that  the 
contractors  were  likely  to  earn  in  the 
current  year.  Someone  had  said  that  to 
take  £1,000  for  the  dock  at  Gibraltar 
meAnt  taking  360  years  to  complete,  and 
that  the  extension  at  Keyham  would 
take  he  did  not  know  how  many  thou- 
sand years,  because  they  took  as  little 
for  the  enormous  work  at  Keyham  as 
they  did  for  Gibraltar.  He  would  not 
refer  to  any  controversial  question  raised^ 
but  he  would  remind  the  Committee  that 
much  objection  had  been  taken  by  the 
Accountant  Auditor  General  against  the 
practice  of  voting  money  for  Navy  Votes 
and  not  spending  it.  That  was  a  prac- 
tice condemned  up<Hi  authority,  and  the 
desirability  of  avoiaiug  that  practice  in 
future  was  another  reason  that  no  more 
money  should  be  voted  than  they  were 
likely  to  expend.  He  could  not  retort 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Colleagues  that  they  followed  precisely 
the  same  practice,  for,  so  far  as  he  wa» 
aware,  they  did  not  embark  upon  any 
great  works,  but  the  late  Civil  Lord,  to 
whose  Department  this  business  belonged^ 
made  a  curious  slip  when  he  declared 
that  his  own  Gtoremment  took  £1,000. 
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Sis  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  :  I 
withdrew  it  last  night. 

Ub.  E.  BOBEBTSON  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  declared  it  before  and  with- 
drew it  to-night,  but  he  referred  to  it  as 
curious  that  the  sum  the  hon.  Member 
had  in  bis  mind  was  precisely  the  sum 
the  present  Govemment  took.  The  hon. 
G^tleman  was  wrong  in  supposing  his 
GoTemment  had  taken  it,  but  the  sum 
that  occurred  to  his  mind  was  that  sum 
of  £1,000. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 

said,  he  must  explain  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  point  he  omitted  last  night  and 
filled  up  to-night.  Under  the  Inte  Board 
oi  Admiralty  the  whole  question  of  the 
Gibraltar  Docks  was  most  carefully 
examined  by  a  Committee  and  a  decision 
come  to.  It  was  a  mistake  with  regard 
to  the  snm  of  £1,000,  but  he  never  com- 
mitted himself  to  the  idea  that  that  was 
the  proper  sum. 

Mr.  E.  BOBEBTSON  said,  it  was 
hardly  worth  while  continuing  the  matter, 
it  was  made  by  inadverteDce  and  was 
since  explained  aw^.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  his  own  Governmeot  took,  two 
years  ago,  precisely  that  sum,  and  that 
might  be  used  by  him  as  an  argument 
that  it  would  be  taken  as  the  first  time, 
bnt  he  need  hardly  say  more  on  that  point. 
Some  one  had  said,  "  What  is  the  use  gf 
banning  with  saeh  small  sums  at  all  ?  *' 
liet  him  remind  the  Committee  that  even 
if  they  only  took  £5  a  tremendous  step 
in  advance  would  be  gained,  as  they  would 
then  have  obtained  Parliamentary  sanc- 
tion and  would  be  on  a  new  status 
altogether  ;  they  would  be  somewhat  in 
the  position  of  having  read  a  Bill  a 
aecond  time,  they  would  have  decided  the 
principle  of  the  works,  howevw  small  the 
flom  taken. 

Mb.  FOBWOOD  :  Will  the  hon. 
Geotleman  describe  how,  if  we  are  to 
raad  it  a  second  time,  £2,000,000  is  to 
be  expended  this  year,  and  what  is  the 
plan  ? 

Mr.  E.  BOBERTSON  said,  he  would 
come  to  that  in  a  moment.  The  next 
thing  he  was  asked  about  was  for  some 
information  about  the  Gibraltar  Dock. 
The  dock  was  to  be  a  dock  of  the  first 
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class,  capable  of  holding  the  largest 
ship  they  had,  or  were  likely  to  have. 

CoMMANDBE  BETHELL  (York,  E.B., 
Holderness)  :  Cased  over,  or  in  the 
rough  ? 

Mr.  E.  BOBERTSON  believed  it 
would  be  cased,  and  the  dock  would  be 
on  a  line  with  the  new  mole.  Then  as  to 
the  mole,  what  was  called  the  new  mole  bat 
which  was  really  a  very  old  mole,  that  as 
tbeiCommlttee  knew  was  being  contiaued, 
but  the  new  work  that  appeared  on  the 
Estimates  for  the  first  time  was  the 
separate  mole  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  referred.  The  length  of  the 
new  mole  would  be  some  1,600  feet ;  the 
extension  of  the  existing  mole  would  be 
1 ,760  feet,  making  the  estimated  extension 
the  whole  length  3,300  feet  in  the  line 
of  the  present  sO'Calted  new  mole. 

Commander  BETHELL:  Are  these 
new  works  to  be  faced  or  rough ;  will 
they  be  faced  so  that  ships  can  go  along* 
side  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  said,  they 
would  be  faced,  and  if  the  hou.  Member 
would  look  at  the  maps  it  would  give 
him  more  information.  Then  an  hon. 
Member  complained  of  Pembroke  Dock 
being  neglected  in  comparison  with 
others.  Far  be  it  from  him  to  say  any- 
thing disrespectful  of  Milford  Haven, 
but  he  must  remind  his  hon.  Friend  of 
this — ^that  these  items  were  not,  and 
ought  not,  to  be  determined  by  con- 
siderations of  favour  to  one  locality — 
that  was  entirely  out  of  the  question. 
It  was  a  matter  of  proper  consideration 
for  the  Admiralty.  Acting  on  the 
advice  of  their  professional  advisers, 
they  had  placed  the  proposals  before  the 
House,  and  if  Pembroke  was  omitted  it 
was  because  other  proposals  were  greater 
than  could  be  made  on  behalf  of  Pem- 
broke, but  he  could  assure  his  hou. 
Friend  that  what  he  had  siud  would  not 
be  lost  sight  of  when  occasion  arose  for 
making  further  proposals.  He  now 
came  to  the  other  points  put  to  him  by 
way  of  question  across  the  Table.  The 
most  important  work  of  all  was  the 
extension  of  Keyham  Yard.  They  pro- 
posed to  build  that  yard,  and  the  work 
would  extend  over  a  period  of  10  years* 
They  proposed  to  build  three  docks  of 
the  first  class. 
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An  faoD.  Member  :  Wet  or  dry  ? 

Mr.  £.  ROBERTSON  said,  they 
would  be  tiiree  drainiDg  docks  of  the  first 
class,  one  entrance  dock  of  the  same 
capacity,  41  acres  in  area,  eight  tidal 
basins,  certain  steam-ship  buildings, 
Bt(n«B,  wharfage,  shops,  and  so  on. 

Mb.  FORWOOD  :  For  ships  to  go 
ill,  or  only  for  light  vessels  ? 

Mb.  £.  ROBERTSON  said,  they 
would  be  for  ships  to  go  alongside  of, 
bat  he  was  not  qaite  sure. 

•Sir  E.  HARLAND  (Belfast,  N.) : 
May  I  ask  the  length  of  the  dock  ? 

Mb.  £.  ROBERTSON  said,  the  three 
docks  were  to  be  of  the  size  of  accommo- 
dating the  largest  ship,  that  was  all  he 
coold  say. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  Shall  we  hare  an 
opportanity  of  seeing  them  ? 

Mr.  £.  ROBERTSON  supposed  bo. 
This  extension  of  Keyham  Yard  was  a 
proposal  that  came  to  them  on  profes- 
sional advice,  and  they  were  assured  it 
was  work  that  ought  not  to  be  post- 
poned. 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON  said,  it  was 
understood  this  Vote  would  be  taken  to- 
night, and  he  would  not  detain  the  Com- 
mittee, but  this  Vote  they  were  asked  to 
consent  to  did  commit  them  to  enormous 
liabilities.  He  believed  the  expenditure 
tiiat  was  contained  in  the  £stimate  was 
necessary,  and  it  was  essential  if  this 
work  was  to  be  began  the  Committee 
should  give  its  consent  to-night,  nor  did 
he  object  jn  certain  instances  to  small 
sums  bding  taken  for  big  work,  but  the 
peculiarity  here  was  there  were  such 
large  numbers  of  big  work  in  which  case 
small  sums  were  taken,  and  however 
anxious  they  might  be  to  help  the  Admi- 
ralty the  broad  fact  remained  that  by 
this  Vote  the  proposal  was  to  take  fresh 
liabilities  on  uieir  shoulders  in  addition 
to  an  ntsting  liability.  It  was  quite 
clear  thpt  to  carry  this  work  out  a  targe 
increase  iii  the  Estimate  would  be  neces- 
sary in  •  subsequent  years,  and  he  would 
BUggest  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  should 
oirenlate  'K»me  Paper  so  as  to  give  an 
idea  of  wftat  the  financial  arrangements 
were.  'Que  hardly  liked  to  commit  one- 
self to  tro  lai^e  a  share  of  liability  unless 
one  saw  the  means  by  which  the  money 


in  subsequent  years  was  to  be  raised. 
Whatever  increase  there  might  be  in  the 

Vote  this  year  there  must  be  a  large  in- 
crease in  following  years.  He  thought 
they  ought  to  know  that,  and  it  would  be 
advisable  that  other  works  should  be  men- 
tioned that  were  to  be  commenced  in  tbe 
next  few  years.  He  saw  no  allusion  to 
Hong  Kong,  and  something  must  be 
done  th^  within  a  year  or  two. 
Another  thing  was  that  a  great  deal  of 
this  expenditure  was  connected  with 
stationary  defences,  and  he  would  ther^ 
tore  ask,  was  this  a  joint  scheme  of  the 
War  Office  and  the  Admiralty  ?  Of 
course,  under  tbe  circumstances,  they 
assented  to  this  Vote,  but  he  did  not 
think  the  explanation,  such  as  it  was, 
satisfactory  ;  but  if  the  bon.  Gentleman 
would  undertake  to  lay  before  them  a 
document  with  further  information  it 
would  do  much  to  allay  their  objections. 

Mr.  £.  ROBERTSON  said,  he  con- 
sidered the  demand  of  the  noble  Lord 
for  a  detailed  statement  was  reasonable, 
and  he  hoped,  after  farther  considera- 
tion, that  he  might  be  in  a  position  to 
comply  with  tbe  demand  of  tbe  noble 
Lord.  He  admitted  the  fairness  of  the 
noble  Lord's  conjecture,  that  in  future 
the  expenditure  must  be  increased  larger 
than  it  was  at  present,  but  however  large 
the  business  in  the  future  might  be,  the 
sum  they  proposed  to  take  this  year  was 
very  large  as  compared  with  the  soms 
taken  in  years  past ;  in  fact,  for  a  quarter 
of  a  centui^  he  did  not  dUnk  any  Board 
of  Admiralty  had  proposed  to  take  so 
mnob. 

Mr.  SCOTT-MONTAGU  (Hants, 
New  Forest)  said,  before  the  matter  was 
settled  he  would  like  to  ask  for  some  ex- 
planation of  the  making  of  a  breakwater 
at  a  cost  of  £140,000  when  the  money 
might  be  better  utilised. 

Mr.  £.  ROBERTSON  said,  he  did 
not  think  the  hon.  Member  quite  under- 
stood the  present  [«t>po8al,  which  was 
not  to  make  a  brwkwater  to  form  a 
harboar,  bat  to  Ifty  down  "  dolphins  *'  at 
the  entrance  of  the  present  dock  in  order 
to  prevent  any  hostile  torpedo-boats 
coming  in. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 
at  two  of  the  clock ;  Committee  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 
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J     PLUMBBRS'  EEGISTRATION  BILL. 
(No.  81.) 

SSOOKD  BBADINO. 

Order  for  Serond  Beadipg  read. 

•Me.  lees  KNOWLES  (Salford, 
Vf,)  moved  the  Second  Beading  of  this 
Bill,  which  be  said  was  in  effect  the 
same  Bill  as  that  which  was  before  the 
House  last  year  and  the  year  before,  and 
twice  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"XhAt  Uie  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Lee$  XnowleM.) 

An  hon.  Mekbsr  :  I  object. 

•Mr.  lees  KNOWLES  said,  it  was 
not  yet  12  o'clock. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  if  it  was 
not  yet  12  o'clock  he  would  like  to  ask 
for  an  explanation  as  to  whether  the 
Bill  had  met  with  the  approval  of  the 
Government  ? 

•Mr.  LEES  KNOWLES  said,  that  last 
^ear  the  Grand  Committee  on  Trade  ad- 
journed the  consideration  of  the  Bill  in 
order  that  a  Minister  from  the  Local  Go- 
vwnment  Board  might  be  appointed  a 
member  of  the  Committee  and  give  advice 
and  aasiBtauce  from  that  Department.  The 
Parliamentary  Secretaiy-  was  appointed, 
bat  nnfortunatety  he  was  unable  to  attend. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Thursday 
next. 

LAND  ACTS  (IBBLAND). 

MOTION  FOR  A  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  &  Be!ect  C<»nmittee  be  appointed  to 
inqolre  into  and  report  apon  tbe  principles  and 
pracdce  of  the  Irish  Land  Oommlesioners  and 
Ooanty  Court  Jjidgea  in  carrying  oat  the  fair 
rent  and  free  aale  provisionB  of  the  Land  Acts 

1870,  1881,  and  1887,  and  of  the  Bedemption 
of  Bent  Act  of  1691,  and  to  snggest  such  im- 
prorementu  in  Law  or  practice  aa  they  may  deem 
to  be  desinble."~(.Vr.  John  Motley.) 

SiB  E.  HARLAND  (Belfast,  N.)  :  I 
object. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) : 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  what  he  in- 
tends  to  do  with  regard  to  this  Motion,  in 


face  of  tbe  persistent  opposition  of  the 
Tory  Party  to  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  ? 
•Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order! 
Objection  is  taken  to  the  Motion. 
'  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  wiU  ask  the 
question  on  the  Adjournment  of  the 
House. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL    ORDER    (No.   2)  BILL. 
(No.  6.) 

Reported,  without  Amendment  [Fro- 
risional  Order  confirmed]  ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time  To-morrow. 

HEBSAtiE  FBOM  THB  LOBDS. 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bills,  &&,— 
That  they  have  appointed  a  Committee 
of  Six  Lords,  to  join  with  a  Committee 
of  this  House,  to  conBtder  all  Statute 
Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation 
Bills  of  the  present  Session  ;  and  request 
this  House  to  appoint  an  equal  number 
of  its  Members  to  be  joined  with  the  said 
Lords. 

LAW  LIBBABT,  FOUB  COt'BTS  (iBELANd) 

[advance]. 
Resolntion  reported  ; 

"That  It  is  expedient  to  anthorise  the  ad- 
rance,  oat  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  of  any 
Bum  necessary  to  meet  any  deficiency  in  taa 
fund  of  the  suitors  in  the  Supreme  Court  in 
Ireland  under  any  Act  of  the  present  Session 
to  authorise  an  adrance  out  of  the  general  fund 
of  monies  belonging  to  suitors  of  tibe  Sopreiae 
Court  in  Ireland  for  the  parposes  of  the  library 
nsed  by  the  Bar  (rf  Ireland  at  the  Four  Goorta, 
Dablin." 

Besolntlon  agreed  ta 

LAND  TBNUBB  (IBBLAND)  BILL. 
(No.  7.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  J. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

SOLICITORS'  EXAMINATION  BILL. 

(No.  112.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  2. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
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BUILDING  SOCIETIES  (KO.  2)  BILL. 

On  HotioD  of  Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Bnilding  Sociiedes  Acta,  oidered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Herbert  GladBtone,  Mr. 
Secretary  Asqoith,  and  Hr.  George  Bonell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  1B7.] 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)  (CODB),  ISM 
Copy  presented, — of  Code  of  Regula- 
tioDS  for  Day  Schools,  with  Appendices 
(1894),  of  tbe  Scotch  Education  Depart- 
ment [by  Commandl  ;  lo  Ue  upon  the 
Table. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)  (EVENING 

SCHOOLS)  (CODE),  1894. 
Copy  presented, — of  Code  of  Regula- 
tions for  Evening  Continuation  Schools, 
with  Schedule  and  Appendices  (1894), 
of  the  Scotch  Education  Department  [by 
Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (IRE- 
LAND). 

Copy  presented, — of  Special  Report  ot 
the  Board  in  relation  to  the  Atblone 
Provisional  Order,  1894  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 

Copies  presented, — of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports  on  Trade  and  Finance, 
Nos.  1347  (Algiers)  and  1348  (Hon- 
duras) [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adionm." — 
{Mr.  T.  E.  Ellit.) 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
whether,  in  view  of  the  action  of  the 
hon.  Gentlenun  tbe  Member  for  Guildford 
on  previous  occasions,  and  the  action  of 
tbe  bon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  West 
Belfast  to-night,  with  regard  to  tbe  Mo- 
tion affecting  the  Select  Committee  on 
the  Irish  I^ud  Acts,  be  inteuded  to 
make,  or  hoped  to  make,  or  saw  any 
advantage  in  making,  this  Motion.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposed  this  Motion,  although 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem^r 
for  Mauchester  had  said  that  if  the  form 
of  Reference  was  amended  there  would 
be  no  opposition.  But  a  very  ralnable 
Bill  bad  now  been  read  a  second  time, 


and  it  became  a  question  whether  later 
on  in  tbe  Session  an  opportunity  could 
be  found  for  discussion  of  the  matter, 
and  a  day's  discussion  in  the  House 
would  be  a  great  deal  more  valuable  thw 
a  great  many  days  upstairs  in  Committee. 
He  would  ask  the  Chief  Secretary, 
therefore,  having  regard  to  the  importance 
of  the  Bill,  and  to  the  opposition  of  hon. 
Gentlemen,  whether  there  was  any  ad- 
vantage in  persisting  with  the  Motion  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  be  differed  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth  in  thinking  that  a 
day  in  the  House  on  the  Bill  would  be 
more  valuable  than  many  days  in 
Committee  upstairs.  He  hoped  the  Chief 
Secretary  wonld  not  make  up  his  mind 
hasUIy  to  relinquish  a  prc^oeal  which 
was  approved  by  every  party  in  Ireland, 
He  himself  deeply  regretted  that  an  Irish 
Member  should  at  the  last  moment  oppose 
this  Motion,  and  risk  a  proposal,  the  loss 
of  which  would  certainly  give  rise  to  a 
great  deal  of  excitement  in  Ulster,  and 
might  lead  to  results  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  and  he  might  have  cause  to 
deplore. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  readily  join  with 
ray  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Louth  in  deploring  the  painful  want 
of  discipline  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  Tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
I*eader  of  the  Opposition,  as  I  said  more 
than  onoe  yestwday,  distinctly  invited 
me  to  modify  the  Order  of  Reference  in 
the  way  in  which  I  have  actually  modi- 
fied it,  and  promised— 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Hoped,  not 
promised. 

Mr,  J.  MORLEY  :  The  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  certainly  invited  me  to  modify 
the  Order  of  Reference.  I  presumed 
that  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  did  not 
throw  ont  that  invitation  in  a  mere  empty 
form,  and  that  it  carried  with  it  a  promise 
that  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  do 
his  best  to  get  that  form  of  Reference 
accepted.  [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfol'B  :  No» 
no.]  Well,  I  withdraw  the  word 
"  promise,**  bnt  that  is  my  interpretation 
of  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
and  in  view  of  that  I  consented  to  cut 
down  the  Order  of  Reference,  and  to  put 
it  on  the  Paper  in  the  form  in  whifdi 
it  now  stands.  I  will  require  a  little 
more  time  to  consldv  the  course  I  will 
take,  bnt  if  gentlMnm  opposite  pcfeist  im 
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refusing  to  have  this  Committee  ap- 
pointed— a  Committee  which  I  believe  all 
Parties  in  the  House  aod  all  Parties  in 
Ireland  desire — then,  of  course,  I  will 
have  to  ooosider  whether  it  is  worth 
while  to  persevere  in  malcingthe  Motion. 
I  have  been  making  the  Motion  in  one 
form  or  other  ever  since  the  Session 
began.  I  would  much  prefer  that  the 
Committee  should  be  appointed,  as,  in 
tay  opinion,  it  is  far  the  better  way  of 
dealing  with  the  subject,  and  that  the 
Biil  which  was  passed  yesterday  with 
only  eight  Irish  Conservative  votes 
against  it  should  be  referred  to  it.  I 
assented  to  the  Second  Reading  of  that 
BUI,  assuming  that  this  Committee  would 
be  appoiated.  I  will  not  say  more  to- 
night, but  the  matter  is  becoming  rather 
serious,  unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Zjeadw  of  the  Opposition  can  bring 
some  influence  to  bnu-  on  his  colleague 
on  the  Front  Bench,  and  on  the  hon. 
Baronet  behind  him. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  A  personal 
appeal  has  been  made  to  me  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  which  I  can- 
not ignore.  With  regard  to  my  hon. 
Friend  who  sits  on  this  Bench  with  me, 
and  to  whom  reference  has  been  made,  of 
course  he  does  not  act  as  an  ex-official, 
but  as  one  concerned  in  certain  Irish  in- 
terests, aud  acts  on  his  side  precisely  as 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Healy),  who  so  vociferously  interrupts, 
acta  on  his. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  But  he  does 
not  represent  an  Irish  constituency. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  But  I  will 
not  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  in  dis- 
cussing the  position  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  Leaving  that  out  of  account,  a 
personal  appeal  has  been  made  to  me, 
and  I  have  been  told  tliat  in  the  House 
I  had  given  something  in  the  nature  of  a 
personal  pledge  that  I  would  exwcise 
my  influence  to  obtain  ^e  appointment 
of  Uiia  Committee  with  the  reduced 
Order  of  Reference  which  now  stands 
upon  the  Paper.  That  is  perfectly  true, 
and  at  the  time  I  made  that  statement, 
and  until  the  events  of  yesterday,  I  was 
of  opinion  that  a  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  working  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1881,  now  that  the  end  of  the  15  years' 
term  is  approaching,  would  not  be  an 
raexpedient  Committee  to  appoint.  Bnt, 
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after  what  took  place  yesterday,  when  a 
Land  Bill  was  read  a  second  time,  I 
do  not  now  see  what  is  to  be  lost  by  a 
couple  of  hours'  discusBion  before  the 
Committee  is  appointed.  Of  course,  if 
progress  ou  the  Bill  is  to  be  suspended 
until  the  Committee  has  reported,  well 
and  good,  but  if  we  are  to  carry  on  con- 
currently both  an  inquiry  upstairs  in 
Committee  on  Irish  land  and  legislation 
downstairs  on  Irish  land,  it  will  be  a  pro- 
ceeding little  consistent  with  the  dignity 
of  the  House.  If  the  Bill  is  not  to  be 
proceeded  with  until  the  Committee  has 
reported  on  the  points  of  the  Bill,  then  I 
will  hold  to  the  opinion  I  expressed  a 
few  days  ago,  and  agree  that  the  Land 
Act  of  1881  is  a  proper  subject  for  Par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.) :  The 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  North 
Belfast  has  not  condescended  to  explun 
his  position  or  the  motive  of  the  snr* 
prising  action  he  has  taken.  The  hon. 
Baronet  must  be  well  aware  of  the  pro- 
ceediugs  in  reference  to  this  Motion. 
He  must  know  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
has  time  after  time  conceded  the  sub- 
stance of  the  Amendments  which  have 
been  put  down  on  the  Paper  to  the 
Order  of  Reference.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary excluded  inquiry  into  the  Land 
Judges'  Court  and  into  the  Purchase 
Acts,  and  he  limited  the  scope  of  the 
inquiry  to  tho  first  part  of  the  Befownee. 
The  hon.  Baronet  must  be  aware  that 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  in  the 
House  the  other  day,  when  the  Chief 
Secretary  conceded  the  form  of  Refe- 
rence suggested,  made  it  abundantly 
clear  that  in  his  view  the  nomination 
of  the  Committee  would  not  be  opposed, 
and  on  that  understanding  the  Chief 
Secretary  put  the  Order  of  Reference 
in  the  form  iu  which  it  now  appears.  It 
is  strange  that  the  Tory  Party,  which 
has  always  boasted  of  its  discipline — it  is 
strange  that  Members  of  that  Party 
should  resist  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee  the  terms  of  Refe- 
rence to  which  were  agreeable  to  the 
Leader  of  the  Party  to  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  and  the  Member  for  Guildford 
belong.  I  fail  to  see  how  the  fact  that 
this  House  has  affirmed  the  principle  of 
a  Bill  on  the  Irish  Land  Question  has 
altered  the  position  of  a  Motion  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  in  such  s 
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way  as  to  render  discussion  on  the  ap- 
pointment of  that  Committee  more  neces- 
sary than  before.  I  should  have  thought 
tiiat  the  fact  that  the  House  had 
passed  the  Second  Reading  of  a  Bill 
would  have  rendered  discussion  on  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  less  neces- 
sary,  because  the  subject  has  been  cleared 
up  by  the  Debate  of  yesterday,  and  if 
there  was  a  case  for  the  appointment  of 
the  Committee,  that  case  baa  been  ren- 
dered more  apparent  by  the  Second 
Beading  of  the  Bill  to  which  I  have 
referred.  The  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
whose  ingenuity  is  never  at  a  loss  on  the 
spur  of  the  moment,  threw  out  a  sugges- 
tion to-night  that  there  might  be  no 
resistaace  to  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  if  it  was  understood  that  the 
Bill  would  be  r^erred  to  it.  Might  I 
remind  the  House  that  the  Bill  is  now 
in  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  and  I 
must  say  for  myself  that  I  am  not  alto- 
gether prepared  to  assent  to  the  proposi- 
tion that  the  Bill  should  be  referred  now 
to  a  Select  Committee  ?  The  Committee 
has  only  to  makd  a  limited  inquiry  into 
the  details  of  the  practice  of  certain 
officials  in  Ireland,  and  if  it  were  ap- 
pointed and  proceeds  with  expedition, 
there  is  no  reason  why  it  should  not 
complete  its  inquiries  by  Whitsuntide. 
If  that  is  understood,  we  have  no  objec- 
tion to  postpone  the  consideration  of  the 
.Bill  until  after  Whitsuntide.  But  I  am 
not  prepared  to  assent  to  the  view  that  a 
Bill  wmch  has  been  read  a  second  time, 
and  OD  which  the  House  has  gone  into 
Committee,  should  be  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee upstairs.  At  any  rate,  whatever 
may  be  the  opinion  of  the  Tory  Party 
in  reference  to  the  Committee,  we  shall 
claim  onr  right  at  a  convenient  stage  of 
the  Session  to  ask  the  House  to  make 
progress  with  the  Bill. 

Mr.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  said,  that  after 
what  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kerry  he  would  ask  his  right  hon. 
friend  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  results  of 
the  opposition  to  this  Motion  in  Lreland 
and  in  the  Province  of  Ulster,  he  did  not 
think  that  there  should  be  no  further 
opposition.  The  Member  for  Kerry 
stated  that  he  did  not  propose  that  legis- 
Ution  should  take  place  until  the  Com- 
mittee bad  reported,  and  he  had  further 
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stated  that  the  Committee  would  report 
earlier  than  be  had  thought  they  would. 
After  that  statement,  be  would  appeal  to 
his  right  hon.  Friend  to  nse  his  influence 
with  the  Member  for  Guildford  and  with 
the  Member  for  North  Belfast,  with  a 
view  to  withdrawing  their  opposition  to 
the  appointment  of  this  Committee,  which, 
if  persisted  in,  would  bring  about  results 
in  Ulster  that  they  would  regret. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Do  I  under- 
stand the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  to  say 
that  he  is  prepared  to  postpone  legislation 
until  the  Committee  has  reported  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  Let  us  hear  from 
your  friends  first.  Let  us  hear  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Korth  Belfast. 

Mr.  sexton  :  We  think  that  the 
Bill  should  proceed  this  Session,  but  that 
the  proceedings  of  the  Committee  shouhi 
be  so  compressed  as  to  admit  of  that  being 
done. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  been 
asked  to  use  my  influence  with  hon. 
Members  on  my  aide  to  secure  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee,  seeing 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  on  his 
side  has  engaged  that  there  shall  be  no 
legislation  until  the  inquiry  has  taken 
place.  I  understand  the  view  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kerry  to  be  that  the 
Committee  should  be  appointed  and 
should  report  before  Whitsuntide.  I  do 
not  see  how  a  Committee  of  the  House 
is  to  go  through  such  a  difficult,  compli- 
cated, and  tangled  subject  in  three 
weeks. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  It  wiU  not 
be  possible  to  proceed  with  legislation 
while  the  Committee  is  sitting. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  that  is  so, 
I  have  no  objection  to  the  appointment 
of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  T.  M.  H£ALY  :  Can  we  hear 
what  the  Membo-  tor  North  Belfast  has 

to  say  on  the  point  ? 

*SiR  K.  HARLAND  :  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  withdraw  my  opposition  pro- 
vided the  suggestions  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  he  accepted. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Hear,  hear. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  ad}oimied  at  twen^^flve  mlnatea 
after  TwelTB  o'dook. 
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HOUSE    OF  LORDS, 
Fridatf,  23th  April  1894. 


I  INDIAN  SALT  LAWS. 

OB8ERVATIOX8.— Qt'ESTlOX. 

•Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
called  the  atteotioa  of  the  House  to  au 
article,  called  A  ■salt  hunt  in  Orissa,  in 
The  Pioneer  of  about  the  9th  of  Novem- 
u    ber  last ;  and  asked  if  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  would  renew  the  Orders 
iwaed  by  Viscouot  Cross  against  pro- 
s    secQtions  for  trivial  infraetioos  of  the 
;    Sslt  Laws  ;  and  whether  the  quantities 
^    of  eonsnmptioD  of  salt  per  head  of  popula- 
^    tioQ  given  ID  the  Official  Salt  Report  In- 
^    (Inde^  the  amount  of  salt  coasumed  by 
5     cattle?   He  said,  this  was  the  first  oppor- 
^     tenity  lie  bad  had  of  congratulating  the 
noble  Earl  the  late  Secretary  of  State 
for  ludia  on  haviug  reached  the  Foreign 
3>     Office,  which  last  year  he  had  told  tlie 
2o     House  was  a  haveu  of  rest  as  compared 
«     villi  the    India   Office.      ludia  was 
abo  to    b«!    coDgralulated   upon  the 
amngenient  beloe  brought  to  a  close 
^     ander  which  British  work  was  paid  for 
S     b;  the  Indian  Treasury.   India,  how- 
S     erer,  gained  more  in  theory  than  in 
S     pnctioe,  and  it  was  one  of  those  victories 
o     wbtcb  are  said  to  be  equivalent  to  a 
defeat,  for  it  had  pleaeeil  Her  Majesty's 
GoreromeDt  tJ  hand  over  the  destinies  of 
India  to  tyros,  or  "  griffins  "  as  they  were 
called  in  India.    It  was  difficult  to  under- 
stand why  the  India  Office  had  beeu  put 
aoder  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whose 
chief  claim  to  administrative  genius  had 
beoi  shown  in  the  Parish  Councils  BID. 
Not  satisfied  with  this   choice,  Her 
Hajesty's  Government  had  contemplated 
remoTiDg  the  permanent  Under  Secre- 
tary   and   depriving   the  Secretary  of 
State  of  the  experience  which  Sir  Arthur 
Godley  had  acquired  during  several  years. 
Fortunately  for  India  Sir  Arthur  Godley 
hadpreferied  to  remain  at  the  India  Office. 
H«f  Majesty's  Grovernment  had,  how- 
ever, shown  that  they  did  not  att»ether 
disregard  Indian  experience  by  tHe  selec- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  the  late  Governor 
of   Bombay  as   Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary.   That  noble  Lord  had  ful> 
filled  his  ^m  of  office  with  credit  to 
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himself  and  advantage  to  Bombay.  It 
was,  therefore,  a  matter  of  surprise  that 
the  noble  Lord  was  not  at  the  head  of  the 
India  Office,  and  that  an  Office  which 
required  mor^  labour  and  attention  than 
the  Foreign  Office  should  have  been 
entrusted  to  one  whose  time  would  be  so 
much  taken  up  with  the  weary  attend- 
ance in  another  place.  The  only  con- 
ceivable explanation  was  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  been  afraid 
of  the  Member  for  Northampton,  and 
feared  that  another  Peer  iu  the  Cabinet 
would  exhaust  his  endurance.  But  this 
deference  to  the  views  of  the  Member 
for  Northaraptou  had  not  secured  his 
approbation,  or  prevented  his  placing 
them  in  a  minority.  He  hoped  that  his 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  would  answer  him,  and 
not  leave  that  task  to  the  Under  Secretary, 
for  several  reasons.  It  was  hardly  fair 
upon  the  new  Under  Secretary  that  he 
should  on  the  first  occasion  on  whicli  he 
addressed  the  House  in  his  new  capacity* 
have  to  dissemble  his  feelings  in  order 
to  palliate  harsh  conduct  which  he  could 
not  approve.  It  was  right  that  the  late 
Secretary  of  State  should  defeud  his  own 
omissioue  or  claim  credit  for  his  own 
merits,  as  the  case  might  lie;  and  after 
speaking  so  often  as  Lord  President  on 
Indian  pay  it  would  be  reasonable  to 
expect  that  be  should  in  return  speak  on 
Indian  subjects  on  British  pay  ;  and  he 
hoped  that  his  noble  Friend  would  be 
able  to  inform  the  House  that  he  had 
anticipated  the  question  on  tlie  Paper, 
and  which  there  had  been  no  previous 
opportunity  of  asking.  The  case  he  had 
to  put  was  this:  In  August,  1889,  he 
brought  before  the  House  and  his  uoble 
Friend  Che  then  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  some  cases  of  hardship  where 
fines  of  two  rupees  had  been  in- 
flicted upon  persons  who  had  been 
guilty  of  scraping  up  salt.  Upon 
that  occasion  the  noble  Viscount  said 
he  would  inquire  into  the  matter.  Sub- 
sequently his  noble  Friend  told  him  that 
he  had  given  orders  tostop  trivial  prosecu- 
tions, and  accordingly  two  or  tiiree  years 
ago  a  Circular  was  issued  in  Bengal  iu 
consequence  of  orders  from  Viscount 
Cross  forbidding  prosecutious  for  trivial 
infractions  of  the  Salt  Laws.  But  this 
had  become  a  dead  letter.  It  appeared 
from  the  Salt  Report  for  1892-3  that  in 
that  year  duty  had  been  paid  in  Bengal 
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oa  10,138,924  maunds,  and  that  the  Halt 
revenue  obtained  in  OriBsa  from  Bait 
manufactured  and  imported  amounted  to 
B8.1,77d,362.  Under  the  head  of 
offences  against  the  Salt  Laws  the 
Report  stated  that  885  maunds  of  salt  of 
ilUcit  manufacture  were  confiscated  ;  the 
loss  of  duty  on  this  amoant  if  it  was  not 
sold  would  be,  at  2^  rupees  per  mauod, 
R8.2,212^.  Against  this  has  to  be  set 
R8.4,879  rewards  to  informers,  R8.1,776 
cost  of  additional  preventive  force  per 
annum,  and,  according  to  the  Report,  the 
preventive  service  in  Orissa  was  to  be 
re-organised  at  a  cost  of  Rs.6,468  per 
annum.  From  the  Report,  page  15, 
the  collector  of  the  24  Parganos  seemed 
not  to  be  in  favour  of  searches  for 
illicit  salt,  which  he  said  was  un- 
doubtedly an  evil  in  itself,  and  extremely 
vexatious  to  the  people  generatly." 
He  said  (page  16)  the  seizures  were 
usually  of  very  small  quantities  of  salt, 
showing  that  it  was  manufactured  ouly 
for  home  consumption.  The  whole 
quantity  of  salt  seized  in  this  district  in 
the  year  was  only  20  mauuds,  the  duty 
CD  which  would  be  only  Rs.oU.  The 
Salt  Report  said  (page  21)  that  in 
Orissa  there  were,  in  1892,  2,504  cases  of 
offences  against  the  Salt  Laws.  Of 
these,  SJS4  were  those  of  persons  released 
after  a  warning,  1,346  oases  were  written 
off  as  undetwted  scrapings,  and  153 
were  pending  at  the  end  of  the  year. 
Paragraph  42 — 

"It  appears  that  83  iofina  persons,  pregnant 
women,  and  children  were  apprehended  during 
the  year,  against  J4  ia  the  preceding  year." 

Then  (page  21,  paragraph  42) — 

"There  is  no  assurance  in  the  case  of  theae 
88  pereoos,  and  of  the  nine  persons  released  for 
want  of  proof,  that  there  wassofficieat  justifica- 
tfoD  for  their  arzest,  and  that  thej  were  not 
subjected  to  undue  hardship." 

Paragraph  45  of  the  Report  remarked 
on  the  disparity  of  sentences  given  by 
different  Magistrates,  and  said  the  Com- 
missioner had  been  requested  to  arrange 
that  salt  cases  in  each  district  should  be 
tried  by  nne  Magistrate,  who  should  be 
selected  for  his  fitness  for  the  duty. 
Would  it  not  be  better  that  those  Magis- 
trates should  be  selected  by  the  Chief 
Justice,  rather  than  by  the  Salt  Com- 
missioners, who  were  interested  in 
squeezing  the  iaigest  amount  possible 
from  the  Salt  Duties.  These  dry  figures 
from  the  Salt  Report  almost  proved  his  j 
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case,  but  they  did  not  appeal  much  to 

the  imagination,  and  it  was  perhaps 
'  fortunate  that  a  correspondent  of  The 
■  Pioneer  should  have  described  a  "  Salt- 
;hunt"  in  Orissa,  and  thus  filled  in  the 

vague  outlines  of  the  official  document. 
[  After  describing  the  poverty  of  the 

houses  and  the  cooking  pots  on  a  fire  in 
i  a  hole  iu  the  ground  in  the  centre  of  the 
j  hut,  the  writer  said — 

"  It  may  suggest  itself  to  you  that  there  can 
I  be  not  much  scope  for  hiding  illicit  salt  in  sach 
I  an  arrangement  as  this.  But  for  all  that,  manj 
;  mannds  of  salt  may  be  uDeartbed."   ..."  A 
raid  on  a  village  a.i  conducted  in  Orissa  is  a 
pretty  thorpugh  afhir.  On  information  reoeired 
that  contraband  salt  is  being  manu^tnred  ia  a 
certain  Tillage,  the  salt  officer  makes  it  his  duty 
to  ascertain  approximately  in  how  many  booses 
he  may  expect  to  obtain  cases,  and  he  takes  so 
many  men  accotdinfijy.  It  is  no  cldld's  play 
this.  You  have  to  be  on  the  spot  sonuslimea 
before  sunrise." 

He  then  described  the  walk  of  10  or  12 
miles  by  night,  the  posting  of  men  all 
rouud  the  village,  and  the  waiting  for 
daylight. 

"  Suddenly  the  figure  of  a  woman  approaches 
the  tank,  and  seeing  the  approaching  signs  of 
trouble,  endeayours  to  harry  bock  and  give  the 
alarm.  But  it  may  not  be.  She  is  seized  and 
told  to  stay  quiet,  and  huddling  herself  up  in 
her  scanty  clothes,  she  sits  and  weeps  at  what 
perchanc-e  may  prove  the  breaking  up  of  her 
nousc  and  home.  With  the  sun  come  the  first 
warnings  of  danger  to  the  villagers.  The  quiet 
which  a  few  minutes  before  reigned,  disappears. 
Then  come  the  battering  at  the  crazy  doore,  the 
shouts  of  the  men,  toe  shrill  cries  of  the 
frightened  women  and  children,  the  noiBeof  the 
smashing  of  jars,  the  destruction  of  signs  <tf 
evidence,  and  the  hustling  and  hurrying  of  the 
people." 

The  correspondent  then  related  bow  a 
police  officer  would  point  out  in  a  cook- 
ing  room  a  mass  of  filthy  black  fluid  in  a 

pot,  and  say — 

'"If  your  Honour  taste  that  you  will  find  it 
veiT  salt : '  and  it  is  very  salt ;  search  is  made, 
and  one  or  two,  or  three  jars  of  white  salt  are 
unearthed;  another  police  officer  discovets  and 
fishes  out  of  the  tank  an  empty  jaroroooklnic 
pot  with  traces  in  it  of  salt.  And  so  on,  bouse 
after  house.  If  the  information  is  good  and 
true,  each  house  brings  out  its  contribation,  and 
its  owner,  amid  cries  from  the  women  folk,  is 
marched  off  to  face  the  law." 

Those  who  had  been  accustomed  to  see 
in  Cheshire  pans  40  or  50  feet  long, 
burning  several  hundredweights  of  coal 
at  a  time,  and  comparing  them  wiUi 
these  small  oooking  pots,  will  exelatm  : 
de  minim*  mm  enrol  /at.  He  would 
refer  their  Lordships  to  some  extnots 
from  a  Calcutta  p»per  commentiag  on 
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the   article   io    The  Ptoneer,  headed, 
Official  callousness:    au  uDcouscious 
confesstoa."    It  was  there  stated — 

''Id  another  colamn  will  be  found  a  heart- 
rending;  acconnt  auconsciouBly  supplied  by  a 
precioofl  specimen  of  our  European  Executive 
Service,  leeardiae  the  cmel  enforcement  of  one 
ci  Uk  craei  fiBcaflavR  that  tUsgrace  the  present 
rale  in  bdia  and  the  British  Indian  Statute 
Book.  For  the  callous  heartlessness  displayed 
in  the  article  we  cannot  possibly  imagine  any 
reasonable  excose.  It  might  be  a  painful  duty 
for  some  servants  of  the  State  to  be  on  the  alert 
and  aeiie  upon  contraband  salt  and  the  tools  of 
illicit  manufacture.  Bat  they  had  no  right  to 
violate  other  laws  at  least  as  sacred  an  those 
miserable  ones  of  which  they  had  assumed  the 
creation.  Surely  it  was  not  their- business  to 
devastate  whole  villages  and  the  homes  of  the 
people.  But  what  shall  we  say  of  this  talk  of  a 
'salt-hunt '  as  if  there  were  great  fun  In  de- 
priving any  class  of  [>eople  of  their  simplest 
birthrights,  and  in  sabjecting  the  very  taiiettita 
tanctont/n  of  their  Eenana  to  acroelinqiuaition 
«nd  desecration  by  the  myrmidons  (rf  an  Indian 
fiscal  Court." 

The  writer  proceeded — 

*'  From  confessions  made  to  us  by  some  of 
these  *  salt-hunters '  themselves,  we  know  a  little 
of  the  way  in  which  the  so-called  'proofs'  of 
illicit  mannfacture  ate  brought  into  existence." 

He  feared  to  weary  the  House,  or  he 
would  have  liked  to  read  more  from 
this  article,  since  the  writer  would 
write  no  more.  Dr.  Sambhu  Mukerji 
had  died  of  a  cold  taken  at  a  party 
to  take  leave  of  the  late  Viceroy. 
When  he  read  the  article  from  The 
Pioneer,  bis  first  impression  had  been  that 
the  editor  of  that  semi-official  paper  and 
organ  of  the  Civil  Service  had  been 
entrapped  by  an  enemy  of  the  Salt  Laws, 
but  he  had  been  assured  that  it  was  not 
so.  A  prodf  of  the  scurrility  of  the 
writer  who  belonged  to  the  Salt  Depart- 
ment would  be  found  in  the  beginning  of 
his  article,  where  he  wrote — 

"  One  village  In  Orlasa  is  very  like  another. 
...  A  neatly  kept  clean  village  with  its  brown 
houses  .  .  .  with  its  well-cared  for  'Holy 
Trinity,*  ix^  a  well,  a  lamp-post,  and  a  letter 
■  box.** 

The  words  '* Holy  Trinity"  are  printed 
with  capital  letters  and  inverted  commas. 
Such  a  reference  would  be  an  outrage  iu 
this  country,  and  how  much  worse 
is  it  in  India  1  What  sort  of  man 
was  the  editor  of  The  Pioneer  to 
have  let  this  pass,  and  what  was  the 
Press  Commissioner  about  to  have 
aJlowed  this  irreverence  in  a  semi-official 
newspaper  to  hare  passed  without  a 
reprinuuid?    He  bdiered   there  was 
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DO  longer  a  Press  Commissioner,  but 
there  was  the  Article  in  the  Penal 
Code.  If  the  semi-official  English 
newspapers  did  not  themselves  respect 
the  religion  of  their  country,  how  were 
they  to  expect  the  Hind  as  to  do  so? 
He  might  say  more  upon  that  point,  but 
would  forbear,  because  he  did  not  wish 
to  distract  the  attention  of  the  House,  or 
of  the  noble  Lord  who  would  answer 
him,  from  the  impression  which  must 
have  been  created  by  his  recital  of  these 
«  Salt-hunta." 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Lord  Reay)  : 
My  Lords,  the  Salt  Revenue  in  Orissa  has 
since  the  year  1888-89  been  administered 
by  the  Salt  Commissioner  in  the  Madras 
Presidency,  and  further,  he  has  been 
under  the  orders  of  the  Bengal  Govern- 
ment and  the  Bengal  Bevenue  Board. 
The  Indian  Salt  Law  is  made  applicable 
in  Orissa  instead  of  the  Bengal  Law. 
The  salt  consumpdon  and  the  Salt 
Revenue  of  Orissa  have  not  iucreased. 
The  salt  consumption  in  Orissa  was,  in 
1885-86,  684,000  maunds  ;  in  1886-87, 
7iifiOO  maunds;  in  1887-88,  730,000 
maunds ;  in  1888-89,  664,000  maunds ; 
in  1889-90,730,000  maunds  ;  in  1890-91, 
725,000  maunds;  in  1891-92,  713,000 
maunds;  and  in  1892-93,703,000  maunds. 
In  1890  a  Report  was  made  by  the 
Bengal  Government  on  the  working  of 
the  Madras  Salt  Department  in  Orissa, 
and  it  was  shown  then,  that  although  the 
looaipanga  salt  industry  had  disappeareu, 
the  Orissa  people  consumed  as  much  salt 
per  head  as  the  people  of  the  other  dis- 
tricts in  Bengal,  and  about  as  much  as 
the  people  in  the  neighbouring  Ganjam 
district  of  the  Madras  Presidency.  Salt  in 
Orissa  was  11  to  12  seers  per  rupee 
cheaper  than  in  any  other  division  of 
Bengal.  It  was  then  found  that  the 
Madras  Salt  Department  was  doing  good 
work,  and  nothing  like  a  salt  crusade 
could  be  allowed  or  was  needed  in  Orissa. 
Now  that  was  the  Report  of  the  Bengal 
Government  in  1890.  In  1891  a  further 
inquiry  was  instituted  by  the  noble 
Viacount,  then  Secretary  of  State,  and  it 
was  found  that  orders  had  been  issued  by 
the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  Bengal  and 
published  in  the  Calcutta  Gazette  to  the 
effect  that  proseontions  should  not  be 
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allowed  against  the  poorer  class  of  ryots  any  complaints,  and  I  believe  the  practice 
for  making  email  quantities  of  salt  for  in  the  matter  has  been  as  the  noble  Lord 
home  consumption  and  not  for  sale,  and 
that, 

**  InBtead  of  bunting  for  these  trivial  ca»es,  the 
police  Bhoald  direct  their  attention  rather  to 
cases  of  illicit  mannfactnre  for  sale." 

As  those  orders  applied  to  Orissa  no 
further  action  then  taken,  and  as 

those  orders  apply  now  it  is  unnecessary 
to  issue  further  instructtoos. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
What  was  the  date  of  the  Orders  ? 

Lord  REAY  :  The  exact  date  I  can- 
not give,  but  they  were  issued  I  believe 
before  1891.  Now  there  may  be  instances 
of  excessive  zenl  on  the  part  of  some 
official  in  the  Department  such  as  has 
been  mentioned  by  the  noble  Lord,  but 
they  ore  distinctly  opposed  to  the  spirit 
in  which  Government  desire  the  pro- 
visions of  tlie  Salt  Law  should  be  carried 
out.  The  computed  consumption  of  salt 
per  head  is  obtained  if  the  total  number 
of  pounds  of  licit  salt  consumed  be  divided 
by  the  total  population.  The  consump- 
tion of  licit  salt  by  animals  in  India  is 
inconsiderable  and  it  is  not  deducted. 
An  inquiry  made  in  Burma  11  years  ago, 
when  the  Salt  Tax  in  that  couutry  was 
less  than  one-tenth  of  the  Indian  rate, 
showed  that  the  people  there  only  gave 
salt  to  some  of  their  cattle  on  special 
occasions  and  for  short  periods  of  the 
year.  I  think  the  noble  Lord  will  see 
from  the  answer  I  have  given  that  any- 
thing like  a  "  salt  hunt  is  against  the 
wishes  and  orders  of  the  Government 
both  in  India  and  at  home. 

Viscount  CROSS  :  It  is  not  my  in- 
tention to  detain  yonr  Lordships  upon 
this  matter.  My  attention  was  directed 
to  this  subject  in  1889-90,  and  I  caused 
very  stringeut  inquirieB  to  be  instituted 
in  India.  It  was  never  the  intention  of 
the  Home  Government  or  of  the  Indian 
Government  that  poor  people  who  are 
scraping  together  salt  for  home  consump- 
tion and  not  for  sale  should  be  treated  as 
offenders  under  the  Salt  Act.  It  is  quite 
necessary,  of  course,  that  the  Salt  Tax 
should  be  protected  wherever  salt  is 
manufactured  for  sale  ;  but,  as  the  result 
of  Uie  inquiries  I  instituted  and  of  the 
action  of  the  Government,  I  never  heard 
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the  Under  Secretary  for  India  has 
stated. 

•LoBD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  he  understood  from  the  reply  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Under  Secretary  for 
India  that  these  things  had  been  done 
contrary  to  the  Orders  of  the  Govern- 
ment. That  being  the  case,,  he  would  no 
doubt  take  care  that  they  did  not  occur 
again.  One  thing  he  forgot  to  mention. 
From  the  Report  it  appeared  there  was 
still  a  matter  which  had  not  been  decided 
upon,  whether  Orissa  should  be  adminis- 
tered in  respect  of  the  Salt  Laws  by  the 
authorities  in  Madras  or  Bengal.  Of 
course,  he  offered  no  opinion  upon  the 
matter,  but  a  priori  he  should  say  it 
would  be  much  better  if  they  were 
administered  from  Bengal,  because  the 
whole  subject  would  then  be  inorc  opea 
to  publicity. 

STANDIKG  COMMITTEE. 
Ordered,  That  a  Standing  Committee 
be  appointed  for  the  consideration  of 
such  Public  Bills  as  may  be  committed 
to  it  by  the  House. 

COMMITTEE  OP    SELECTION  FOB  THE 
STANDING  COMMITTEE. 
Appointed  :  The  Lords  following,  with  tbe 
Chairmaa  of  Committees,  were  named  of  the 

Oomniittee  : 

E.  Cowper.  L.  Foxford. 

£.  Stanhope.  Limerick'). 

E.  Cailc^n.  L.  CoIviUe  of  Culross. 

V.  Oxenbridge.  L.  Kenaington. 

L.  BalfoDT  of  Bnrley. 


MERCHANT  SHIPPING  BILL. 

CommoQB  Message  considered  Oiccording  to 
Order)  :  Moved  that  thi8<  House  do  concur  in 
the  following  Resolution  commaDicat«d  by  the 
Commons — namely,  that  it  Is  expedient  that 
the  Hercfaant  Shipping  Bill  be  committed  to  a 
Joint  Committee  of  Lords  and  Commons  (The 
Lord  Chancellor)  ;  agreed  to  : 

Then  it  was  further  mored  to  resolve  that  it 
is  expedient  that  the  said  Committee  be  tbe 
Joint  Committee  on  Statute  Law  Beviaion  Bills 
and  Consolidation  Bills  (The  Loid  Chancellor)  f. 
agreed  to, 

Onlered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the 
Commons  to  acquaint  them  therewith. 

House  Bdjoamed  at  Fire  o'clock, 
to  Monday  next,  a  qnarter 
beftms^leven  mslock. 
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HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 
Friday,  13th  April  1894, 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
QUESTIONS, 


OFFENCES   AOAINST   THE  UEBCHAM- 
CISB  HARKS  ACT. 

CoLOMBL  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Freaident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  bow 
many  prosecutions  were  instituted  by  the 
Solicitor  to  the  Board  of  Trade  for 
offences  against  the  Merchandise  Marks 
Acts  in  1892  and  1893,  and  with  what 
result ;  how  many  prosecutions  are  now 
pending,  and  by  what  staff  of  Inspectors 
the  solicitor  is  assisted  ;  and  whether  it 
is  sufficient  to  cope  with  the  numerous 
cases  in  which  foreign  manufaotored 
goods,  prison  uade  and  othmrise,  are 
sold  as  English,  and  the  cases  also  in 
which  foreign  meat,  butter,  and  other 
articles  are  sold  as  British  ?  , 

The  PBESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
or  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  Seventeen  prosecutions 
were  instituted  in  1892  and  1893  ; 
seven  convictions  were  obtained,  six 
^ases  were  withdrawn,  three  dismissed, 
and  there  was  one  acquittal.  Two 
Xwoseeutions  are  now  pending.  No  In* 
speetors  are  employed,  and  none  were 
era-  contemplated  under  the  Acts. 

LABOURERS'  COTTAGES  IN  SLIGO. 

Mb.  p.  a.  M*HUGH  (Leitrim,  N.)  : 
(1)  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
he  is  aware  that  up  to  the  present  the 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  have  been  in- 
operative in  the  Union  of  Sli^,  and  that 
a  representation  was  made  a  few  years 
ago  for  the  erection  of  cottages  ;  (2) 
can  he  state  at  what  cost  to  the  rate- 
payers and  with  what  result  was  sunh 
representation  made ;  (3)  Is  ha  aware 
that  at  a  meeUng  of  the  SUgo  Board  of 
Guardians,  on  Tuesday,  3rd  April  last, 
the  Board  refused,  by  13  votes  to  22,  to 
form  a  scheme  under  the  Labourers 
(Ireland)  Acts,  the  minority  consisting 
exclusively  of  Nationalist  elected  Guar- 


dians,andthe  majority  of  three  Tory  elected 
and  19  Tory  ex  officio  Guardians  ;  also 
that  the  Chauman  of  the  Board  slated  that 
he  would  never  allow  a  labourer^  oottMfe 
on  any  of  his  forms ;  (4)  will  he  take 
steps  to  have  effect  given  to  the  wishes 
of  the  elected  representatives  of  the 
people  ;  (5)  and  will  he  direct  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  hold  an  inquiry  at 
the  earliest  possible  moment  into  all  the 
circumstances  connected  with  the  appli- 
cations of  labourers  in  Sligo  Union  for 
cottages  under  the  Labourera*  Dwellings 
Acts,  and  into  the  repeated  rejection  of 
their  representations  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlet,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  (1)  It  is  a  fact,  so  I  am 
informed,  that  no  cottages  have  been 
erected  in  the  Sligo  Union  under  the 
Labourers*  Acts.  A  scheme  was  sub- 
mitted by  the  Guardians  in  1886,  but  fell 
through  in  consequence  of  an  informality 
in  the  proceedings  ;  (2)  the  expenses 
incurred  by  tlie  Guardians  in  connection 
with  this  scheme  amounted  to  about 
£120  ;  (3)  application  for  the  erection 
of  a  number  of  cottages  were  before  the 
Guardians  on  the  3rd  of  April,  but  by  a 
majority  of  24  to  13  they  refused  to  make 
a  scheme.  The  majority  consisted  of 
17  ex  officio  and  seven  elected  Guar- 
dians  ;  the  minority  of  13  elected  Guar- 
dians. The  Chairman  has  informed  the 
Local  Government  Board  that  the  mean- 
ing of  the  remark  he  made  at  the  meeting 
was  thatas  he  was  himself  building  houses 
for  the  labourers  there  was  no  necessity 
for  the  Guardians  doing  so  ;  (4  and  5) 
the  Local  Government  Board  have  not 
yet  received  any  application  for  an 
inquiry  into  the  action  of  the  Guardians. 
Such  application  should  be  made  by  the 
persons  who  signed  the  representations 
as  required  by  the  Labourers'  Act  of 
1891. 

IRISH  DISPENSARY  COMMITTEES. 
Mr.  F.  A.  M*HUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  of  Ireland  wbether  he  is  aware 
that  the  rating  qualification  for  members 
of  Dispwsiuy  Committees  in  Ireland 
who  are  not  Guardians  is  £30  ;  also  that 
in  mauy  cases  parsons,  whose  appoint- 
ment as  members  of  Dispensary  Com- 
mittees is  desired  by  all  classes  in  their 
districts,  are  prevented  from  acting  owing 
to  this  high  rating  qualification ;  and 
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can  the  rating  qnalificatiou  in  such  cases 
be  reduced  without  legislation ;  and,  if 
not,  will  he  take  steps  to  have  the  Irish 
Poor  Law  amended  by  the  reduction  of 
the  rating  qnaliScation  for  members  of 
DispeuBBrj  Committees  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  beg  to  refer 
the  hon.  Geotleman  to  the  reply  which  I 
gave  to  a  Bimilar  question  addressed  to 
me  yesterday  by  the  hou.  Member  for 
North  Roscommon. 

Mb.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  la  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  disposed  to  offer 
any  facilities  for  passing  a  Bill  on  the 
subject  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  The  question  of 
facilities  trenches  apon  very  delicate 
ground,  and  I  caunot  attswer  without 
consulting  my  right  hon,  I'rieud  the 
Leader  of  the  House. 

THE  BOARD  OP  IRISH  LIGHTS. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  the  London  Trinity 
House,  as  the  General  Lighthouse  Autho- 
rity, exercises  a  supervision  over  the 
Board  of  Irish  Lights ;  and  whether, 
as  the  latter  body  iulmits  that  the  buoy 
on  the  Briggs  Reef  in  Belfast  Lough 
when  its  moorings  are  stretched  to  their 
full  extent  does  not  guard  passing  vessels 
from  the  danger  of  striking  on  a  wreck 
lying  ou  the  reef,  and  notwithstanding 
has  neither  removed  tlie  wreck  nor 
shifted  the  buoy,  the  Trinity  House  can 
order  an  investigation  by  an  officer  of 
their  own  into  the  matter ;  and,  if  not, 
what  Department  of  the  Executive  repre- 
sented by  a  Minister  responsible  to  this 
House  has  control  over  the  Board  of 
Irish  Lights  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  The  Commis- 
sioners of  Irish  Lights  have  not  made 
the  admission  suggested  in  the  hon. 
Member's  question.  On  the  contrary, 
they  inform  me  that  in  their  opinion 
the  Briggs  Reef  Buoy,  with  moorings 
stretched  in  any  direction,  will  gua^ 
vessels  from  striking  the  wreck  on  the 
reef  if  the  buoy  is  passed  on  the  proper 
side.  The  Merchant  Shipping  Act, 
1854,  confers  on  the  Board  of  Trade 
power  to  order  an  inquiry  in  respect 
to  the  eflSciency  of  any  buoy  under  the 
management  of  any  General  Lighthouse 
Authority,  and  also  gives  the  Trinity 
House  power  to  direct  the  Scottish  or 
Irish  Light  Commissioners  to  alter  any 
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buoy,  provided  they  obtain  the  sanction 
of  tlie  Board  of  Trade  to  such  direction. 

Colonel  WARING  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  order  on  inquiry  as  to 
whether  the  vessel  was  outside  the  buoy 
or  not  when  it  was  struck  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  That  is  not  the 
question  on  tbe  Paper.  The  Commis- 
sioners can  only  inquire  in  respect  of 
the  efficieouy  or  ineflSciency  of  a  buoy^ 
and  the  Trinity  House  have  power  to 
direct  the  Irish  Lights  Commissioners  to 
alter  the  position  of  a  buoy  if  they  find 
it  is  in  the  wronff  place. 

OoLOKEL  WARING  protested  that 
the  vessel  was  outside  the  buoy  when  it 
was  struck,  and  added  that  he  was  in  » 
position  to  say  that  that  was  so. 

Mr.  WOLFF  (Belfast,  E.)  :  May  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
a  large  sum  of  money  is  not  voted  each 
year  to  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fnnd,  out 
of  which  a  balance  is  given  to  tbe 
Irish  Lights  Commissioners,  and  when 
that  Vote  comes  before  the  House  will 
we  have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
constitution  of  the  Irish  Lights  Board  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Certainly. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (DnbUn  Co.,  N.) ; 
Will  the  right  hon,  Gentlenuui 
take  advantage  of  the  introdnc- 
tion  of  tbe  Merchant  Shipping  Bill 
to  attempt  to  reform  the  oonstitntion  of 
the  Irish  Lights  Board  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  No,  Sir;  it  is 
impossible  to  do  so  under  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Act. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  la 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  it 
was  under  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act 
that  this  Board  was  constitnted  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  This  Bill  is  s 
purely  consolidation  Bill,  and  to  attempt 
to  make  any  amendments  in  it  would  be 
to  destroy  the  whole  character  of  the 
Bill.  The  Irish  Lights  Board  will  have 
to  be  dealt  with  by  a  separate  Bill. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  finds  amongsi  all 
sections  of  the  Irish  representation 
such  a  spirit  as  would  promise  him  an 
easy  passage  of  any  change  of  the  kiud^ 
why  should  he  not  avail  of  that  spirit  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA :  As  I  have  said, 
the  Irish  Lights  BoaM  will  have  to  be 
dealt  with  by  a  separate  Bill.  I  have  do 
doubt  about  the  feeling  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  given  expression,  but  we 
ore  pledged  that  the  Merchant  Shipping 
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BUI  shall  be  purely  and  Bimply  a  cod- 
solidatioD  Bill,  and  we  must  keep  that 
pledge. 

Mb,  CLANCY  :  Have  not  oonBoIida- 
tion'BUIs  beenintrodaced  into  the  House 
for  the  purpose  of  omitting  certain 
sections  of  other  Bills  ? 

Mr.  MUUDELLA  :  The  object  of 
the  Merchant  Shipping  Act  is  to  have  a 
real  Merchant  Shipping  Code. 

Mb.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  : 
Will  the  right  hoD.  Gentleman  introduce 
a  Bill  dealing  with  the  constitution  of 
the  Irish  Lights  Board — a  Board  which 
does  not  give  satisfaction  to  any  portion 
of  the  Irish  community  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  That  is  another 
question  altogether  from  the  question  on 
Paper,  and  I  shall  be  very  glad 
jndeed  to  consider  it. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask 
whether  the  pledge  of  the  Government 
that  this  Bill  will  be  a  purely  consoHda- 
don  Bill  will  extend  to  the  refusal  by  the 
Government  of  any  Amendments  from 
any  section  of  the  House  P 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  I  am 
bound  to  that. 

LABOURERS'  COTTAGES  IN  THB 
COOTEHILL  UNION. 
Mr.  .  YOUNG  (Cavan,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (1)  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Guardians  of  the  Coote- 
bill  Union  have  on  every  occasion  refused 
the  represfflitations  that  have  been  made 
to  them  nnder  the  Labourers*  Acts  ;  that 
they  rejected  on  the  23rd  of  February 
last  13  representations,  and  that  the 
chairman  declared  that  the  Board  of 
Guardians  should  simply  pass  all  repre- 
sentations to  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  do  as  they  liked ;  (2)  is  he 
aware  that  a  solicitor  forwarded  (7th 
March)  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  a  Petition,  duly 
signed  by  the  required  number  of  rate- 
payers, which  was  acknowledged,  calling 
lot  an  inquiry  under  the  5tb  section  of 
the  amended  Act ;  (3)  will  he  explain 
why  the  Xrf>cal  Government  Board  have 
since  sent  no  further  communication  as 
to  whether  the  inquiry  would  be  granted ; 
(4)  whether  he  can  state  if  there  is  a 
Government  grant  of  about  £200  to  the 
credit  of  this  Union  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Labourers^  Act,  and  if  that  money 
will  be  nnavaUable  for  the  Union  until 
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the  Board  takes  steps  to  make  a  scheme  ; 
and  (5)  whether  the  Local  Government 
Board  have  yet  received  the  replies  from 
the  Board  of  Guardians  for  which  they 
were  waiting  before  deciding  on  the 
Petition  for  an  inquiry  ;  if  so,  what  ar« 
the  replies,  and  will  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  grant  an  inquiry  P 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  (1  and  2.)  The 
statements  in  the  first  and  second  para- 
graphs would  appear  to  be  aorrect,  except, 
as  I  am  informed,  that  the  Ixwal  Govern- 
ment Board  are  not  aware  that  the  ob- 
servation referred  to  was  made  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Guardians.  (3  and  5.) 
The  Board  state  that  they  did  commu- 
nicate with  the  Guardians,  calling  for 
copies  of  the  representations  and  a  state- 
ment of  their  reasons  for  declining  to  act 
upon  them.  Some  of  the  documents  were 
only  quite  recently  received  and  are  now 
engaging  the  attention  of  the  Board,  who 
will  lose  no  time  in  deciding  as  to  the 
further  steps  that  may  be  necessanr.  (4.) 
There  is  a  sum  of  £170  available  for  the 
purpose  mentioned,  but  this  money  can- 
not be  advanced  unless  the  Acts  are  put 
into  force  by  the  Guardians. 

PROPOSED  VETERINARY  COLLBQB  FOB 
IRELAND. 
Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  Uie 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether, 
except  from  Dublin  practitioners,  any 
expression  of  a  desire  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  Veterinaiy  College  in  Ire- 
land has  reached  him  ;  whether  the  sum 
of  £15,000,  which  has  been  specified  as 
likely  to  be  required  for  its  foundation, 
is  to  be  taken  from  the  funds  of  the 
Intermediate  Education  Commissioners ; 
and  as  the  number  of  students  who  have 
given  notice  of  their  intention  to  present 
themselves  for  examination  in  June  is 
largely  in  excess  of  any  previous  year,, 
whether  the  Board's  expenditure  on 
result  fees  and  prizes  will  absorb  the 
whole  of  the  grant  this  year  under  "  The 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Act, 
1890"? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  deputation 
which  waited  upon  me  in  January  last, 
urging  the  necessity  for  a  Veterinary 
School  in  Ireland,  was  not  confined  to 
any  locality  or  particular  profession,  but 
was  representative  of  various  classes  and 
interests  throughout  Ireland.  I  would 
also  point  out  that  Parliament  in  1881 
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contemplated  the  creatiou  of  a  Veteriuarr 
College  in  IrelaDd,  as  in  the  Veterioary 
Sargeous'  Act  of  that  year  express  pro- 
TisioQ  is  made  for  the  exunination  of 
students  in  Ireland  whenever  a  Yeter- 
inary  College  should  be  established  there. 
It  is  proposed  to  ask  Parliament  to 
allocate  the  sum  of  £15,000  as  a  grant 
in  aid  towards  acquiring  College  build- 
ings and  fittings.  It  is  not  proposed  to  take 
it  from  the  current  year's  residue  of  the 
local  taxation  duties  (Customs  and  Ex- 
cise) grant,  but  from  the  invested  accn- 
mulation  of  that  grant. 

LABOURERS'  COTl'AGES  IN  THE  CEL- 
BRIDGE  UNIOK. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  will  he  explain  why,  attlioagh 
nearly  two  years  ago  a  scheme  for  the 
erection  of  12  labourers'  cottages  in  the 
County  Dublin  district  of  the  Cetbridge 
Uuion  was  approved  by  the  Celbridge 
Board  of  Guardiaas,  it  is  only  within 
the  present  year  that  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  held  an  inquiry  into  that 
scheme,  and  also  on  what  grounds  the 
Board  then  refused  its  sanction  to  the 
erection  of  10  of  the  12  cottages  in 
question  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  inform  me  that  in  April 
and  Jane  of  last  year  three  schemes  pro- 
posing the  erection  of  59  cottages  were 
submitted  to  them  by  the  Guardians  of 
the  Celbridge  Uuion,  and  in  September 
a  Local  Inquiry  was  held  into  these 
schemes  by  one  of  the  Board's  Inspectors. 
A  Provisional  Order  is  now  about  to  be 
issued  authorising  the  erection  of  41 
cottages.  The  ^^wnl  state  that  45  of 
the  59  cottages  included  in  the  schemes 
of  the  Guardians  were  proposed  to  be 
erected  in  County  Dublin,  and  that  with- 
out further  information  they  have  no 
means  of  identifying  the  particuUr  12 
cottages  referred  to  in  the  question. 

GLA8SABEQ  AKD  BRANDON  CREEKS. 

SiB  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will 
suggest  to  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  the  advisability  of  removing  some 
more  of  the  rocks  which  still  make  the 
landing  places  at  GUssabeg  Creek  and 
Brandon  Creek,  in  County  Kerry, 
dangerous  for  canoes  ? 

Mr.  J,  M&rley 


Mr.  J.  MOELEY  :  The  Congested 
Districts  Board  have  made  a  boat-slip 
St  Brandon  Creek,  and  have  removed  a 
rock  that  had  interfered  with  a  safe  land- 
ing at  Glassabeg  Creek.  The  Board  do 
not  at  pr^ot  contemplate  any  further 
operations  at  Glassab^  Creek,  but  they 
are  about  to  make  a  protecting  wall  at 
Brandon  Creek, 

RATHDRUM  WATER  SUPPLY. 

Mr.  JAMES  O'CONNOR  (Wicklow, 
W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (I)  if 
he  is  aware  that  the  Sanitary  Authority 
of  Rathdrum  has  adopted  a  scheme  for 
the  improvement  of  the  water  supply  to 
that  town,  and  has  unanimously  'decided 
that  the  area  of  charge  should  include 
the  holdings  of  all  parties  resident  in 
the  town,  but  .  should  not  extend 
to  or  include  the  holdings  of 
people  living  outside  the  town  who 
could  not  derive  any  benefit  from 
said  supply  ;  (2)  whether  he  is  aware 
that  Dr.  Staflbrd,  Local  Government 
Board  Inspector,  held  an  inquiry,  at 
which  10  to  2  gave  evidence  in  favour 
of  the  area  fixed  by  the  Sanitary  Autho- 
rity ;  (3)  whether,  notwithstanding  this, 
and  that  the  people  inside  the  area  so 
fixed  are  pOTfectly  satisfied,  the  Local 
Government  Board  refuse  to  sanoticm 
said  area,  and  persist  in  extending  it  so 
as  to  include  people  who  never  can  derive 
any  benefit  from  the  scheme ;  (4)  whe- 
ther the  Local  Government  Board  have 
threatened  to  dissolve  said  Board  of 
Guardians,  under  Section  211  of  "The 
Public  Health  Act,  1878,"  should  they 
fail  to  proceed  with  said  scheme,  and 
tber&by  cause  to  be  levied  what  the  said 
Guardians  believe  would  be  an  unjust 
tax  upon  people  who  are  powerless  to 
protect  themselves  under  die  circum- 
stances ;  (A)  and  if  he  is  aware  of  any 
reason  in  this  particular  case  why  the 
Local  Government  Board  should  insist  en 
an  area  of  charge  totally  opposed  to  the 
wishes  of  the  Guardians  and  ratepayers, 
and  quite  different  to  the  areas  sanctioned 
by  them  in  precisely  parallel  cases  at 
Tinahely,  Camew,  and  Clonegall  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  am  informed 
that  the  Local  Government  Board  re- 
fused to'  sanction  the  area  proposed  by 
the  Guardians  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  be  inequitable,  and  they  recom- 
mended that  a  uniform  area  <rf  taxatioa 
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should  be  fixed  witbio  a  radius  of  about 
a  mile  from  the  town,  giving  the  Guar- 
dians povrer  to  make  a  differential  rate 
within  such  area,  so  that  they  might 
apportion  the  greater  part  of  the  rate  on 
the  residents  within  the  town.  The 
Board  of  Guardians  having  replied  that 
rather  than  carry  out  this  suggestion  they 
would  drop  the  scheme,  the  Local  Go- 
remment  Board  pointed  out  that  it  would 
be  competent  for  anyone  interested  to 
make  a  complaint  to  them  under  Section 
211  of  the  Public  Health  Act,  and  that 
the  Board  would  be  obliged  to  take  fur- 
ther proceedings  with  the  view  of  com- 
pelling the  Sanitary  Authority  to  perform 
their  duty.  The  Local-  Government 
Board  inform  me  that  they  4o  not  con- 
sider that  the  other  cases  quoted  in  the 
question  are  in  any  sense  analogous  to 
the  Rathdrum  case  ? 

ALLEGE  D   SHOOTING    BY  AN 
EHRItOEXCY  HAN. 

Mr.  M.  AUSTIN  (Limerick,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to '  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that,  on  the  evening  of  24th 
ultimo,  Thomas  M'Manns,  an  emergency 
man  on  an  evicted  farm  at  Cnrragh,  County 
Limerick,  while  under  the  influence  of 
drink,  proceeded  to  the  house  of  a  man 
named  William  Sweeney,  and,  perceiving 
him  with  his  wife  and  child  in  the  hay- 
yard,  fired  from  his  revolver  at  them  at  a 
distance  of  about  15  yards,  although  re- 
ceiving no  provocation  ;  that,  subse- 
quently, on  the  same  evening,  the  said 
Thomas  M'Manns  fired  at  a  Mrs.  John 
O'SuUivan,  and  again  at  herself  and  her 
husband ;  that  on  previous  occasions 
M'ManuB  was  charged  at  Newcastle 
West  Petty  Sessions  for  firing  at 
Sweeney's  house,  and  let  off  with  a 
caution  ;  why  is  it  that  M'Manns  was 
left  abroad  for  a  week  without  the  police 
of  the  district  taking  any  action,  and  on 
what  grounds  has  he  been  liberated  on 
his  own  recognisances  to  appear  for  trial ; 
what  steps  will  be  taken  to  prevent  such 
attacks  by  emergency  men  on  defenceless 
people  ;  and  will  inquiries  be  made  into 
the  composition  of  the  Bench  at  New- 
CMtle  West,  as  well  as  the  manner  in 
which  the  police  perf<»m  their  duty  in 
protecting  the  people  when  assailed  under 
such  circnmstancos  P 

Mr.  J.  MOBLET  :  I  am  informed 
by  the  Pistrict  inspector  of  Police  that  on 


the  24th  ultimo  M'Manns  did  fire  shots 
on  the  farm  on  which  he  is  a  caretaker, 
bnt  that  he  did  not  fire  at  the  persons 
named  iu  the  question,  nor  was  he  drunk 
on  the  occasion.  On  the  following  day 
he  was  taken  before  a  Magistrate  and 
allowed  out  on  his  own  recognisances  till 
Petty  Sessions  on  the  6th  instant,  when 
informations  were  refused  by  the  Resi- 
dent Magistrate,  the  Local  Magistrate 
having  previously  left.  The  evidence 
given  at  Petty  Sessions  by  the  parties 
who  prosecuted  was,  I  understand,  con- 
tradictory, and  this  no  doubt  influenced 
the  Magistrate  in  arriving  at  the  decision 
to  refuse  informations.  In  October  last 
a  charge  of  firing  at  the  person  was  pre- 
ferred by  Sweeney  gainst  M*ManuB,  and 
on  that  occasion  also  the  Magistrate,  a 
local  Justice,  adopted  a  similar  ruling.  I 
have  called  for  the  depositions  taken  at 
Petty  Sessions  on  the  6th  instant,  and 
will  have  them  laid  before  the  Attorney 
General. 

Mb.  M.  AUSTIN  :  In  connection 
with  this  matter,  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  what  was  the  cause  of 
the  delay  with  the  police  taking  action  in 
this  matter,  and  also  what  was  the  reason 
Sergeant  Monday,  of  Knockaderry 
Police  Station,  going  to  these  people  and 
asking  them  to  take  no  action  but  to 
merely  issue  a  summons  ? 

Mb.  J.  MOBLEY :  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  sergeant  did  what  my  hon. 
Friend  alleges.  I  am  certainly  not  ac- 
quainted with  the  other  particulars  of  the 
case,  not  having  received  the  depositions, 
and  I  am  not,  therefore,  sufficiently  in- 
formed to  be  able  to  answer  the  question. 
'  Mr.  SEXTON  :  Was  any  hint  given 
in  the  evidence  why  this  man  fired 
off  bis  revolver  seven  or  eight  times, 
and  would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
inquire  whether  recommendations  for  the 
improvement  <A  this- Bench  of  Magistrates 
were  made  to  the  I^ord  Chancellor  when 
he  entered  into  Office,  and  tliat  no 
appointment  has  been  made  since  that  ? 

Mr.  DARLING  (Deptford) :  Is  it 
not  a  fact  that  M'Manus  is  now  actually 
under  recognisances  to  appear  for  trial  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  No. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  He  was  under  his 
own  recognisances  to  appear  at  Petty 
Sessions  on  the  6th  instant,  but  then  the 
case  was  heard,  and  it  was  dismissed  by 
the  Magistrate.  In  answer  to  my  hon. 
Friend,  I  b^  to  say  that,  so  far  as  the 
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appointment  of  Magistrates  goes,  I  am 
not  Bure  Low  it  was  why  the  Lord 
Chancellor  did  not  appoint  Justices  for 
this  Bench.  As  to  the  reasoDs  which 
induced  M'ManuB  to  fire  off  his  revolver 
or  guu  seven  or  eight  times,  I  really 
cannot  say  what  they  were.  I  am  told 
it  was  merely  a  discharge  into  the  air, 
and  not  a  firing  at  the  person. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Is  the  Ucenoe  to 
carry  a  revolver  to  be  left  in  his  hands  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  That,  of  couree, 
is  a  point  which  I  shall  examine  into 
vhen  I  have  the  materials. 

Mb.  M.  AUSTIN  :  Will  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  inquire  if  the  Magistrate 
who  presided  at  the  trial  is  not  also  the 
agent  of  the  property  concerDod  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  could 
scarcely  be,  because  the  Resident  Magi- 
strate alone  presided. 

Mb.  M.  AUSTIN :  WUl  he  inquire 
whether  the  land  agent  acted  in  his 
Magisterial  capacity  on  the  ocoasion  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

WEST  CORK  POSTAL  SERVICE. 

Ma.  GILHOOLY  (Cork  Co.,  W.)  ;  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  wheth^,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
all  the  Representative  Public  Boards  of 
West  Cork  have  passed  resolutions  in 
twovi  oi  a  more  efficient  postal  service, 
and  the  Postmastw  Greneral  has  refused 
to  grant  it  owing  to  the  Cork,  Bandon, 
and  Sonth  Coast  Railway  Company 
having  refused  to  facilitate  the  transit  of 
the  mails  by  giving  a  more  convenient 
train  than  the  evening  one  which  now 
carries  the  mails,  he  will  use  his  good 
offices  with  the  Railway  Company  referred 
to  and  request  them  to  convenience  the 
business  people  of  West  Cork  by  facili- 
tating the  sending  of  the  mails  by  a  train 
to  leave  Cork  at  midday  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  I  am  afraid  the 
Board  of  Trade  have  no  power  to  do 
anything  in  this  matter.  As  I  under- 
stand it,  the  terms  offered  by  the  Rail- 
way Company  are  such  as  the  Post  Office 
do  not  feel  at  liberty  to  accept,  and  we 
cannot  compel  the  Company  to  alter 
them. 

LADY  VISITORS  FOB  FEMALE 
PRISONERS. 
Ma.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal 
Green,  S.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
taiT  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
3fr.  J,  Murhff 


whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  passage  in  the  Fifteenth  Report  of  the 
CoDunissioners  of  Prisons  in  which  they 
endorse  with  their  appoval  the  opinion  of 
one  of  their  most  experienced  chaplains 
that  it  is  desirable  to  secure  the  services 
of  one  or  two  lady  visitors  for  each 
prison  ia  which  women  are  confined  ;  and 
whether,  by  issuing  a  Circular  to  Visiting 
Justices,  or  otherwise,  he  will  take  such 
steps  as  may  result  in  the  admission  of 
8U(^  lady  visitors  to  a  large  number  ci 
prisons  which  are  at  present  unprovided 
with  them  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOK  THB  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Geobge  Russeix,  North 
Beds)  (who  replied),  said  :  It  is  not  at 
present  the  intention  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  lady  visitors  to 
prisons. 

21b.  PICKERSGILL  :  I  did  not  ask 
for  an  increase  in  the  aurober  of  lady 
visitors,  but  that  where  there  are  no  lady 

visitors  they  should  be  provided. 

Ma.  GEORGE  RUSSELL:  The 
Secretary  of  State  sees  no  reason  for 
issuing  a  Circular. 

CIVIL  SBBVIOB  ABSTRACTORS. 

Mb.  fisher  (Fulham) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  a  considmble  feel- 
ing of  discontent  has  been  caused  by  the 
refusal  of  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sioners to  pay  to  abstractors  and  assistant 
clerks  certain  moneys  which  they  had 
earned  as  bonus  during  their  previous 
service  as  Civil  Service  Writers  ;  whe- 
ther any,  and,  if  so,  what,  stras  were 
taken  by  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sioners, in  the  absence  of  specific  in- 
quiries, to  warn  the  men  concerned  of 
the  loss  they  would  sustain  if  they 
accepted  their  new  appointments  during 
the  course  of  a  bonus  period  ;  and  whe- 
ther, as  there  would  appeu  to  be  a  legal 
liability  under  the  Apportionment  Act,  no 
express  stipulation  that  apportionment 
of  (he  bouus  would  not  be  allowed 
having  been  made,  be  will  direct  that 
the  various  amouDts  of  bonus  be  paid 
to  the  claimants  without  further  delay  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBEBT,  Oldham)  :  I 
am  afraid  that  I  cannot  add  anythiog  to 
the  answer  which  I  gave  to  a  precisely 
similar  question  pat  to  me  by  the  hob. 
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Member  on  Mar  19  last,  to  the  effect  that 
no  copyist  can  reseiire  bonus  iu  respect 
of  a  broken  period  of  less  than  half  a 
year's  copvists*  service  immediately  pre- 
ceding his  appointment  to  a  permanent 
post,  half  a  year's  service  being  the 
necessary  condition  under  the  Treasury 
Minute  for  the  payment  of  such  bonue. 
The  Civil  Service  Commissioners  have 
always  been  willing,  when  a  copyist  has 
desired  it,  and  the  Department  in  wbich 
he  was  serving  has  not  objected,  to  defer 
hu  permanent  appointment  as  abstractor 
antU  he  became  entitled  to  another  bonus. 

POOR  BELIEF  UNDER  FALSE 
PRETENCES. 
Mb.  ROUNDELL  (York,  W.R., 
Skipton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Groverument  Board 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  case  in  which  Mrs.  Stripling  was  sum- 
moned for  obtaining  relief  from  the  funds 
of  the  Wandsworth  and  Clapham  Union 
by  false  pretences,  her  husband  having 
received  over  £20  in  wages  during  the 
pmod  over  which  relief  was  granted  ; 
and  wheUier,  having  regard  to  the  cen- 
sure which  was  passed  by  the  Magistrate 

Sir.  Denman)  upon  the  way  in  which 
e  Poor  Law  was  administered  in  the 
Union,  the  relieving  officer  having  ad- 
mitted that  he  neglected  to  comply  with 
the  order  requiring  him  to  make  inquiry 
into  the  antecedents  of  the  applicants 
for  relief,  and  the  medical  officer  of  the 
Union  having  certified  in  the  absence  ot 
the  husband  that  he  was  ill,  when  in 
fact  he  was  in  full  work,  he  has  instituted 
an  inquiry  into  the  case  of  these  two 
officers,  and  with  what  result  ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
LxrsTBK,  Bradford,  Central)  :  The 
attention  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  was  called  to  the  case  referred  to, 
and  they  required  the  medical  officer  and 
fdieving  officer  to  furnish  an  explanation 
nf  their  proceeding?.  The  medical 
officer  was  suspended  by  the  Guardians 
from  the  performance  of  his  duties,  and 
the  Board  have  declined  to  remove  his 
suspension,  and  required  hu  resignation. 
The  relieying  officer  placed  his  resigna- 
tion in  the  hands  of  the  Guutlians  on 
the  ground  of  his  age  and  infirmity. 


THRIFT  AMONG  SCHOOL  CHILDREN. 
Mr.  ROUNDELL :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  what  steps  have  been 
taken  by  the  Post  Office  Authorities,  by 
themselves  or  in  concert  with  the  Ednoa- 
tioD  Department^  to  induce  parents  to 
appropriate  school  fees  saved  under  the 
Assisted  Education  Aot  for  the  en- 
couragement of  habits  of  thrift  among 
their  children ;  whether  the  Post  Office 
has  power,  by  the  pbyment  of  commis- 
sions or  otherwise,  to  induce  school 
teachers  to  act  as  agents  for  school 
savings  banks,  or  whether  he  will  seek 
to  obtain  such  power;  if  he  will  state 
what  number*  of  Is.  and  of  4s.  stamp 
forms  have  been  issued  by  the  Post 
Office  for  the  special  use  of  schools  in 
England  and  Wales  since  the  passing  of 
"The  Assisted  Education  Act,  1891"; 
and  whether  any  speeial  facilities  are 
ofi*ered  by  the  Post  Office  for  the  collec- 
tion of  the  stamp  forms  in  schools  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEr,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  On 
the  passing  of  the  Assisted  Education 
Act,  1891,  vigorous  steps  were  at  once 
taken  in  concert  with  the  Education 
Department  to  induce  school  managws, 
teachers,  scholars,  and  their  parents  to 
make  the  fullest  use  of  the  facilities 
oflfered  by  the  Post  Office  to  enable  school 
children  to  deposit  in  the  Savings  Bank 
the  money  saved  by  the  discontinuance  of 
school  fees.  Special  forms  were  provided 
for  the  purpose,  and  circulars  were  issued 
giving  the  fullest  information  with  regard 
to  the  system  of  saving  by  means  of 
postage  stamps  affixed  to  ^  slips."  Since 
then  680,000  Is.  and  270,000  48.  deposit 
slips  have  been  supplied  to  managers  and 
teachers.  At  certain  intervals  these  slips 
are  collected,  and  eithw  deposited  by  the 
manager  at  the  nearest  Post  Office  Savings 
Bank,  or,  when  necessary,  a  Post  Office 
clerk  attends  at  the  school  to  collect 
them.  In  outlying  districts  recourse  has 
been  had  to  registered  letters,  which  have 
been  found  very  useful.  The  Depart- 
ment has  no  power  to  pay  commissions  to 
school  teachers  to  act  as  agents,  and  it 
would  not  be  advisable  to  encourage 
expenditure  in  this  direction.  Managers 
or  teachers  cheerfully  exert  themselves  to 
promote  this  object  in  the  interests  of 
the  children,  and  if  any  information  is 
required  it  is  easily  obtained  by  applica- 
tion to  the  Post  Office. 
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BARKER     CO'S  FAILURE. 

Mb.  BARTLEY  (leUngtoo,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  it  ie  proposed  to  take  any 
further  action  with  reference  to  the 
transactions  connected  with  George 
Barker  &.  Co.  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  It  is  not  clear 
from  the  terms  of  the  qaestion  to  what 
particular  traosactions  the  hon.  Member 
refers.  The  Senior  Official  Receiver  in 
Bankruptcj  is  making  a  careful  investi- 
gation into  the  administration  of  the 
estate  of  George  Barker  &  Co.  bj  the  late 
trustees.  Untii  that  investigation  is 
completed  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  saj 
what  steps  will  be  taken  thereon. 

THB  NOTTINOHAH  EXECUTION. 

Mb.  BALLANTINE  (Coventry):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  he  will  state  the 
circumstances  under  which  Walter  Smith 
made  a  confession,  to  whom  he  made  it, 
and  for  what  reason  it  was  not  made 
known  whilst  he  was  alive;  and  is  he 
aware  that  Smith  asserted  his  innocence 
to  every  one  who  visited  him  during  his 
imprisonment,  including  the  Bishop  of 
If  ottingham ;  and  that  on  the  night  before 
his  execntiou,  being  the  night  after  the 
alleged  confession,  he  saw  his  mother, 
brothers,  and  sister-in-law,  and  to  them 
reiterated  his  assurances  of  innocence  ? 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  (who  re- 
plied) said  :  As  regards  the  first  paragraph 
of  the  question,  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  cannot  add 
anything  to  the  answer  he  has  previously 
given  to  an  inquiry  on  this  subject.  It 
has  been  the  invariable  practice  of  the 
Department,  and  it  is  in  the  interests  of 
justice,  never  to  make  public  the  par- 
ticulars relating  to  the  confessions  of 
any  criminal.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  the 
murderer  did  make  such  an  assertion  as 
is  indicated  in  the  second  paragraph  in 
the  presence  of  bis  relatives. 

aBIETANCEH  OF  DISCHARGED 
SOLDIERIS. 
Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Essex, 
Epping)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  if  any  steps  have  been 
taken  to  remedy  the  grievance  of  soldiers, 
discharged  between  the  1st  of  July,  1881, 
and  the  Ist  of  September,  1898,  who 
allege  that  they  have  snffered  \im  of 


pension  by  being  deprived,  through  a 
palpable  error,  of  the  old  eetablished 
right  of  computing  their  former  service 
towards  a  pension,  under  the  Royal 
Warrant  in  force  on  the  date  of  tbeir  dis- 
charge ? 

The  financial  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  WooDAix, 
Hanley)  (who  replied)  said  :  This  is  a 
complicated  case  to  explain  on  very  short 
notice.  There  bad  been  no  error,  though 
a  relaxation  has  been  made  of  a  somewhat 
severe  Rule.  In  1881  the  scale  of  pen- 
sions was  improved  ;  but  from  the  action 
of  the  short  service  system  it  was  not 
desired  that  men  should  re-enlist.  Ac- 
cordingly,, service  under  a  previous  en- 
listment was  barred  from  reckoning 
towards  pension  in  the  case  of  men 
enlisted  from  October  1,  1880,  onwards, 
but  the  vested  interests  of  those  who  had' 
previously  enlisted  were  guarded  by- 
allowing  them  to  count  their  former  ser- 
vice provided  they  accepted  pensionB  at 
the  rates  current  for  the  period  at  which 
they  had  enlisted.  The  Warrant  of 
August  14,  1893,  relaxed,  however,  this 
Rule  with  ante-date  to  January  1,  1890. 
Men  who,  on  re-enlistment,  had  declared 
their  former  service  were,  under  certain 
conditions,  allowed  the  full  benefit  of  it 
in  reckoning  pension ;  but  those  who 
had  denied  it  were  refused  pension  on  it« 
though  it  was  taken  into  account  as  part 
of  the  time  required  for  making  a  soldier 
pensionable  at  all. 

THB  WHITE  FATHERS  OF  UGANDA, 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  will  the  compensation  to  the 
White  Fathers  in  Uganda  be  borne  by 
the  British  East  Africa  Company,  or  by- 
the  taxpayers  of  the  United  Kingdom  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland, Berwick) : 
I  cannot  make  any  further  statement 
about  the  matter  at  the  present  st^pe  of 
the  discussion  wiUi  the  French  GoTern- 
ment. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  How  long  must 
we  wait  for  information  ? 

*Sir£.  GREY:  I  cannot  answer  the 
question  definitely,  as  the  length  of  these 
discussions  are  very  uncertain,  bnt  I  fear 
it  will  be  some  little  time. 
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THE  NEW  EDUCATION  CODE. 
Ub.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON 
(Shropshire,  Oswestry) :  I  beg  to  uak 
the  Vice  Fresideot  of  the  Committee  of 
CoDneil  CD  EducatioD  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Goverument  to  postpone 
the  date  on  which  the  New  Code  will 
come  into  operation  till  the  Ist  of  May, 
ID  (wder  that  a  discassion  may,  if  neces- 
sary, be  raised  on  all  debatable  matter ; 
aiul  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  this  AmendmeDta  which  he 
has  promised  to  introduce  into  the  New 
Code,  on  such  an  early  day  as  will  give 
opportunity  for  full  consideration  of  them 
before  that  date  ?  I  will  also  aak  the 
Xicadcr  of  the  House  if  he  is  prepared  to 
give  effect  to  the  pledge  of  the  Vice 
President  to  extend  the  time  during 
which  the  Code  will  remain  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mk.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Botherham)  :  The  New  Education  Code 
will  not  come  into  operation,  so  tar  as  it 
affects  annual  grants,  until  May  1. 
Whenever  an  amending  Minute  is  laid 
before  the  House,  it  remains  on  the 
Table  for  a  month  before  it  becomes 
law.  The  Minute  which  1  alluded  to 
yesterday  wilt  be  laid  on  the  Table  on 
Tuesday.  The  hon.  Member  will  have 
ample  time  to  raise  any  objection  he  may 
wish  to  make,  and,  if  it  is  necessary,  I 
have  no  doubt  a  longer  time  can  be 
arranged  for.  ' 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON: 
I  am  very  much  obliged  to  the  right 
hon.  Genueman,  bat  bow  can  he  give  us 
more  time  seeing  that  the  Code  comes 
into  operation  on  the  19tb  of  April  ? 

Mb.  ACLAND  :  Nothing  comes  into 
force  on  the  19th  of  April,  which  is 
seriously  objected  to.  We  do  not  pro- 
pose to  act  upon  that  part  of  the  Code 
which  affects  the  grants  until  the  1st  of 
May.  Any  part  of  the  existing  Code 
may  be  objected  to,  and  I  believe,  indeed, 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Bochester  is  going  on  Monday  to  object 
to  something  which  hag  been  contained 
in  the  Code  for  years. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON: 
Will  there  be  an  opportunity  of  objecting 
after  the  19th  instant  ? 
Mr.  acland  :  Yes. 
Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  :  Are 
we  to  understand  that  the  Minute  to  be 


laid  on  the  Table  will  have  the  effect  of 
leaving  the  whole  Code  open  ? 

Mb.  ACLAND  :  I  am  restricted  from 
putting  it  in  force  until  after  the  Minute 
has  been  on  the  Table  a  month.  The 
Code  is,  in  fact,  comprised  of  a  number 
of  Minutes. 

WALTHAM  ABBEY  EXPLUSION. 
Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
when  he  will  be  able  to  publish  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  on  the  receut 
fatal  explosion  at  Waltham  Abbey  Fac- 
tory ;  and  whether  the  evidence  will  also 
be  published  ? 

•Mr.  WOODALL  (who  replied)  said  : 
The  Committee  has  not  yet  reported,  but 
it  is  understood  that  it  will  very  shortly 
do  so.  The  Secretary  of  State  reserves 
his  decision  a^  to  publishing  the  evidence 
until  he  has  seen  it. 

Mb.  HANBURY  :  Is  it  not  the  fact 
that  there  have  been  two  explosions 
since  the  Committee  began  to  sit  ? 

•Mr.  WOODALL  :  There  have  been 
two  explosions,  although  I  am  not  quite 
clear  as  to  the  date.  The  last  so-called 
explosion  was  merely  a  noise  made  by 
the  destruction  of  some  materials. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  :  Is  the  hon. 
Gentleman  aware,  when  he  refers  so 
lightly  to  the  last  explosion,  that  it  was 
productive  of  the  greatest  possible  alarm^ 
among  the  inhabitants  of  the  town  ? 

•Mr.  WOODALL  :  Yes  ;  I  believe  it 
did  much  surprise  some  of  the  people 
who  were  near  the  spot  at  the  time,  and 
especially  those  who  were  responsible  for 
firing  the  material. 

THE  CAMPAIGN  AGAINST  THE  UNYORO 
KING. 

Sib  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :  I  beg  to  ask  th& 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  can  give  the  House 
any  information  as  to  the  campaign  now 
being  carried  on  in  Central  Afrirai  by 
British  forces  against  Eabarega,  King  of 
Unyoro  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  No  further  informa- 
tion has  been  received  since  the  statement 
I  made  in  answer  to  questions  on  tha 
20th  of  March. 
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RAILWAY  COMPANIES  AND  THE 

CARRIERS'  ACT. 
Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  great  carrying  Corpora- 
tions of  Railway  and  Shipping  Cumpanies 
have  adopted  and  enforced  a  system  of 
compelling  consignors  of  lire  stock  and 
other  goods  to  sign  and  accept  conditions 
by  which  the  Companies  contract  them- 
selves out  of  any  liability  for  mortality, 
damage,  or  delay,  and  thereby  practically 
supersede  the  ordiuary  law  as  contained 
in  the  Carriers*  Act ;  and  whether  the 
Government  will  take  immediate  measures 
to  afford  the  necessary  legal  protection 
to  stock  owners,  traders,  and  agricul- 
toristB  generally  ? 

*Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  am  not  aware 
that  the  facts  are  as  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member.  The  Companies  offer  two  rates 
—one  under  which  they  undertake  the 
ordinary  duties  of  carriers  for  hire  sub- 
ject to  certaio  conditions,  and  the  other  a 
reduced  rate  at  owners'  risk  under  which 
the  Companies  are  exempted  from  all 
liability  not  occiaioned  by  the  wilful  mis- 
conduct of  their  servants.  Whether  the 
conditions  of  the  notes  are  reasonable  or 
not  involves  legal  conaideratioua  of  great 
nicety ;  but  the  existing  law  is  amply 
sufficient  to  deal  with  such  cases,  and  the 
persons  aggrieved  have  the  remedy  in 
their  own  bands. 

Mb.  field  :  Will  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  inquire  ioto  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  shall  be  glad  to 
inquire  into  any  facts  laid  before  me. 

Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  :  la  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  aware  that  the  view 
of  "  reasonable  conditions  "  taken  by  the 
Law  Courts  is  very  different  from  that 
held  by  commercial  men  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

UGANDA. 

Mr.  WEBB  (Waterford)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  it  would  be 
possible  to  have  prepared  and  distributed 
to  Members  before  Friday,  20th,  a  map  of 
Uganda,  to  illustrate  Su-  G.  Portal's 
Report  and  the  proposals  of  Her  Ifo- 
jesty's  Goveriimeat  ? 
*SiR  E.  6BEY  :  A  map  of  Uganda  is 
being  prepared  for  distribution  to  Mem- 
bers, and  the  requisite  number  of  copies 
will  be  obtained  with  the  least  possible 


delay,  but  I  cannot  at  present  make  any 
definite  promise  as  to  the  date  of  issae. 

•Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  Will  the  hon. 
Baronet  take  care  to  see  that  ou  the  map 
the  portions  of  Uganda  that  were  divided 
between  the  Protestants  and  Roman 
Catholics  are  marked  P 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  And  coloured 
orauge  and  green  ? 

Me.  LABOUCHERE  (Northamp- 
ton) :  If  it  is  not  possible  to  distribute 
the  map  to  Members  before  the  Debate 
comes  on,  will  the  hon.  Gentleman  see 
that  a  map  is  set  up  in  the  Tea  Room  ? 

*SiR  E.  GREY :  I  thought  that  a  huge 
map  had  been  already  provided ;  but 
if  that  is  not  so,  I  shall  take  care  to 
see  that  one  is  put  in  the  Tea  Room. 

HARRIAQE   WITH   A  DBCEASED 
WIFE'S  SISTER. 

Mr.  CAINE  (Bradford,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
aak  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
if,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  is  now  60 
years  since  the  House  of  Commoua  first 
protested  against  the  prohibition  of 
marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's  sister, 
and  more  than  20  years  since  the  House 
passed  a  Bill  in  &vonr  of  such  marriages 
for  the  seventh  time,  the  Goremment 
will,  haviug  regard  to  the  uncertainties 
arising  out  of  the  present  state  of  the 
Law,  bring  in  a  Bill  dealing  with  this 
question  ? 

Thr  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.Habcourt,  Derby): 
I  should  be  very  glad  to  see  the  Bill  to 
which  my  hon.  Friend  refers  passed  into 
law.  I  think  that  moat  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House  and  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  will  also  agree  with 
this  view.  The  Bill  has  been  passed  by 
the  House  of  Commons  over  and  over 
again,  and  it  has  been  rejected  over  and 
over  again  in  another  place.  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  In  the  present  Session  the 
GDvemment  will  have  no  time  at  their 
disposal,  and  I  am  not  sure  that  .the 
placing  of  the  Bill  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government  would  contribute  to  its 
success  in  another  place. 

Mb.  darling  (Deptford)  :  May  I 
ask  whether  this  Billf  passed  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  rejected  orer 
and  over  again  in  another  place,  ms  not 
passed  in  the  House  of  Lords  in  a  ioxm 
afterwards  accepted  by  the  House, 
receiving  the  Royal  Assent  in  the  time 
of  Lord  Lyndburst  ? 
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Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  should  have 
thought  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman would  have  known  that  the  Act 
of  Lord  Ljndhurst  was  not  an  Act  for 
the  purpose  of  legalising  these  marriages 
in  the  future,  but  only  in  the  past,  and  to 
prevent  them  from  taking  place  in  the 
futnre, 

UCKNSBD  HOUSKS  IN  OARBI80N 

TOWNS. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork.  N.E,)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  can  state  what  are  the 
grounds  on  which  the  Military  Authori- 
ties act  in  placing  licensed  houses  in 
garrison  towns  "  out  of  bounds,"  that  is, 
forbidding  the  troops  to  trade  with  them ; 
whether  he  can  say  what  reasons  are 
assigned  by  Colonel  Gordon,  oommand- 
iDg  the  Durham  Light  Infantry,  stationed 
at  Bntterant,  County  Cork,  for  putting 
the  house  of  Michael  O^Donnel,  Rich- 
mond Street,  out  of  bounds  ;  and  is  he 
aware  that  this  man  has  always  kept  his 
house  in  a  well-conducted  manner,  that 
no  charge  has  ever  been  made  against 
him,  and  that  he  has  the-  most  excellent 
recommendations  from  the  Magistrates 
and  clergy  of  the  district ;  and,  if  so, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  serious  loss  he 
now  suffers  on  account  of  the  action  of 
the  Military  Anthoritief^  an  investigation 
will  be  made  into  all  the  facts  connected 
with  his  case  ? 

Mr.  WEBSTER  (St.  Fancras,  E)  : 
Before  the  question  is  answered,  I  should 
like  to  ask  if  the  town  in  question  con- 
sists of  one  street  about  half-a-mile  long, 
and  if  there  are  34  public-houses  in  it ; 
whether  four  of  these  houses  were 
declared  out  of  bounds  for  beinjr  badly 
conducted,  and  for  atlowiog  soldiers  to 
get  drunk  and  disorderly  on  the  premises, 
and  whether  the  best  results  have  not 
followed  since  these  drinking-shops  were 
pat  out  of  bounds ;  also  whether  it  is 
not  deairabla,  in  the  interests  of  discipline, 
that  the  oflScer  commanding  in  the  district 
should  have  discretionuy  power  in  this 
matter  ? 

Mr.  WOODALL  (who  replied)  said  : 
I  regret  I  am  not  familiar  with  the  local 
circumstances  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member.  In  an  swer  to  the  question  on 
the  Paper,  I  have  to  say  that  it  is  within 
the  discretion  of  the  Commanding  Officer 
to  pot  any  house  ont  of  bonnds  if  he  con- 
siders the  fact  of  its  being  a  resort  oi  the 


soldiers  is  prejudicial  to  discipline.  That 
is  a  detail  of  military  discipline  which  it 
would  be  most  inconvenient  to  take  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  Local  Military 
Authority.  I  may  say,  howisver,  that,  as 
the  result  of  inquiries,  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  is  satisfied  that  Colonel  Grordon 
had  good  grounds  for  the  action  he  has 
taken. 

RICHMOND  LUNATIU  ASYLUM. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chi^ 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  with  reference  to 
his  answer  yesterday  in  relation  to  the 
Richmond  District  Lunatic  Asylum, 
whether  the  Irish  Privy  Council  have 
come  to  any  determination  involving  any 
extra  taxation  on  theCounties  of  Louth  and 
Wicklow,  and  will  he  be  good  enough  to 
say  whether  the  Government  would  be 
inclined  to  consider  it  desirable  to  give 
these  counties  further  representation  on 
the  District  Lunatic  Asylums  Board  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  received  a  com- 
munication from  niy  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  last  night,  to  the  effect  that  the 
Privy  Council  had  decided  that  the  pro- 
portion of  representation  should  be  fixed 
in  reference  to  the  maximum  number  of 
patients  from  each  of  these  five  contribu- 
tory counties.  I  will  certainly  inquire 
into  the  subject  further.  It  has  already 
engaged  my  attention  both  with  regard 
to  Louth  and  Wicklow,  and  I  will 
inquire  further. 

MO  TION. 


AQRICULTURAL  DEPRESSION. 
Major  RASCH,  Member  for  South 
East  Essex,  rose  in  his  place,  and  asked 
leave  to  move  the  Adjournment  of  the 
Bouse  for  the  purpose  of  discussiDg  a 
definite  matter  of  urgent  public  import- 
aoce-^amely,  "  the  neglect  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  measures  for  the  reli^ 
of  Agrionltimd  Depression  daring  the 
present  Session ; "  bat  the  pleasure  of 
the  Hoaae  not  having  been  signified,  Mr. 
Speaker  called  on  those  Members  who 
supported  the  Motion  to  rise  in  their 
places,  and  not  less  than  40  Members 
having  accordingly  risen. 

Major  RASCH  said,  he  had  some 
excuse  for  moving  the  Adjonmment  of 
the  Hoate,  becaase  he  had  a  Kotioe 
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on  the  Paper  for  discussion  in  a  fort- 
nigiit's  time,  having  reference  to  this 
eubject,  and  although  the  Notice  was 
rather  low  down  on  the  Paper,  yet  he 
had  observed  in  this  House  that  the 
unexpected  always  happened,  therefore 
there  was  some  ebauce  of  that  Motion 
being  reached  and  the  question  debated. 
He  did  not  desire  to  occupy  the  time 
of  the  House  at  length  ou  this  question, 
there  being  other  Members  more  com- 
petent to  deal  with  that  sabject  than  be, 
and  his  remarks  should  be  the  con- 
centrated essence  of  agricultural  depres- 
sion. He  thought,  perhaps,  he  had  some 
right  to  addreiis  the  House  on  this 
subject  because  he  represented  a  large 
stretch  of  couutry  in  the  south-eastern 
corner  of  Essex,  reaching  from  the  Erith 
Marshes  to  the  North  Sea,  where  agri- 
cultural depression  was  prominent  and  in 
the  most  extraordiuary  manner  pro< 
nounced.  Hon,  Members  who  had  had 
the  advantage  of  seeing  the  Report  uf 
Mr.  Fringle,  the  gentleman  who  investi- 
gated this  part  of  the  country  for  the 
Agricultural  Commission,  would  know 
that  nearly  a  third  of  that  wide  stretch 
of  couutry  had  practically  gone  out  of 
tillage,  which  meant  that  it  was  going 
under  rough  grass,  and  those  who  knew 
anything  of  the  subject,  and  particularly 
of  agriculture  in  the  Eastern  Counties, 
must  be  aware  that  grass  was  practically 
useless.  Grass  would  not  carry  sheep  or 
cattle,  and  therefore  going  into  rough 
grass  meant  going  into  prairie  and  en- 
tirely out  of  cultivation.  The  reason  of 
that  in  Essex  was  not  far  to  seek.  In 
the  French  War — 100  years  ago— the 
bush  lands  and  common  lands  of  Essex 
were  ploughed  up  to  grow  wheat  which 
was  worth  90s.  a  quarter,  and  when  it 
was  worth  only  248.  a  quarter  it  did  not 
pay  to  cultivate  it.  They  had,  conse- 
quently, in  South  E^st  Essex  villages 
which  were  becoming  depopulated, 
and  land  which  used  to  be  worth  £40  per 
acre  people  were  glad  enough  to  get  £5 
for,  whilst  some  land  sold  the  other  day 
for  £3.  Last  year  the  agricultural  de- 
pression was  very  pronounced  in  that  dis- 
trict, stock  absolutely  dying  of  starva- 
tion because  there  was  nothiog  on  the 
ground  on  which  to  feed  them,  the  men 
who  owned  the  land  having  no  money 
to  buy  anything  so  as  to  cultivate  it. 
The  County  of  Essex,  to  paraphrase  the 
language  of  the  Secretary  for  ScotUod 
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in  making  his  proposal  for  a  Scotch 
Grand  Committee,  was  only  a  micro- 
crosm  of  the  condition  of  the  whole  of 
agricultnrut  England.  Last  year  some- 
thing like  172,000  acres  went  out  of 
cereal  cultivation,  and  although  a  cerlaia 
amount  of  grass  was  brought  under  cul- 
tivation, yet  the  total  head  of  live  stock 
was  diminished.  In  his  part  of  the 
country  they  did  not  blame  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  bad  seasons  and  the  bad 
times.  And  it  was  rather  extraordinary 
they  did  not,  for  in  1879,  when  they  liatl 
about  as  bad  a  year  as  lost,  they  were 
told  in  almost  every  chapel  and  at  almotit 
every  Liberal  meeting  that  Providence 
had  visited  them  with  bad  seasons  tm 
account  of  the  perversity  of  the  couutry 
in  supporting  an  immoral  Tory  Govern- 
ment. But  that  was  uot  at  all  the  line 
that  was  taken  by  agriculturists  at  the 
present  crisis.  They  did  not  blame  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  for 
their  condition.  The  right  boo.  Gentle- 
man was  Bpeediug  the  plough  aeconiiujE^ 
to  bis  lights,  and  they  were  obliged  to 
bim  for  what  he  had  done  for  them  ; 
though  there  had  been  a  temporary 
aberration  of  what  he  would  call  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  bright  commoo 
sense  when  the  deputation  recently 
waited  on  him  to  ask  for  an  onler 
for  the  compulsory  slaughter  of 
cattle  at  the  ports  of  debarkation. 
But  the  agricultural  Members  bad  not 
been  able  to  get  anytfaing  out  of  the  pre- 
sent Goveriunent.  LfUt  Session  he 
asked  for  a  day  to  discuss  the  agricul- 
tural depression,  and  of  course  the  Prime 
Minister  refused,  though  be  bept  the 
House  for  10  weeks  on  tbeHomeKule  Bill, 
for  which  no  labourer,  farmer,  or  landlord 
in  Essex  cared  one  brass  farthing.  The 
Government  would  not  help  the  agricul- 
turists and  would  not  allow  them  to  do 
anything  for  themselves.  They  did  uot 
expect  impossibilitleB.  They  did  not  ex- 
pect that  the  Government  would  put  bock 
the  clock,  reverse  the  precession  of  the 
equinoxes,  or  put «  40b.  duty  on  wheat. 
If  that  were  done  it  would  be  magntfioeDt 
from  one  point  or  view,  but  it  was  not 
business,  and  the  Government  would  not 
do  it.  Protection  was  out  of  the  ques- 
tion, because  the  agricultural  labourer 
knew  that  his  condition  under  Proteetioo 
was  worse  than  it  was  now.  If  they  told 
the  agricultural  labourer  that  tbongb 
bread  might  be  dearer  under  Proteetioo 
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liu  wages  woald  go  up  also,  he  woald' 
r^j,  "That's  all  very  well;  hot  my 
father  can  remember  tlutt  nnder  Protec- 
tion we  paid  7d.  for  bread  and  we  only 
got  98.  a  week  in  wages."  It  was,  there- 
iore,  absolutely  hopeless'to  do  anything  in 
the  way  of  putting  a  duty  on  wheat. 
Hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
had  suggested  remedies  which  to  him,  as 
A  |Ncacti«l  man,  seemed  abeolutely  futile 
and  utterly  useless.  Some  time  ago  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  visited  Essex, 
and  at  a  great  agricultural  meetiug  de- 
clared that,  if  the  Essex  farmers  and 
laboorers  would  only  vote  Home  Rule, 
their  valleys  would  smile  with  golden 
com.  There  were  not  many  valleys  in 
Essex,  and,  though  some  people  had 
taken  the  Chief  Secretary's  advice  and 
▼oted  Home  Rule,  there  had  not  been 
much  to  smUe  about  yet.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  last  Session 
stated  Uiat,  with  respect  to  the  agricnltural 
depression,  he  hoped  great  things  from  the 
Parish  Councils  Bill.  The  boo.  Member 
for  the  Woodbridge  Division,  who  was  a 
practical  farmer,  was  convinced  that  if 
a  shilling  was  called  eighteenpence  under 
bimetallism  the  depression  would  vanish. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Harborough 
Division  thought  that  the  hope  of  agri- 
cotture  lay  in  the  widening  of  the 
Agrieoltural  Holdings  Act.  There  was 
something  in  that  last  suggestion,  but 
all  the  othuv  were  absolutely  futile. 
The  Minister  for  Agriculture  said  that 
the  agricultural  Members  were  never 
agreed  among  themselves ;  that  each 
wanted  something  difierent.  That  was 
not  consonant  with  the  facts.  They 
knew  what  they  wanted  ;  and,  though 
they  might  not  get  it  from  the  present 
Government,  there  was  a  probability  of 
getting  it  from  some  other  Government. 
What  they  wanted  was  a  sweeping  re- 
form of  local  taxation.  Recent  statistics 
showed  that  the  farmer  in  some  places 
paid  36  pCT  cent,  in  rates  and  taxes, 
while  his  neighbour  in  the  village  only 
paid  7  per  cent.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  say  that  they  got 
grants  in  aid  of  local  taxation ;  but 
what  was  the  use  of  putting  a  shilling 
into  one  pocket  and  taking  eighteenpence 
out  of  the  other  ?  for  that  was  what 
graots  in  aid  came  to.  Local  taxation 
now  amounted  to  something  like  68.  in 
the  £\  for  i^^iculturists  all  over  the 
eoante'y.    The  tithe  question  was  also  of 
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great  importance  with  respect  to  the  laud. 
In  Essex  the  tithe  amounted  to  nearly  6s. 
an  acre.  Why  should  there  not  be  a  grant 
from  the  Treasury — ^following  the  analogy 
of  Ireland — ^to  buy  up  the  tithe,  2jj  per 
cent,  being  charged  for  the  loan,  which 
could  be  paid  off  in  40  years,  and  the 
tithe  ab(dished  without  anyone  being  the 
worse  ?  Of  eoarse,  the  present  Gorem- 
ment  would  not  take  this  step,  because  it 
would  remove  some  of  the  disabilities  of 
the  Church  and  make  it  more  popular. 
Then  there  was  the  question  of  improved 
communication  with  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricts. On  this  subject  there  was  an  ex- 
tremely able  article  in  The  Times  of 
March  31,  the  writer  pointing  out  that  in 
some  districts  farmers  were  practically 
more  remote  from  their  markets  than  the 
Canadian  farmers  from  LiverpooL  If  the 
farmers  happened  to  be  on  the  Great 
Eastern  Railway  they  were  more  remote 
still.  Why  shonldnot  money  be  lent  by  the 
State  at  a  low  rate  of  interest  to  lay  down 
light  lines  ?  There  was  nothing  extra- 
ordinary in  such  a  suggestion,  for  it  had 
been  carried  out  iu  Ir^and.  A  light  rail- 
way cost  about  £5,000  a  mile  to  build,  and 
a  steam  tramway,  which  would  do  pre- 
cisely as  well,  about  £2,000  a  mile.  As 
to  the  enlargement  of  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act,  Parliament  might  safely 
abolish  the  Law  of  Distress.  The  pre- 
sent result  of  depression  was  that  the 
land  was  going  out  of  cultivation^  the 
labourers  were  leaving  the  country  dis- 
tricts, and  the  viUages  were  becoming 
deserted.  The  towns  were  flooded  and 
the  labour  market  swamped  ;  wages  were 
driven  down,  and  the  physique  of  the 
population  was  lowered.  He  thanked 
the  House  in  the  name  of  agriculture  and 
of  the  County  of  Essex  for  having  per- 
mitted him  to  move  this  adjoummCDt. 

Motion  mude,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Major  Rasch.) 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  ths  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Hakcourt,  Derby): 
As  regards  the  speech  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  just  made  we  have  no  right  to 
complain,  for  it  was  moderate  in  tone  and 
temperate  la  language  ;  but  I  must  enter 
my  protest  against  this  procedure  in  the 
matter  of  adjoomment.  If  Motions  for 
Adjournment  we  to  be  employed  in  this 
way  there  is  an  Aud  to  all  arrangement 
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of  baBiDeas,  If  an  Adjonrumeot  mav  be' 
moved  on  this  qneatiou  it  may  be  moved 
OD  20  others.  The  House  decided  the 
other  day  that  this  time  should  be 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Governmeot, 
aod  complaints  were  hurled  at  us  that 
we  did  not  lay  onr  measures  before 
Parliament.  To-day  we  wore  going 
to  lay  one  of  onr  measures  before 
the  House ;  and  a  Motion  is  interposed 
-which  prevents  the  transaction  of  the 
business  vhioh  the  House  bad  a  right  to 
expect,  and  to  which  the  country  is 
looking  forward  with  considerable  in- 
terest. Action  of  this  kind  dislocates 
the  whole  business  of  Parliament,  and  in 
the  interest  of  the  House  of  Commons  I 
enter  my  protest  against  it.  Turning  to 
what  the  hou.  Member  has  said,  what  is 
the  point  of  his  Motion  ?  It  is  censure  of 
the  Government  for  their  neglect  in  not 
dealing  wiUi  the  agricultural  depression 
in  the  present  Session,  which  has  not 
lasted  more  than  a  month.  The  present 
Session  has  not  lasted  a  month,  and  the 
ctnnplaint  is  tint  daring  that  time  none 
of  ^e  remedies  which  have  been  in- 
dicated by  the  hon.  Gentleman  have  been 
submitted  by  the  Government.  How 
could  the  Government  have  dealt  with  the 
matter  in  that  time  ?  With  the  business  we 
have  had  to  transact  during  that  period 
what  time  have  the  Government  had  for 
dealing  with  the  questions  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  has  referred  ?  The  hon. 
Member  says  the  agricultural  interest  has 
been  snffering  from  ves'y  great  depression. 
We  all  know  and  deplore  Uiat;  but  is  the 
agricultural  intereat  the  only  interest 
which  has  suffered  from  depression  ? 
Has  it  been  the  custom  wheo  other 
trades — the  cotton  trade,  the  iron  trade, 
the  coal  trade — have  been  depressed  to 
call  upon  the  Government  to  give  them 
assistance,  and  to  censure  the  Govern- 
ment if  they  did  not  give  them  assistance 
in  meal  or  in  malt  ?  As  far  as  I  have 
olwerved,  it  is  only  in  the  case  of  the 
•gricnUnral  interest  and  the  agricultural 
Industry  that  this  demand  seems  to  be 
considered  reasonable  and,  in  fact,  im- 
perative. I  ask  Members  to  consider 
what  would  be  the  consequence  if  you 
establish  the  principle  that  every  industry 
in  this  country  which  happens  to  suffer 
from  temporary  or  prolonged  depression 
is  to  claim  to  be  indemnified  out  of  the 
Public  Purse  and  out  of  the  general 
tazadon  ?    That  is  the  principle  which 
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underlies  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member.  What  is  his  case  with  regard 
to  agricultural  distress  ?  He  looks  bock 
with  a  longing,  lingering  eye  to  the  time 
when  wheat  was  90b.  a  quarter.  He 
might  have  put  it  at  208.  higher  than 
that.  In  the  good  old  times  to  which  he 
referred  wheat  went  up  to  1  IDs.  and  even 
1208.  a  quarter,  and  then,  as  he  justly 
observed,  labourers*  wages  were  6a.  a 
week.  Since  those  days,  owing  to  the 
increase  iu  the  facilities  of  eommuntea- 
tion,  the  wheat  production  of  the  rest  of 
the  world  has  happily  reduced  the  price 
of  bread  ;  and  that  is  the  first  cause  of 
the  depression  the  hon.  Member  has 
stated.  He  has  said  that  this  country 
now  requires  28,000,000  quarters  of 
wheat,  and  that  of  that  quantity  a  very 
small  proportiou  is  produced  in  this 
country,  and  the  greater  part  comes  from 
abroad.  Does  he  wish  that  the  foreign 
supply  should  be  diminished  ?  He  de- 
sires that  the  home  production  shall  be 
increased— but  how  ?  By  an  increase  in 
price.  That  is  what  he  and  his  fiienda 
desire  ~  an  increase  in  price.  There 
are  two  methods  of  bringing  about  aa 
increase  of  price — one  is  protection,  by 
excluding  foreign  corn  ;  and  the  other  is 
bimetallism,  which  deals  with  money.  I 
am  glad  the  hon.  Member  has  repudiated 
the  latter  remedy  as  being  absurd,  id 
which  I  entirely  concur  with  him.  He 
regarded  protection  and  bimetallism  as 
equally  unobtainable ;  and  he  bracketed 
Parish  Councils  with  them  as  useless  for 
affording  any  relief.  I  believe  that 
Parish  Connoils  will  have  a  sensible 
effect  on  that  migration  of  which  he 
spoke—of  the  agricoltttral  population  from 
the  villages  to  the  towns  ;  I  believe,  and 
the  Literal  Party  generally  are  of 
opinion,  that  the  interest  which  will  be 
given  to  the  labourers  iu  their  own 
locality — and  I  hope  in  the  land  of  that 
locality — will  to  a  great  degree  remedy 
that  migration  which  we  all  so  mutw 
regret.  The  hon.  Member  says  that  the 
Government  ought  to  have  done  some- 
thing in  the  course  of  the  last  month  ; 
but  he  reoogttises  that  it  is  idle  to  think 
of  returning  to  protection,  however  de- 
sirable it  may  be  that  the  prioe  of  wheat 
should  be  raised,  so  as  to  enable  more 
com  to  be  grown  in  Essex.  He  says 
that  the  possibility  of  growing  wheat  in 
that  county  is  only  to  be  maintaiiftd  by 
a  price  of  sonething  like  90s.  a  quartw. 
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Let  US  look  at  the  effect  of  protection  in 
foreign  eountrioB.  Look  at  E^noe.  From 
year  to  year  it  has  been  inoreBsing  pro- 
tection ;  and  yet  are  the  agricultarists 
Ba^fied  ?    They  get,  I  believe,  now  the 
equivalent   of   BOmething   like    156.  a 
quarter  upon  wheat,  and  the  complaints 
of  agricultural  depression  are  just  as  loud 
and  persistent  in  France  as  they  are  in 
this  country.    I  have  heard  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Sleaford  say  in  this 
House,  or  have  read  of  his  saying  else- 
where, that  the  experience  of  France, 
and  the  failure  vX.  Protective  Duties  to 
establish  agricultural  prosperity  in  France 
was  one  of  the  facts  which  had  con- 
vinced him  that  protection  was  not  a 
remedy  to  be  looked  to  by  ourselves. 
Yon  find  in  highly-protected  countries 
that,  although  the  price  of  corn  is  higher, 
the  depression  of  the  agricultural  intereitt 
is  as  persistent  as  it  is  elsewhere.  Again, 
anyone  who  has  followed  the  recent 
action  of  the  agrarian  party  in  Germany 
must    know  perfectly    well   that  in 
Germany    eomplaints   of  agricultural 
depression  are  as  great  as  or  greater  than 
they  are  in  this  couofa*y.   The  hon. 
Mranber,  having  dismissed  protection  and 
bimetallism,  and  having  a  low  opinion  of 
Parish  Councils,  has  not  suggested  what 
the   Grovernment  ought  to  have  done, 
except  that  we  ought  to  remodel  the 
whole  system  of  local  taxation.  Well, 
the  late  Government  tried  their  hands  at 
that.     The  late  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer made  what  he  told  us  was  a  full 
and  final  settlement  of  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  local  taxation  by  making  rerpr 
large  grants  to  il  and  charging  an  addi- 
tional £4,000,000  of  it  upon  the  general 
taxpayer.    I  should  have  hoped  that  that 
would  have  had  more  effect  in  diminish- 
ing local  rates  than  it  apparently  has  had  ; 
but,  like  most  subsidies  of  that  descrip- 
tion, somehow  the  money  runs  to  waste 
like  water  on  the  sand.    I  know  from  my 
own  personal  observation  that  the  rates 
are  very  little  lower  than  they  were 
before ;  but  they  are  very  much  lower 
than  they  were  in  the  good  old  days  of 
which  the  hon.  Member  spoke.   In  many 
case^  they  are  not  one-third,  and  in  most 
cases  they  ara  not  on&-hal^  of  what  they 
were  in  the  times  when  aome  estates 
were  acquired  by  their  present  holders. 
Ther^ore,  it  is  not  true  to  say  that  the 
burden  of  rates  upon  the  land  is  greater 
than  it  was  previously  ;  certainly  the 


rating  of  agricultural  land  is  ligfato- 
thau  it  was.  It  is  a  common  fallacy  to 
mix  up  all  kinds  of  rates — urban  rates, 
which  represent  gas  and  water  and 
all  kinds  of  things  ;  but  if  you 
look  at  the  purely  agricultural  rate, 
it  has  greatly  decreased  in  modern 
times.  Of  that  thwe  cannot  be 
the  smallest  doubt.  The  hon.  Member 
speaks  of  tithes,  repeating  the  usual 
fallacy  that  they  are  a  tax  upon  land. 
But  they  are  nothing  of  the  kind.  Every- 
body who  has  bought  land  has  paid  a  less 
price  for  it  in  consequence  of  its  being 
chargeable  with  tithe.  Therefore,  to 
give  it  to  the  landowner  would  be  to  make 
him  a  present  of  something  he  is  not  en- 
titled to.  It  is  the  same  with  the  Land 
Tax,  which  is  a  fixed  charge  in  some 
counties  of  48.  and  in  others  of  6d.  or  less, 
and  the  man  who  buys  land  gives  less  for 
it  where  the  Land  Tax  is  higher  than 
where  it  is  lower.  It  is  the  same  in  r^ 
gard  to  the  old  rate — what  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  St.  George's,  Hanover 
Square,  called  the  "Wedity  rate" — 
Uie  rate  subject  to  which  land  had  (rften 
changed  hands.  There  is  the  greatest 
fallacy  in  dealing  with  Uiese  things  as 
you  deal  with  modern  and  increasing 
rates.  What  more  had  the  hon.  Member 
suggested  ?  With  all  his  knowledge,  in- 
telligence, and  ingenuity,  he  says  that  we 
should  d«d  with  the  Law  of  Distress.  I 
am  very  willing.  It  is  a  proposal  which, 
coming  from  him,  might  fairly  be  ac- 
cepted. If  that  is  one  of  the  remediee 
which  be  proposes  for  agricultural  dis- 
tress, I  confess  that  for  my  port  X  un 
willing  to  consider  it.  Then  he  has  spoken 
of  Ught  railways,  such  as  have  been 
carried  out  in  Ireland,  and  says  that 
County  Councils  might  make  Ught  rail- 
ways and  tramways.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
see  and  examine  proposals  with  that 
object  in  view,  if  County  Councils  are 
willing  to  take  the  responsibility  ;  and  I 
suppose  the  hon.  Member  must  have  some 
knowledge  on  that  subject,  or  he  would 
not  have  made  the  suggestion.  If  the 
County  Oouttcils  are  willing  to'  borrow 
money  upon  the  security  of  the  rates  and 
at  a  reasonable  rate  of  interest  for  malfing  - 
light  railways  and  tramways  like  any 
other  works,  under  the  Public  Loans 
Act,  I  shall  be  extremely  glad  to 
examine  any  such  proposal  and  see 
whether  it  is  practicable  and  workable. 
Therefor^   the   hon.  Gentleman  will 
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undttrsUnd  that  I  approach  the  sugges- 
tion in  no  hostile  spirit  at  all.  But  I  do 
not  feel  justified  in  occupTing  more  of  the 
time  of  the  House,  and  it  is  merely  out  of 
courtesy  to  the  hon.  Member  and  out  of 
sympathy  with  the  distress  from  which 
the  agricultural  industry  is  safiering  that 
I  have  entered  at  so  much  length  into 
this  subject.  I  do  not  think  that  in  fairness 
it  can  be  said  we  have  been  remiss  in  the 
matter.  Hon.  Members  know  how  we 
are  situated  in  regard  to  time^  and 
therefore  I  hope  they  will  not  think  we 
approach  or  meet  the  subject  in  any  un- 
sympathetic spirit.  We  are  bound  to 
state  the  things  which  we  cannot  do  and 
which  we  ought  not  to  do  in  the  general 
intereet  of  the  community.  But  we 
have  shown  that,  if  any  practical  sug- 
gestions are  capable  of  being  made,  we 
are  very  willing  to  examine  and  forward 
them  if  we  can.  [Commander  Bxthell  : 
Cattle.]  As  to  the  exclusion  of  foreign 
cattle*  I  accept  the  principle  that  when 
there  is  a  danger  of  iafeetion  the  English 
farmer  and  the  English  people  are  en- 
titled to  protection  from  that.  Nothing 
can  be  more  foolish  than  to  expose  the 
flocks  and  herds  of  this  country  to  danger 
from  foreign  infection ;  but  where  there 
is  no  danger,  where  there  is  no  reason- 
able ground  for  asserting  there  is  danger, 
I  am  bound  to  say  the  consuming  classes 
of  the  country  ought  to  be  able  to  get 
their  meat  from  any  qn«^r  which  is 
-avaiiable  to  them  and  to  get  it  at  as  cheap 
a  price  as  they  can.  These  are  the  lead- 
ing |»riDciple8  by  which  ve  wish  to  be 
governed.  However  depressed  the  agri- 
cuUoral  interest  may  be,  I  am  sure  hon. 
Gentlemen  in  all  parts  of  the  House 
will  feel  that  when  we  are  called  upon 
to  make  money  grants,  whether  in  the 
form  of  substitution  of  rates  or  in  any  other 
form,  we  must  remember  we  are  dealing 
with  the  money  of  the  taxpayers.  We 
must  remember  that  we  should  be  impos- 
ing burdens  for  the  benefit  of  one  interest 
upon  all  othdt  interests ;  and  that  if  we 
once  begin  to  do  that  in  respect  of  one 
particular  interest,  we  should  begin  a 
system  which,  I  am  sure,  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  would  not  wish  to  see 
extended  generally  —  a  system  of 
State-aided  industry,  because  that 
is  really  what  the  demand  is.  It  is 
a  demand  which,  if  admitted  in  the 
case  of  agriculture,  must  be  admitted  in 
the  cases  of  trade  and  manufacture^  in  the 
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case  of  the  iron  man,  the  coal  man,  the 
cotton  man,  and  the  woollen  man,  all  of 
whom  will  say,  **  We  are  the  subjects  of 
undeserved  misfortune  and  temporary  de- 
pression." I  can  remember  well  what 
was  the  state  of  the  cotton  industry  in 
Lancashire  at  the  time  of  the  Civil  War 
in  America.  But  there  was  no  demand 
then  made  for  State  aid.  The  Lancashire 
people  bore  most  terrible  privations  with 
a  courage  which  will  always  be  remem- 
bered to  their  honour.  No  doubt  they 
received  much  private  assistance  from 
individuals  ;  but  in  that  case  the  principle 
was  not  established  that  a  distressed 
industry,  on  account  of  its  temporary 
misfortune,  was  entitled  to  draw  upon  the 
resources  of  the  general  taxpayers  of  the 
country.  Though  I  know  it  is  very  hard 
for  men  who  are  suffering  to  be  told  how 
little  cau  be  done  for  them,  I  would 
strongly  recommend  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
remember  the  danger  of  principles  such 
as  have  been  advocated.  I  hope  that  in 
the  observations  I  have  made  I  sb^l 
not  be  considered  to  have  spoken  ud- 
sympathetically  of  the  great  landed 
interest  of  the  couutry. 

Mr.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  said,  he  was  sure  everybody 
would  feel  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House,  in  the  reply  he 
had  made  to  his  hon.  aud  gallant  Friend, 
had  endeavoured  to  address  himself  to 
the  qnestion  in  a  spirit  of  sympathy,  at 
which  they  were  all  gratified.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  he  was  bound  to  say  that  the 
agricultural  interest  was  sufiering  muofa 
more  seriously  than  any  other  industry 
which  bad  been  mentioned.  ["  No  I  "J 
An  hon.  Member  cried  "No,"  but  he 
afiirmed  that  tbe  agricultural  interest 
was  confronted  with  greater  diflBculties 
than  any  other  industry  iu  the  country. 
If  that  were  the  case,  he  was  afraid  that 
words  of  sympathy,  however  kindly  and 
courteously  spoken,  would  prove  bat  a 
small  measure  of  support  to  men 
who  thought  they  were  entitled  to 
something  more  at  the  hands  of 
the  House  and  of  Parliament.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  felt 
bound  to  protest  against  tbe  method 
adopted  to  bring  the  qnestion  under  the 
notice  of  the  House.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  loud  in  their  protests  now 
when  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  took 
the  only  opportunity  possible — in  a 
Session  in  which  the  (rovernment  had 
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taken  the  whole  time  of  the  House 
ewlier  thM  ever  before,  in  a  Session  in 
which  the  QoTernment  had  made  no 
mention  of  apienltaral  d^weasion — cf 
liringing  the  subject  forward^  but  Hbej 
were  dumb  when  tii^  sat  in  Opposition 
and  similar  Motions  were  made,  times  out 
tl  number,  about  matters  which  nobody 
eonld  honestly  and  fairly  describe  aa 
being  at  all  equal  in  their  importance  or 
magnitude  to  the  subject  of  agricultural 
depression.  The  time  was  when  agri- 
culture was  described  as  the  backbone  of 
tiie  country,  bat  now  its  very  mention 
was  frequently  receired  with  sneers  and 
jeers  by  faon.  Glentlemen  opposke.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Kxchequer  told  them 
that  if  such  a  course  as  the  present  were 
persevered  in  public  business  would  be 
rendered  impossible.  Why  ?  Because  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  them  if  this 
Motion  could  be  made  50  other  Motions 
of  a  similar  character  could  be  made. 
Did  he  want  them  to  understand  there 
were  50  other  questions  of  similar  im- 
portance P  The  conditionB  under  which 
agricnlluristo  were  called  upon  to  carry 
on  their  industry  were  totally  different 
to  diose  which  used  to  exist.  They 
eoold  n<^  for  instance,  make  use  fA  im- 
proved machinery  in  the  same  degree  as 
othw  traders  cenld.  A  question  d  the' 
greatest  difficulty  which  ought  to  receive 
the  attention  of  the  Government,  a  diffi- 
culty which  it  was  possible  to  deal  with, 
was  that  it  was  no  longer  a  question  of 
landowners  who  could  not  properly 
manage  their  property  being  called  upon 
to  submit  to  the  unpleasant  ordeat  of 
seeing  their  property  passinto  other  hands, 
but  of  men  being  compelled  to  own,  and 
in  many  cases  to  occupy,  property  which 
they  had  not  the  capital  to  work,  and  of 
which  it  was  absolutely  impossible  to 
relieve  themselves.  When  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  were  in  Opposition  they 
were  never  tired  of  telling  men  they 
ought  to  be  the  owners  of  the  soil  they 
cultivated.  The  late  Ministo-  for  Agri- 
culture brought  in  a  Bill  to  facilitate  the 
acquisition  of  land  by  labourers  and 
others,  and  the  Mover  of  the  present 
Motion  had  suggested — which  suggestion 
the  right  h<m.  Gentleman  had,  he 
thought,  entirely  misapwehended— that 
they  slumld  apply  to  this  country  the 
principle  applied  to  Ireland,  and  with 
public  money  relieve  loeid  districts  by 
making  local  railways  and  tramways. 


StB  W.  HABCOURT  :  He  said  the 
County  Councils. 

Mr.  W.  long  said,  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  had  suggested  public 
funds.  He  was  anxious  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  fallacy 
which  underlay  all  the  suggestions  whidi 
came  from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
Parish  Councils,  it  had  beeo  said,  would 
be  the  salvation  of  the  agricultural  in- 
terest. Parish  Councils  were  to  have 
power  to  facilitate  the  creation  of  allot- 
ments. How  were  those  allotments  to 
be  provided  under  the  Local  Government 
Act  ?  Land  was  to  be  offered  to  a 
limited  number  of  people,  but  others  were 
to  be  burdened  in  order  that  that  might 
be  done.  Was  that  going  to  relieve  the 
agricultural  interest  P  He  was  personally 
aware  that  a  large  number  of  small 
owners  were  very  much  alarmed  at  the 
proposaL  They  believed  that  in  all 
probability  their  small  properties,  in 
which  they  had  invested  their  savings, 
would  be  very  heavily  burdened  so  that 
other  people  might  get  the  benefit  of  the 
Act.  He  believed  there  was  a  possible 
policy  for  a  Government  and  a  Party  in  the 
direction  of  the  acquisition  of  allotments 
by  labourers.  He  believed  they  might 
lighten  the  lead  which  was  undoubtedly 
too  heavy  for  the  agricultural  interest 
to  bear  by,  in  the  first  place,  facilitating 
the  tranter  of  land  from  the  existing 
owner  to  other  owners ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  providing  money  which 
would  enable  the  smaller  man  on  easy 
and  simple  terms  to  obtain  money  from 
the  State  with  which  to  acquire  land.  If 
they  did  that  they  would  create  a  market 
for  land  in  districts  where  there  was  no 
market  at  all.  The  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man  had  reminded  the  House  that  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
done  a  great  deal  in  the  direction  of  re- 
lieving the  rates,  but  that  unhappily 
rates  had  not  fallen.  Did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  koow  why  rates  had  not 
fallen  ?  Since  the  creation  of  Coun^ 
Councils  there  had  been  a  great  increase 
in  expenditure  upon  the  im^novement  of 
the  great  roads  of  the  country,  and  seeing 
that  these  roads  were  used  «^efly  by  the 
general  oommnnity  and  v^  little  by  the 
fsjmers,  it  was  an  injnsUce  that  the  cost 
should  fall  upon  the  local  ratepayers  and 
formers.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
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thftt  looal  ntet  doald  ou\f  be  rrileved  hf 
iDcreasing  the  burdens  of  the  Uxpayo*. 

He  did  not  deny  that.  If  the  mone;^ 
was  to  be  spent,  it  mnst  be  found  from 
one  source  or  another ;  but  the  Govero- 
inent  had^  in  the  examples  giTen  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  treated  the 
Uind  more  unfairly  to-day  than  it  had  been 
treated  hitherto.  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  had  done  his  best 
to  fiuthfuUy  represent  the  agricultural 
interest,  but  he  had  suffered  from  the  great 
disability,  under  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ought  not  to  hare  placed 
him,  of  not  having  a  place  In  the  Cabinet ; 
he  had,  therefore,  not  been  able  to  advance 
the  cause  of  agriculture  when  the  Coun- 
cils of  the  Government  were  being  held. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  in 
the  Cabinet  be  did  not  believe  that  that 
part  of  the  Local  Govemmeut  Actof  last 
year  which  altered  the  system  of  the  im- 
position of  local  rates  would  have  been 
adopted  without  a  strong  protest  on  his 

Sart.  Whatever  might  be  the  hidden 
IflBsings  of  the  Parish  Councils  Act — 
tad  they  were  not  yet  appvent 
•—there  was  no  question  that  one 
result  would  be,  if  its  powers  were 
largely  used,  to  considerably  increase 
tbe  rates.  Was  that  going  to  be  a 
relief  to  agriculture  ?  It  was  no  longer 
a  question  of  rent  in  many  counties. 
It  was  no  longer  a  question  of  tbe  land* 
lord  getting  more  rent  than  be  ought. 
They  were  face  to  face  With  the  appallinfr 
fiuit  that  thousands  and  thousands  of 
Mres  had  gone  altogether  out  of  cultiva- 
tion, land  which  ought  to  be  available  for 
the  food  supply  of  the  people,  and  to  say 
that  that  state  of  things  could  be  met  hy 
a  system  of  allotments  was  to  talk  idle 
nonsense.  The  labourers  were  far  too 
practical  to  be  caught  by  such  chaff  as 
that.  They  would  not  allow  themselves 
to  be  made  the  iastruments  of  attempting 
to  cultivate  land  as  difficult  to  cultivate 
1(8  that  was.  He  eould  give  many  in- 
stancee  himself  of  farms  which  were 
formerly  let  at  £1,000  a  year,  and  of 
£700  or  £800  a  year,  which  were  now  let 
■I  £lfiO,  £100,  And  in  some  eases  at  £50 
u  year,  tbe  reason  beiog  that  die  oeenpier 
eemplained  that  the  burdens  on  land 
were  so  heavy.  He  contended  that  that 
was  not  a  fair  condition  of  things.  The 
Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  referred,  at 
the  end  of  his  speech,  to  the  subject  of 
the  importation  of  Canadian  eatUe;-  He 
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Bud  it  was '  desirable  tfaftt  the  pdof^  tff 
this  oomitry  shoald  haire  cheap  m«Bt, 
and  Uiat  thek-efbre  the  importation  of 
tbese  oattle  should  not  be  interfered  with 
where  there  was  no  reaeon  to  believe 
that  disease  existed.  But  die  importa- 
tion of  a  single  animal  from  a  nounrry 
whose  boundaries  were,  so  to  speak,  only 
nominal,  might  do  iooUcnlable  mischief 
and  destroy  heitis  in  this  country.  Mor»- 
over,  he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man wofild  find  that  there  was  no  justifi- 
cation for  his  belief  that  the  resnlt  of 
stopping  the  importation  of  these  cattle 
woald  be  to  raise  the  price  of  meat. 
When  bis  right  hon.  Friend  near  him 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  was  President  of  tbe 
Board  of  Agriculture  their  importation 
was  interfered  with.  The  disease  in 
this  country  was  almost  stamped  out, 
and  not  only  dM  the  prico  of  meat  not 
rise  bnt  it  actually  fell,  although  there 
was  less  meat  brought  into  the  country. 
Even  if  the  immediate  result  were 
slightly  to  raise  the  price  of  meat  that 
was  a  small  evil  compared  with  that  of 
getting  herds  in  this  coontry  agtin 
infeetra.  The  House  was  asked  to  dis- 
cuss all  sorts  of  measures,  although  there 
was  not  the  remotest  prospect  of  carry- 
ing them  into  law,  aitd  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  have  been 
acting  more  in  conformity  with  the  wishes 
of  all  who  belouged  to  the  great  agricnl* 
tural  iudostry  if  he  bad  given  one  day  at 
least  for  the  discussion  of  the  situation, 
and  if  he  had  indicated  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  willlug  as  for  as  possible  to 
give  some  relief.  But  they  must  be  con- 
tent with  the  meagre  conrtort  the  ririit 
hon.  GtenUemau  had  given  them.  £to 
hoped  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  would  give  some  explanation 
of  the  position  he  felt  bound  to  assume 
when  he  received  a  deputation  the  other 
day  on  this  particular  subject,  which 
attitude  caused  much  disappointment. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentlemftn 
would  take  advantage  of  this  oppor- 
tunity, and  would  give  the  House  his 
reasons  for  taking  up  that  position.  The 
right  hon.  GenUeman,  at  all  events, 
ought  to  diank  hu  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  for  the  course  he  had  taken,  as  it 
enabled  him  as  a  responsible  Minister 
to  explain  the  course  he  took.  He 
thoroughly  agreed  with  the  course  which 
bad  been  taken  by  his  hon,  and  gallant 
Friend. 
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Thi  PRESIDKNT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGBICULTUBE  (Mr.  H,  Gasd- 
KBR,  £Bsex,  Safiroa  Walden)  :  I  do  not 
think  it  will  be  necessary  for  me  to  de- 
tain the  House  at  &nj  great  length  on 
the  general  aspects  of  the  subject,  which 
have  been  very  fally  dealt  with  by.  the 
Leader  of  the  Houses  but  I  hare  been 
challenged  by  the  hon.  Geatleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  on  a  subject  peculiar 
to  my  Department,  and  which  has  not 
been  referred  to  at  any  length.  I  under- 
stand from  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
said  that  some  irritation — will  not  say 
irritation,  but  misappreheusion — exists  In 
the  minds  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
and  hoQ.  Gentlemen  opposite  with  re- 
gard to  a  speech  I  had  the  honour  of 
making  to  a  deputation  which  waited 
apon  me  the  other  day.  That  depute 
Hon  did  not  wait  upon  me  with  regard  to 
my  action  in  the  matter  of  Canadian 
cattle.  They  came  to  ask  that  the  Go- 
remment  should  for  the  future  totally 
and  perpetually  order  the  slaughter  of 
all  foreign  cattle  at  the  ports.  But 
even  if  the  Government  were  inclined 
to,  they  would  be  prevented  from  doing 
so  by  the  law  as  it  at  present  stands. 
The  deputation  must  therefore  either 
have  wished  me  to  break  the  law  or 
to  bring  in  an  amending  Act.  I 
uked  what  circumstances  had  arisen  to 
cause  them  to  press  upon  the  Govern- 
ment such  an  alteration  of  the  law  at  this 
janctare.  If  there  was  any  prevalence  of 
disease  or  any  fear  of  the  introduction  of 
cattle  disease  into  this  country  through  the 
importation  of  live  foreign  cattle  I  could 
quite  understand  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  who  represent  agricul- 
tural constituencies  coming  to  me  and 
urging  me  to  adopt  the  most  stringent 
measures  to  prevent  the  introduction 
of  that  disease,  and,  if  necessary,  to 
endeavour  to  alter  the  existing  law  on  the 
subject.  My  right  hon.  Friend  whom  I 
had  the  honour  to  succeed  in  my  present 
OflSee,  when  there  was  a  great  outbreak 
of  foot-and-mouth  disease  in  the  country 
—which  outbreak  he  successfully  com- 
bated— will  admit  that  it  might  faare  been 
said  at  the  time  that  there  was  great 
danger  of  the  spread  of  the  disease.  Mem- 
bers might  well  have  come  forward  then 
and  aai^  "  Why  don^t  you  alter  the  law, 
giving  us  a  general  protection  against  the 
introduction  of  disease  by  foreign 
cattle  ?  "    But  at  the  present  moment  no 


suoh  cwdjtiDO  of  things  exists.  There 
never  was  a  time  in  the  history  x>t  agri- 
culture when  our  flocks  and  herds  were 
more  free  from  disease  than  at  the  present 
moment.  Putting  aside  all  question  of 
interference  with  foreign  trade  and  of 
friction  with  foreign  conntriea  and  omr 
colonies,  I  ask  is  this  a  time  for  an  hon. 
Member  to  more  the  Adjournment  of  the 
House,  thereby  for  a  time  stopping  the 
business  of  the  country,  in  order  to 
ur((e  on  us  the  necessity  of  taking 
safeguards  which  are  unnecessary  ?  I 
do  not  think  that  my  action  in  the  past 
with  regard''-,  to  the  prevention  of 
disease  has  been  such  as  to  cause 
apprehension  iu  the  minds  of  agricul- 
turists that  if  there  is  a  danger  of  the 
introduction  of  disease  from  foreign 
countries  or  the  colonies  I  shall 
neglect  to  put  the  law  into  force 
as  X  am  bound  to  do.  On  the 
other  hand,  as  I  am  also  bound  to  do  by 
law  as  it  stands,  when  there  is  absolutely 
no  fear,  or  when  I  am  of  opinion  that 
there  is  reasonable  security  against 
th  e  danger,  of  the  i  u  trod  uction  of 
disease  from  foreign  countries,  I  roust 
allow  the  importation  of  foreign  cattle. 
The  hon.  Member  who  just  sat  down 
spoke  about  the  exclusion  of  foreign 
cattle  not  raising  the  price  of  meat.  In 
a  great  degree  I  agree  with  him  ;  but  it 
is  not  the  question  of  raising  the  price 
of  meat.  It  is  a  question  of  raising  the 
price  of  store  cattle,  and  at  the  present 
moment,  when  there  seems  to  be  a  pro- 
bability of  the  price  of  store  cattle  rising 
in  the  country,  it  is  hardly  the  time,  in 
the  interests  of  graziers  (whatever  hon. 
Gentlemen  may  think  of  the  interest  of 
breeders),  to  prevent  the  importation  of 
foreign  cattle.  Even  in  the  interest  of 
breeders,  if  foreign  cattle  can  be  safely 
introduced  into  the  country,  there  ought 
to  be  no  law  to  prevent  such  intro- 
duction. Hon.  Gentlemen  may  rest  per- 
fectly satisfied  that  if  at  any  time  there 
is  any  doubt  as  to  the  safety  of  foreign 
importation,  I  shall  gire  the  benefit  of 
the  doubt  to  my  own  country.  I  hare 
confined  myself  to  this  to^ic  becauee  I 
do  not  think  I  have  any  right,  after  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemao  the 
Cbaucellor  of  the  Exchequer,  to  |;o  into 
other  subjects.  I  only  deal  with  tho 
subject  upon-  which  I  was  challenged, 
and  I  can  assure  the  House  that  I  hare 
as  deeply  at  heart  as  any  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  opposite  who  reprints  the  agri- 
cultural interest  the  preserration  of  the 
sanitary  condition  of  the  stock  of  this 
country.  I  can  assure  hon.  Gentlemen 
tjiat  so  long  as  I  remain  at  my  present 
post,  whatever  restrictions  are  necessary, 
will  in  the  future  be  maintained  as  they 
have  been  in  the  past. 

*Mb.  CHAPLIN  (LiDColDshire,  Slea- 
f(»d)  :  When  the  right  hoo.  G«Dtleman 
the  Chancellor  of  die  Exchequer  com- 
n^enced  his  observatiODS  by  protesting 
against  lengthened  Debates  ou  Motions 
for  Adjournment  I  must  say  it  did  occur 
to  me  that  in  his  case  practice  would 
have  been  better  than  precept.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  addressed  to  us  a 
speech  challengiDg  gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House  on  a  whole  variety  of 
questions  in  a  way  which  almost 
necessitates,  it  seems  to  me,  some  con- 
siderable debate.  Sir,  he  taunted  ua  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  in  connection  with 
this  question  of  ogrioultural  depression, 
with  a  desire  to  raise  the  prices  of  food. 
I  should  like  to  meet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  by  asking  him  this  question  : 
Does  he  desire  them  to  remain  as  they  are 
at  the  present  time  ?  If  he  does,  what 
is  the  value  of  his  professed  and  pre- 
tended sympathy  for  agriculture — of 
what  avail  has  been  the  appointment  of 
a  Koyal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
means  of  alleviating  distress  ?  He  says 
there  are  two  modes  of  raising  prices, 
one  by  Protection  and  the  other  by  what 
he  describes  as  a  flagrant  absurdity  *' — 
namely,  the  existence  of  bimetallism.  I 
have  not  the  slightest  intention  of  say- 
ing a  word  on  that  subject  to-nlgfat,  but 
the  House  must  not  blame  me  if,  in  a 
few  sentences,  I  endeavour  to  meet  the 
challenge  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
this  point. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  It  was  the 
Mover  of  the  Motion  for  the  Adjourn- 
ment who  referred  to  the  subject, 
not  me. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN. :  I  did  not  sar  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  introdnced  the 
aabject.  I  say,  however,  that  he  made 
the  wholly  uncalled-for  statement  that 
bimetallism  is  a  flagrant  absurdity.  I 
should  like  to  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man this :  that  when  he  and  other 
Members  of  this  House  have,  as  they 
will  have  in  due  coarse,  au  opportunity  of 
reading  the  evidence  that  is  now  daily  being 
given  before  the  Royal  Commissioo  that 
Mr*  H,  Gardntr 


they  themselves  have  appointed,  they 
will  be  absolutely  astonished  to  find  how 
great  and  rapid  has  been  the  growth  of 
opinion  on  this  question,  especially 
amongst  the  agricultural  interest.  I  am 
committing  no  breach  of  propriety  when 
I  say  that  only  this  morning  we  had 
before  us  one  of  the  most  distinguished 
representative  agricnlturists  througboot 
the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom  ;  and  if 
I  understood  his  evidence  aright,  the  drift 
of  it  was  that  the  only  eflPectnal  and  reaY 
remedy  for  agricnltuml  depression  that 
he  could  look  forward  to  in  future  waff 
the  re-adoption  of  the  very  system  which 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  opposite  with- 
out, I  believe,  ever  having  given  it  any- 
thing like  adequate  attention,  descrilwfr 
as  a  "  flagrant  absurdity."  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the  qnestioB 
of  Protection  in  France  and  Germany, 
and  he  quoted  some  speeches  of  mine  to 
the  effect  that,  notwithstanding  the  ex- 
istence of  Protection  in  these  conntriea,, 
depression  is  as  great  or  greater  there- 
than  it  is  here.  That  is  true.  I  have 
come  to  that  opinion.  But  it  has 
taught  me  to  do  something  which  it  has 
not  yet  taught  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
I  think  ;  and  that  is,  to  ascertain  with 
great  diligence  and  by  every  means 
within  my  power  to  try  to  discover  whe- 
ther there  is  not  and  must  not  be  some 
other  and  some  great  common  cause  for 
that  unparalleled  fall  in  the  price  of  pro- 
dnee  of  all  sorts  and  kinds  and  descrlp- 
tioDs,  which  eveiyone  who  has  studied 
the  question  of  the  agricnltnral  depression 
knows  lies  at  the  very  root  of  the  whole 
question.  Sir,  the  opinions  which,  I  am 
not  ashamed  to  say,  I  have  frequently 
avowed  and  do  hold  on  this  question, 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  \b 
so  flagrant  an  absnrdity,  are  shared  by 
men  of  ten  thousand  times  greater  ability 
than  myself,  not  only  in  this  but  in  every 
other  country  in  the  world, and  their  num- 
ber is  being  lai^ly  augmented  day  by  day. 
What  is  happening  in  Germany  at  (iiia 
moment  ? — and  here  I  wonld  remind  thfr 
right  hon.  Grentleman  of  what  he  has 
said  in  some  of  his  taunting  replies  on 
this  subject.  "  Germany,"  he  used  to 
say,  **wili  have  nothing  to  do  with  so 
rtdieulons  a  proposal.*^  I  always  told 
him  that  I  believed  he  was  absolutely 
mistaken.  Who  is  proved  to  be  right 
to-day  ?  Why,  at  this  very  moment,  in 
consequence  of  urgent  pressure  by  the 
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Agricaltbral  Partj  in  G-ermaayf  a  KaytA 
CfHiiiiiiBsioii  liu  been  appointed  to  see 
wh«tbw  bimetalliBm  can  be  adopted  by 
Gemmnr  itself ,  and  if  it  cannot  be  adopt^ 
bjr  itseu  whether  there  should  be  an 
International  arrangement.  So  I  Tentnre 
to  think  the  right  hon.  Grentleman*s 
taunts  on  this  subject  are  somewhat  out 
of  place  to-day^.  It  is  verj  easy  indeed 
to  say  that  anything  is  an  absurdity, 
bat  it  is  a  very  difficult  thing  to  prove 
it.  WheneTor  this  qnestton  has  arisen 
the  right  hon.  GenUeman  has  shirked  it. 
He  has  never  once  attempted  to  tackle 
the  question,  or  prove  hta  assertion  that 
bim^allism  is  absnrd ;  and  I  think  the 
time  is  not  far  distant  when  the  right 
hoo.  Gentleman  will  be  compelled  to 
face  it.  When  that  time  comes  I  think 
he  will  find  it  more  difficult  than  he 
anticipated  to  attach  the  charge  of  sup- 
porting "a  flagrant  absurdity"  to  a 
number  of  eminent  men  throughout  the 
country.  It  may  be  said,  in  defence  of 
the  attitude  of  the  Government,  that 
they  hare  appointed  a  Royal  Commis- 
sioD  to  inqaire  into  the  agricultnral  situa- 
tion at  the  prewDt  momrat.  That  may 
be  an  excnse  for  their  inaction.  I  can- 
not Bay  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appears  to  attach  much  importance  to 
his  own  Commission.  He  appeared  to  me 
to  have  forgotten  its  existence.  He  never 
even  mentioned  it  or  alluded  to  it  in  the 
most  distant  manner.  I  refer  to  it,  how- 
ever, beoanse  I  want  to  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  there  are  many 
qnestioDS  on  which,  qnite  apart  from  the 
Domination  of  that  Commission,  the 
Agricnltiiral  Fftrty .  diroughout  the 
conntry  are  already  entirely  agreed ; 
but  whenever  we  mention  ono  of  these 
snbjecte  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in- 
viuiably  meets  us  with  a  flat  refusal. 
There  is  the  question  of  relief  from  the 
rates.  I  need  not  remind  the  House  of 
the  attitude  he  adopted  on  this  question 
last  Session.  He  absolutely  declined  to 
have  anything  whatever  to  do  with  it  or 
entertain  the  proposal  for  a  moment. 
There  is  another  subject  on  which  he 
will  not  pledge  himself,  althongh  the 
fumerv  are  unuiimons  with  to  it, 

and  that  is  that  all  foreign  meat  coming 
into  the  country  shall  be  marked.  A 
qneetion  was  put  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  shortly-  after  the  Session 
oommeoced,  and  he  refnsed  absolutely  to 
have  anything  to  do  with  the  matter. 


And  BO  it  is  with  all  the  matters  that 
bate  been  laid  before  the  Ctovernmeiit 

by  the  Representatives  of  the  agrionltnnl 
interest — it  does  not  much  matter  whe- 
ther by  friends  on  his  own  side  or  by 
Agrioaltural  Representatives  on  this  side 
of  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  the  Government  invariably 
decline  to  take  any  action  on  any  sub- 
ject, be  it  great  or  small,  which  would  be 
satisfactory  to  the  Representatives  of  that 
indnstiy  at  the  present  moment.  Now, 
Sir,  I  come  for  a  few  moments  to  the 
question  last  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
and  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Minister  for  Agriculture  has  rej^ied, 
and  that  is  the  question  of  the  restrictions 
upon  Canadian  cattle  which  are  in  exist- 
ence at  the  present  time.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  laid  down  a 
doctrine  on  this  point  which  I  suppose 
nobody  would  question.  "Where  there 
la  danger,"  he  says,  "  exclude  them  ; 
where  there  is  no  danger,  admit  them." 
No  one  would  contest  that ;  but  the  ques- 
tion is,  is  tiiere  danger  at  the  present 
time  or  is  there  not  f  and  that  is  a  snb- 
ject  on  which  a  great  many  Representa- 
tives of  the  agricultural  interest  are 
extremely  uneasy.  What  we  are 
anxious  about  is  to  know  explicitly 
what  are  the  intentions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  with  regard  to  maintain- 
ing the  present  restrictions  on  the  im- 
portation of  Canadian  cattle  into  the 
interior  of  this  country.  We  think  we 
have  some  good  reason  for  feeling 
anxiety  on  this  point  after  reading  re- 
ports of  the  two  deputations  which 
waited  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Some  days  ago  he  received  a  deputation 
representing  the  Central  Chamber  of 
Agricnlture  and  some  50  other  Agricul- 
tural Associations  from  all  parts  of  the 
country,  urgently  pressing  on  him  to 
maintain  the  existing  restrictions. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  under  some  mis- 
apprehension. The  deputation  was  not 
to  urge  the  eontinuanoe  of  restrictions, 
but  the  total  and  perpetnal  ivohibition, 
except  for  slaughter,  of  the  importation 
of  eattle  altogether. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  cannot  imagine  a 
more  effectual  mode  of  maintaining  the 
existing  restrictions.  The  importation 
of  eattle  from  America  cannot  be  other- 
wise  than  dangerous  probably  for  many 
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yean  to  cwae.  The  right  hou.  Gentle^ 
mui  has  replied  to  my  right  bon.  Sriend 
that  if  a  eountiy  is  free  Irom  diseaBe  we 
miut  admit  cattle  from  it,  and  his 
replies — as  I  stated  just  now — have 
given  great  anxiety  to  many  Bej^eeenta- 
tiras  of  the  agricultural  interest  What  we 
want  to  know — and  I  think  it  is  a  sub- 
ject on  which  we  have  a  right  to  ask  for 
information,  considoring  the  tononr  of  the 
right  boo.  Gentleman's  speech  to  one 
deputation — is  whether  he  ooosiders  the 
time  has  arrived  when  restrictions  on  the 
importation  of  Canadian  cattle  may  bo 
safely  removed  or  not  P  If  they  cannot 
be  imported  with  safety,  and  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  willing  or  able  to  give 
to  tbe  House  an  assDranoe  that  these  re- 
atriotions  will  not  be  removed  during  the 
present  season,  then  I  should  see  no 
necessity  whatever  for  pressing  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  further  on  this  point  or 
for  prolonging  my  observations. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  am  going  to 
give  an  answer  to  that  question  in  the 
course  of  next  week. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  want  an  answer 
now. 

Mb.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  am  obliged, 
first,  to  put  myself  into  communication 
with  tbe  Colonial  Office  and  with 
Canada  on  tbe  subject. 

Ma.  CHAPLIN  :  Surely  the  Minister 
for  Agriculture  may  take  the  agricultural 
public  of  England  into  his  confidence,  and 
tell  them  whether  ho  thinks  it  desirable 
or  not  for  the  safety  of  their  interests 
that  certain  restrictious  should  be  main- 
tained without -asking  permiRsion  from 
the  Colonies  or  a  foreign  country  before 
he  makes  that  announcement.  The 
answers  of  the  right  hon.  Grentlenuin 
rather  add  to  the  anxiety  which  I  own  I 
have  felt  of  late.  In  order  to  appreciate 
the  merits  of  this  question  the  first  thing 
to  bear  in  mind  is  the  nature  of  the  dis- 
ease of  plenro-poeumonia.  There  are 
two  great  peculiarities  which  attach  to 
the  disease.  One  is  that  it  cannot  be 
detected  in  the  animal  at  all  by  the 
cleverest  experts  in  the  world  so  long  as  tlie 
animal  is  alive,  and  the  other  is  the  immense 
period  during  which  the  disease  may  lie 
dormant.  Sir,  I  notice  from  the  Papers 
which  have  been  laid  on  the  Table  that 
even  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture,  writing  on  belialf  of  -the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  informed  the  Canadian 
Government  that  that  period  is  .some- 
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timea  as  l<wg  aa  15  moottas.    Here  are 
his  words — 

"  There  is  abondant  evidence  that  contsgfims 
plCiux>*pnenmonia  may  remain  donnaat  dnrin^ 
a  lengtnened  period,  and  it  was  stated  in  evi- 
dence given  to  the  Departmental  Committee  in 
1888  chat  obks  bod  been  known  of  the  deve- 
Io|nnettt  ot  the  dlaassa  after  a  no  less  period 
than  IS  months." 

Well,  that  being  so,  I  must  ask  the 
House  to  recollect  what  has  happened 
quite  recently  in  connection  with  this 
subject.  I  would  go  back  to  the  Automn 
of  1892,  and  then  to  a  period  much 
lunger.  In  the  Autumn  of  1892,  after 
Scotland  had  been  absolutely  free  from 
this  disease  for  some  time,  it  was  re-im- 
ported by  cargoes  of  Canadian  cattle, 
which  were  proved  not  only  to  be  suffer- 
ing from  contagious  pleuro-pneumouia, 
but  to  have  contracted  the  disease  at  a 
period  before  they  came  into  this  country. 
What  was  tbe  result  of  the  outbreak  ? 
It  spread  to  79  different  centres  in  Scot^ 
land,  or  rather  the  animals  were  con- 
veyed to  79  different  centres,  and  I  think 
that  something  like  1,200  or  1,300 
animals  were  ordered  J>o  be  slaugbteredf 
and  the  compensation  given  in  conse- 
quence of  this  slaughter  was  £13,000. 
That  is  serious  in  itself ;  Imt  what  is 
iqfinitely  more  serious  is  this— the  enor- 
mous risk  that  is  ran  of  disease  heing 
spread  all  over  the  country.  There  has 
been  a  great  deal  of  correspondence  on 
the  subject,  and  tbe  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  stated  in  one  of  the  Debates 
last  Session  there  were  no  less  than  four 
different  cases  found  of  animals  actually 
diseased,  and  that  the  disease  had  spread 
so  far  that  Scoteh  animals  were  found  to 
have  contracted  it  Tbe  mischief  was 
discovered  and  was  stopped  before  it 
had  gone  Corther.  Coming  to  a  kter 
period,  the  right  hon.  Gentlunan,  to 
meet  the  views  of  the  Colonies,  under- 
took to  make  a  systematic  examination 
of  the  lungs  of  animals  brought  from 
Canada  for  a  considerable  period  and 
slaughtered  at  the  port,  and  then  to  con- 
aider,  when  he  saw  the  results  of  the 
examination,  what  course  he  ought  to 
pursue.  That  was  carried  out,  and  we 
have  the  result  on  page  77  of  the  Repmt 
issued  by  the  Board  of  Agriculture.  We 
find  tiiat  in  May  and  June,  1893,  there  . 
was  one  case  diwovered  on  a  ship  called 
the  BraxUiany  and  two  sets  in  Inngt 
were  received  from  a  ship  called  the 
Lakt  Wimmptg,   In  the  first  case  the 
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appeanneM  wwo  identical  witli,  pleuro- 
pneamonu,  and  in  the  second,  in  one 
butance,  there  were  well-dcKGned  in- 
dications '  lof'  fatonehlal  pnettmonia  in 
addition  to  plenro-pneumodia,  whilife  in 
ttie  other  tjpiefil .  eigas.  pf  ple9iip-;pnen- 
moaia  were  apparent.  Ho  that  it  seemed 
that  so  short  a  time  ago  as  Jast  year  the 
disease  undoubtedly  existed  in  Canada. 
Last  Session,  in  the  month  of  August, 
die  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — • 

"We  are  f^preed  that  there  is  diBease  in 
Canada.  TheCanadianB  sayitfs  not  contagiooa 
pleuTO-pneiunoiiia  : — we  say  it  is." 

I  have  verified  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man*B  words  this  morning.  I  am  sorry  I 
hare  not  the  volume  of  ffaruard  with 
me,  but  I  am  certain  on  the  point.  Well, 
what  does  that  mean  ?  It  means  that 
eight  months  ago,  on  the  showing  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  contagious 
pleuFO- pneumonia  was  in  existence  in 
Canada,  and  we  have,  at  the  same  time, 
the  authority  of  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture itself  for  stating  that  this  disease  is 
of  ten  known  to  be  in  iucubation  for  16 
months  before  it  is  discovered.  I  have 
not  the  slightest  doubt  in  the  world  that 
thwe  is  plenty  of  pleuro-pneumonia 
among  the  animals  in  Canada  at  the 
present  time.  T  may  be  told  that  we 
receive  constant  assurances  from  the 
Canadian  Government  to  the  contrary. 
So  we  do.  I  very  often  received  them, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  received 
them  before  this  systematic  examinatiou 
was  made  ;  and  if  I  had  Hansard  here 
I  could  point  to  another  passage  where 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says — 

"  We  received  asanrances  from  the  Canadian 
Government  that  the  couatiy  was  practically 
free,  and  we  took  steps  to  ascertain  how  far  that 
was  correct ;  and.  after  a  systematic  examina' 
fcion,  we  found  oaraelves  in  the  preseoce  of  tjiis 
oontagions  disease  again  which  we  had  been  so 
often  assured  did  not  exist." 

I  do  hope  I  have  submitted  to  the  House 
flome  reasons  to  jnstify  me  in  the  alarm 
I  feel  at  the  replies  which  have  been 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
questions  which  we  have  ventured  to  put  to 
him.  Sir,  Z  have  only  one  thing  more 
to  say  on  the  subject.  I  wirii  to  ask  the 
House  to  consider  why  we  are  to  take 
this  course — if  we  are  to  take  it — of 
•  removing  the  restrictions  npon  the  im- 
portation of  foreign  cattle  ?  What  are 
i3a»  arguments  in  favour  of  it  P  To 
whose  inta«st  would- it  be  ?  Is  it  in  the 
interast  ot  the  consnmer  ?  Certainly  not ; 


the  very  opposite  is  the  case.  If  the- 
meat^lpes  not  oome  alive,  it  most  eome 
dead;  and  if  it  eomee  dead,  or  if  this, 
animals  are  slaughtered  at  the  port  of 
landing,  the  price  is  always  cheaper  than 
if  the  living  animals  are  admitted  into  the 
country.  Meat  will  not  keep  for  ever ; 
it  must  be  sold  within  a  given  time  ; 
therefore,  it  is  to  the  interest  of  the  con- 
sumer that  these  restrictions  should  be 
maintained.  Is  it  to  the  interest  of  the 
{HWlnoer  here  ?  Of  eonrse,  that  could' 
not  be  contended  for  a  moment.  It  is 
very  greatly  to  his  disadvantage,  and  the 
only  people  who  would  gain  would  be  the- 
foreign  and  Canadian  exporters,  and  a 
very  limited  number  of  graziers  and 
farmers  in  something  like  four  or  five 
counties  in  Scotland,  and  a  still  more 
limited  number  in  one  or  two  of  the 
Eastern  Counties  of  this  country.  With 
these  exceptions,  I  will  undertake  to  say 
that  9  out  of  10,  or  99  out  of  every  100, 
of  the  agricultural  community  are  in 
favour  of  maintaining  these  restric- 
tions. There  is  another  reason,  which 
it  seems  to  me  ought  to  turn  the 
scale  in  the  mind  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  favour  of  oontinuing  the 
restrictions.  To  remove  them  would 
involve  an  enormous  injury  on  tbeownere 
and  breeders  of  stock  aa  a  general  rule, 
and,  above  all,  on  the  Irish  farmers.  If  you 
are  to  admit  store  cattle  from  Canada,  it 
aeema  to  me  impossible  that  you  can  con- 
tinue permanently  to  exclude  them  from 
the  United  States  of  America ;  and  if  once 
they  are  admitted  from  the  United  States 
of  America,  I  have  only  to  express  to 
the  House  what  the  result  in  my  humble 
opinion,  in  the  interests  of  agriculturists 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  would  be.  I 
believe  it  would  result  in  the  immediate 
depreciation  of  the  capital  value  of  their 
live  stock  by  20  or  25  per  cent.  I 
cannot  conceive  what  that  would  mean  to 
the  agricultural  population,  especially  at 
a  time  like  the  present.  Everybody 
knows  what  the  chief  capital  of  the 
farmers  of  this  country  consists  of.  It 
consists,  of  course,  of  the  mopejr  they 
haveembarked  in  live  stgcle,  and  I  believe 
if  such  a  eonrse  as  ^(fus  were  adopted  it 
would  be  the  psfy  one  thing  wanted  to 
complete  the  absolute  rain  and  destruc- 
tion of  the  farming  olass.  I  advocate  as 
earnestly  as  I  can  the  continuance  of  the 
restrictions.  I  maintain  that  these  re- 
strictiflns  are  absolutely  necessary  to 
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•naure  ns  ugaiiut  the  re-intiodiiotion  of 
this  diseue.  The  House  will  rem|Bber 
that  mnoh  baa  been  done  in  rooeDryeus 
to  ensure  the  flocks  and  hwds  of  this 
oonntry  against  disease,  and  that  polioj 
has  found  favour  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  believe  it  has  been  justified 
to  the  full  hy  experience  and  by  its 
fruits,  and  I  earnestly  hope  the  House  of 
Commons  will  resist  by  every  meuis  in 
its  power  anything  which  is  even  a  first 
step  towards  the  reversal  of  that  policy. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
rose  in  his  -place,  and  claimed  to  move, 
"That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  claimed  that  the  ques- 
tion be  now  put.  In  asseutiug  to  that 
Motion  I  think  it  is  my  duty  to  make  some 
remarks  in  regard  to  the  fact  that  the 
Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  the  House 
has  received  such  a  large  measure  of  sup- 
port in  this  House.  I  do  uot  thiok  that 
under  the  Standing  Order  of  1882  a 
Motion  on  a  subject  of  this  kind,  having 
such  a  very  wide  scope,  was  ever  contem- 
plated. What  I  thiuk  was  contemplated 
was  an  occnrreuce  of  some  sudden  emer- 
geocy,  either  in  home  or  foreign  affairs. 
But  I  do  uot  thick  it  was  contemplated — 
if  the  House  will  allow  me  to  state  my 
view — that  a  question  of  very  wide  scope 
which  would  demand  legislation  to  deid 
with  it  in  any  effective  manner  should  be 
the  subject  of  discassion  on  a  Motion  for 
the  Adjournmeut  of  the  House,  because 
if  that  was  so  we  might  have  repeated 
Motions  made  by  the  Opposition  of  the 
day,  uot  so  much  in  the  direction  of  cen- 
suriug  the  Gorerumeot  for  action  which 
had  been  taken  or  not  taken  for  bring- 
ing to  notice  some  grievance  demanding 
instant  remedy,  as  in  the  direction  of 
wishing  to  introduce  legislation  on  some 
particular  subject.  That  is  not  the  pur- 
pose of  the  Standing  Order  of  1882,  and 
would,!  think,  cut  at  the  root  of  the  Order. 
I  thought  it  necessary  to  make  this  state- 
ment out  of  respect  to  a  Motion  which  has 
uch  support  of  the  House.  I 
Exchequ^?**^**"''^  the  Chancellor  of 


the 


tion,  "  That  the  QuesR 


now 


Motion  agreed  to. 

Question  put  acooidingly. 
House  do  now  adjourn." 


put  the  Ques- 
be  now  put.** 


That  this 


noes  J08 — (Division  List,  No.  24  \ 
Mr.  Chaplin 


PBBIOD  OF  QUALIFICATIOH  AKD 
ELECTIOKS  BILL. 

XOTION  rOB  UCATS. 

Thx  CHIEF  SECRBTABY  vok 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlkt,  Newcastle- 
npou-Tyne)  rose  to  ask  leave  to  introduoe 
a  Bill  to  reduce  thePeriod  of  Qualification 
for  Fuliamentaiy  and  Local  Govemmeot 
Electors,  and  to  provide  for  the  half-yearlj 
registration  of  such  electors,  and  to  pro- 
vide for  taking'the  polls  at  a  Farltamentarj 
General  Election  on  one  day,  and  to 
restrict  plural  voting  at  Farliamentarj 
Elections,  and  for  purposes  consequentiM 
thereon.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said : 
The  Bill  which  I  now  ask  the  leave  of 
the  House  to  introduce  is  one  contuning 
proposals  to  which  the  Government 
attach  the  greatest  importance ;  bat 
although  these  proposals  are  higiilj  im- 
portant, they  are,  I  think  the  House  will 
find,  so  simple  and  so  direct  that  I  eball 
be  able  to  combine  a  tolerably  dear 
explanation  of  its  provisions  with  brevity 
and  concision.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  an 
occasion  on  which  I  might,  perhaps,  ask 
the  House  to  return  to  the  older  and 
better  custom  of  I'arliaraeut,  by  which  it 
was  usual  to  give  leave  to  introduce  ft 
Bill  of  this  kind,  wheu  introduced  by  the 
Government  of  the  day,  without  %nj 
prdiminary  statement  at  all.  But  that 
custom  has — as,  I  hope,  only  for  the  time 
— been  placed  in  abeyance ;  and,  there- 
fore, I  will  now  give  a  short  description 
of  what  this  Bill  wilt  do  and  how  it  is 
done.  The  House  will  naturally  compare 
the  proposals  I  now  make  with  those 
which  the  Government  offered  last  year 
in  the  Bill  introduced  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  who  is- now  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India.  The  two  Bills  are  difilBrent 
in  many  respects,  and  if  the  Houie 
wants  to  know  why  we  have  proposed  a 
different  Bill  this  year  from  that  whiek 
we  proposed  lastyear,-my  answer  is  two- 
fold. In  the  first  place,FarIiamentary  time 
has  not  become  any  more  abundant  in  the 
interval  which  has  elapsed,  nor  has  the 
prospect  of  abundant  time  become 
brighter.  We  have,  therefore,  framed 
this  Bin  with  a  view  to  place  proposi- 
tions before  the  House  which  need  not 
involve  any  very  prolonged  or  elaborate 
discussion.  In  the  second  plaee,we  have 
changed  the  Bill  because  in  the  iotenrd 
Parliament  has  dealt  to  some  extent  with 
the  machinery  of  Parlu 
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tratiou.  Last  year  mj  right  bon.  Friend 
proposed  that  the  macfaiQerr  of  regis- 
tration should  be  performed  by  officials 
appointed  for  that  special  purpose.  That 
proposal  no  longer  appears  in  this  Bill. 
It  is  well-known  that  there  was  such  a 
difference  of  opinton  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  as  to  who  should  be  the  Super- 
intendent Begistrar,  and  what  body 
should  hare  the  power  of  appointing 
faim,  that  there  seemed  very  little  pro- 
spect last  year  of  that  proposal  receiving 
the  assent  of  the  House.  But,  since 
then,  the  Local  Government  Bill  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  been  passed  :  and 
by  one  of  the  provisions  of  Uiat  measure 
the  Overseers  are.  now  made  directly 
responsible  to  the  Parish  Councils,  in- 
stead of  continuing  in  a  position  of 
responsibility  only  to  non-elective  Jus- 
tices. That  is  one  important  provision 
which  we  hoped  might  have  found 
favour  with  the  House,  but  which  we 
have  not  thought  proper  to  bring 
before  the  House  now.  Our  aim  has 
been,  in  framing  this  Bill,  to  achieve 
simplicity  and  directness.  We  are  not 
going  to  attempt  anything  like  the  satis- 
faction of  speculative  Constitutional  sym- 
metry. We  are  making  an  attempt  to 
remove  certain  admitted  practical  blots. 
We  begin  by  turning  into  a  reality 
the  intention  of  Parliament  that  every  in- 
habitant householder  in  town  and  country 
should  have  his  vote ;  and  we  do  what 
we  can  to  take  this  step — that  the 
Toioe  of  a  constituency,  instead  of  being 
adulterated  and  nullified  by  out-voters, 
shall  be  effectively  heard.  Of  course, 
there  are  many  familiar  topics  of  electoral 
reform  which  we  have  been  compelled  by 
our  design  of  simplicity  to  pass  over. 
For  example,  there  is  the  question  of  the 
returning  officer's  expenses.  That  has 
been  before  the  Honse  for  the  last  20 
years.  I  remember  long  before  I  was 
in  this  House  Mr.  Fawcett  brought  that 
fnbject  forward  with  the  approval  of  the 
Fkr^  sitting  on  this  side  of  the  Honae. 
We  believe  that  the  dangws  connected 
with  that  proposal  would  be  avoided 
either  by  a  second  baHot  or  by  other 
arrangements.  I  may,  perhaps,  be  per- 
mitted to  say  that  I  gave  notice  some 
jears  ago  of  a  Bill  for  such  a  second 
ballot.  I  believe  that  circumstances  are 
«very  day  in  the  minds  of  both  Parties 
pointing  more  and  more  clearly  in  that 
direetioD.    But  such  a  scheme  wonld 


require  very  complex  arrangements. 
Anther  of  the  omitted  topics  is  the 
topfflftf  the  lodger  vote.  It  is  not  en- 
tirely omitted,  but  its  larger  necessities 
of  reform,  such  as,  for  example,  the  aboli- 
tion or  the  reduction  of  the  value  quali- 
fication, we  do  not  attempt  to  touch  in 
this  Bill,  because  a  proposition  of  that 
kind  would  go  rather  deep  iuto  franchise. 
Though  it  is  very  hard  to  know  always 
where  franchise  ends  and  registration 
begins,  still  we  think  that  subject  would 
not  come  within  the  scope  of  the  present 
Bill.  The  first  proposition  which  the 
Bill  contains  is  one  which  was  in  the  Bill 
of  last  year,  and  which  reduces  the  resi- 
dential period  of  qualification.  It  is  not 
at  all  necessary  for  me  to  reproduce  my 
right  hou.  Friend's  arguments  iu  favour 
of  that  reduction.  It  was  then  made 
clear  that  it  may  happen,  under  the 
present  conditions  of  the  residential 
qualification,  that  the  householder  may 
occupy  his  honse  for  nearly  two  years, 
and  only  at  the  end  of  that  time  find  him- 
self on  the  Register.  In  the  course  of 
the  discussion  of  last  year  it  was  ad- 
mitted in  every  section  of  the  House  that 
that  is  a  scandal  which  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  continue.  It  was  suggested 
last  year  that  the  qualifying  period 
should  be  six  months  and  not  three.  We 
proposed  three  months  last  year,  aud  we 
shall  do  our  best  to  insist  upon  it  now. 
I  ahonld  like  to  point  out  one  argument 
in  favour  of  that  reduction  which  I  will 
state  to  the  House.  It  is  an  argument 
drawn  from  figures  given  in  the  Return 
circulated  to-day  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  It  appears  that  in  1891 
the  number  of  inhabited  houses  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales  was  5,500,000,  of  which 
there  are  about  3,000,000  in  county 
divisions.  The  occupiers  on  the  Parlia- 
mentary Register  are  4,225,000.  There- 
fore, 1,275,000  occupiers  of  inhabited 
houses  are  not  on  the  Register.  Of 
course,  the  Honse  wilt  at  -  once  perceive 
that  among  the  inhabitant  householders 
are  women..  But  we  have  a  means  of 
roughly  arriving  at  the  number  of  female 
inhabitant  householders.  In  1890  a  Re- 
turn was  issued  of  the  number  of  women 
entitled  to  vote  for  the  County  oi 
Town  Councils,  and  that  number  was 
put  somewhere  between  600,000  and 
700,000,  so  thatfrom  the  1,275,000  inhabi- 
tant bonsefaolders  who  are  not  ou  the 
Register  we  have    to  deduct  600,000 
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or  700,000  88  being  women ;  and  then 
we  have  600^  or  700,000  left  as  the 
number  of  inhabited  houses  in  e^fAs  of 
the  male  occupant  TOters.  The  case 
may  be  made  considerably  stronger  ;  and 
it  can  be  shown  that  this  statement  is,  I 
believe,  well  under  the  mark.  My  argu- 
ment is  that  among  the  reasons  which 
account  for  these  figures,  showing  the 
difference  between  the  number  of 
Parliamentary  voters  and  the  number  of 
inhabitant  householders,  is  the  difficulty 
of  the  process  connected  with  registration. 
If  you  are  to  reduce  the  qualification,  it 
follows  that  it  will  be  expedient  to  have 
two  registrations  in  the  year.  It  is  of  no 
use  to  redoce  the  period  of  residence  un- 
less you  have  a  corresponding  increase  in 
the  facilities  for  getting  on  to  the  register. 
The  lists  are  now  made  up  in  July,  and 
the  first  revision  takes  place  between 
September  8  and  October  12.  The  first 
registration  comes  into  force  on  January 
1,  and  under  our  proposal  will  last  until 
June  30.  We  propose  to  have  an 
additional  making- up  of  the  lists  in 
January,  and  another  revision  between 
March  8  and  April  12,  the  register  so 
revised  remaining  in  force  from  uie  Istof 
July  to  the  Slat  of  December.  It  is  not 
necessary  to  state  in  the  Bill  the  date  of 
the  second  revision,  because  all  provision 
is  made  under  that  head  by  Sub-section 
7  of  Section  66  of  the  Local  Government 
Act  of  1888.  I  may  be  asked  by  some 
gentleman  why  we  should  have  more 
than  a  merely  supplementary  revision — 
why  we  should  have  more  than  a  list 
which  should  be  a  kind  of  pendant 
to  the  main  Register  ooming  into  force 
on  the  Ist  of  January.  Well,  Sir,  that 
is  a  very  pUasible  and  practical  proposi- 
tion, for  wfaioh  there  is  a  great  deal  to 
be  sud ;  but  the  answer  to  it,  on  the 
whole,  appears  to  me  to  be  that  it  would 
not  reduce  the  expenditure,  which  is,  of 
course,  the  great  objection  to  a  second 
revision,  at  all  materially,  except  perhaps 
in  reference  to  the  single  item  of  print- 
ing. Revision  would  be  very  expensive, 
and  you  could  not  admit  new  claims  to 
the  Register  without  clearing  from  the 
Register  names  that  no  longer  had  aright 
to  be  there.  What  is  of  more  importance, 
it  would  be  intolerable  not  to  have  your 
new  Ust  tested,  and  you  coiuld  only  have 
it  tested  in  one  way — namely,  by  some 
kind  of  revision  in  an  open  Court.  No 
arrangement  of  lists  by  Overseers  or 

Mr.  J,  Mor^ 


other  persons  without  testing  or  revbion 
would  he  tolerable  or  possible.  I  am 
afraid  that  in  the  Regiatiation  Courts 
really  almost  everything  is  thought  fair. 
The  third  proposal  we  make  is  one  that 
was  also  in  the  Bill  of  last  year,  that  is 
to  say,  that  the  law  shall  no  longer  re- 
quire that  the  person  or  premises  shall 
be  rated,  or  that  the  name  of  the  person 
shall  be  inserted  in  the  rate  book,  nor  is 
any  person  to  be  disqualified  because  he 
has  not  paid  his  assessed  taxes  or  hia 
poor  or  other  rates  if  he  is  otherwiae 
entitled  to  be  on  the  Register.  I  need 
not  say  more  on  that  point,  because  it  was 
learnedly  argued  last  year,  amongst 
oth^v,  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James),  who 
is  an  expert  in  these  matters,  and  it  was 
pointed  out  that  the  supposed  qualifica- 
tion of  having  paid  the  rates  was  not  a 
qualification  at  all,  but  only  an  evidence 
of  qualification.  It  ie,  of  course,  absurd 
to  disqualify  a  man  who  has  paid  his 
rates  in  bis  rent  simply  because  the  land- 
lord has  not  paid  his  rates.  This  is  a 
thorough  recognition  of  the  fact  that  in 
our  view  the  true  principle  of  the  fran- 
chise is  residence  or  occupancy.  I  am 
only  sorry  that  Parliamentary  circum- 
stances prevent  onr  carrying  out  that 
principle  more  thoroughly  than  I  am 
afraid  we  shall  be  able  to  do.  Next,  I 
come  to  a  proposal  which  undoubtedly 
will  be  regarded  in  all  quarters  of  the 
House  as  one  of  the  most  important  in 
the  Bill,  and  1  am  astonished  when  I  re- 
member that  no  form^  proposal  in  that 
direction  has,  I  believe,  ever  before  been 
brought  before  this  House.  The  pro- 
posal U  that  all  pollings  should  take 
place  on  one  and  the  same  d«r.  That  is 
a  proposition  to  which  the  Government 
attach  the  very  utmost  imptMtance.  I 
may  be  asked  by  gentlemen  opposite 
why,  if  we  attach  so  much  importance 
to  it  this  year,  it  was  excluded  from  the 
Bill  last  year.  The  answer  to  that  is  a 
very  simple  and  straightforward  one.  It 
was  excluded  last  year  because  the 
measure  of  last  year  was  confined  simply 
and  solely  to  the  refum  of  rogistration. 
I  confess  that  I  have  never  beard  any 
body  of  solid  argument,  scarcely  even  of 
serious  argument,  against  that  proposal. 
I  think  in  all  classes  of  uie  com- 
munity, and,  I  believe  in  both  Parties^ 
there  is  a  feeling,  though  it  may  not 
be  as  articulate  in  one  Party  as  in  the 
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other,  that  all  over  the  country  the  evils 
of  a  prolonged  period  of  polling  are  as 
Beriona  as  they  are  namerous.  To  enact 
that  all  the  polHoga  shall  be  taken  on 
one  day  is  a  reform  demanded  by  public 
conveaience ;  it  is  a  reform  demanded  by 
the  commercial  classes,  and  by  all  who 
want  to  achieve  the  very  desirable  end  of 
tesseniiig  the  expenditure  of  oar  eleotonU 
proceedings  

LORDB.CHURCHILI.  (Paddingtoo, 
S.)  :  It  will  increase  them. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  When  we  come  to 
the  Second  Beading  perhaps  the  noble 
liord  will  show  how  it  will  increase 
them. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL:  A  much 
larger  staff  will  be  needed. 

Ur.  J.  MORLET  :  I  will  io  the  mean- 
time call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
what  I  believe  is  the  fact,  that  last  year, 
after  the  elections,  the  Associated  Cham- 
bers of  Commerce— BO  serious  did  they 
feel  the  evil  of  the  prolonged  period  of 
polling  to  be — passed  aresolution,  or  made 
a  representation,  to  the  effect  that  it  was 
in  the  highest  degree  desirable  th&t  the 
polls  should  all  be  taken  on  one  day. 
Does  the  noble  Lord  think  that  elections 
were  cheaper  in  the  old  days,  when  you 
had  the  {mils  kept  open  for  days  and 
weeks  ? 

Lord  B.  CHURCHILL  :  No  ;  I  did 
not  say  anything  of  the  kind. 

Hb.  J.  MORLEY  :  BeaUy  the  long 
period  over  which  the  pollings  extend  the 
present  sjatem  reprowices  some  of  those 
zeatores  of  the  old  eontests  which  seem 
to  us  so  barborons  when  we  read  abont 
the  old  Westminster  elections  and  the 
elections  in  the  County  of  Yorkshire 
and  elsewhere.  It  is  the  same  thing, 
though  not  on  the  same  scale.  Well,  in 
the  interests  of  the  labouring  classes,  and 
in  the  interests  of  the  candidates  them- 
selves, we  attach  the  greatest  importance 
to  this  proposal.  The  House  would,  I 
think,  like  to  know  exactly  what  the 
details  of  our  proposal  are.  The  Bill 
tttacts  that  in  the  case  of  a  General 
Eleetioa  the  polling  shall  be  on  one  day. 
This  day  will  be  fixed  by  the  Proclama- 
tion which  summons  the  Parliament.  It 
is  to  be  not  less  than  eight  nor  more  than 
18  days  after  the  issue  of  the  Writ.  Each 
Writ  will  command  the  retnrning  officer 
to  take  a  poll  on  the  day  fixed  by  the 
PzocUunation  


Lord  R.  CHURCHILL:  Only  IS 

days'  notice  ? 

it^.  MORLEY  :  I  will  answer  the 
noble  Lord  as  I  proceed.  From  the 
rule  that  the  day  of  polling  is  to  be  the 
same  in  every  Parliamentary  electoral 
area  we  must  make  the  not  very  impor- 
tant exception  of  the  Universities,  as  long 
as  that  most  anomalous  element  of  repre- 
sentation exists.  The  House  will  wish'  to 
know  whether  we  name  in  the  Bill  any 
particular,  day  of  the  week  which  toe 
Proclamation  is  to  fix.  I  believe  that 
opinion  is  not  entirely  unnnimons  on  the 
subject,  but  we,  at  all  events,  propose  to 
enact  that  the  day  is  to  be  a  Saturday. 
It  is  to  be  the  second  or  third  Saturday 
after  the  Proclamation.  I  think  the  noble 
Lord  asked  abont  the  day  of  election  or 
nomination  P 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  No ;  I 
asked  whether  the  notice  was  to  be  only 
13  days? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  No ;  what  we 
say  is  that  the  day  is  not  to  be  less  than 
eight  nor  more  than  13  days  after  the 
issue  of  the  Writ.  A  word  as  to  the  day 
of  election.  The  retorning  officer  will  fix 
the  day  of  election  or  uominatiou.  He 
must  fix  that  day,  which  is  at  least 
three  clear  days  before  the  day  fixed  in 
the  Proclamation  for  the  poll  in  cases 
where  a  poll  is  demanded,  and  it  must 
not  be  less  than  two  clear  days  from  the 
day  on  which  public  notice  of  the  elec- 
tion is  given  in  accordance  with  the  Act. 
There  are  one  or  two  minor  provisions 
whiob,  though  minor,  are  of  importance. 
There  is  one  affecting  very  remote 
localities,  and  is  to  ^e  effect  that  the 
public  notice  shall  be  given  by  the  re- 
turning officer  on  the  day  on  which  he 
receives  the  Writ  or  official  telegraphic 
information  of  the  Writ  having  been 
issued.  The  returning  officer  will  on 
receiving  such  official  telegraphic  in- 
formation proceed  as  if  he  bad  received 
the  Writ.  There  are  not  many  places  to 
which  that  will  apply,  but  there  are 
B<Hne.  There  is  another  minor  provision 
which  .will  affect  the  comfort  of  Mon- 
bers  of  tba  Honse  not  inconsiderably. 
As  the  House  is  aware,  Parliament  does 
not  DOW  meet  till  35  days  after  the  Pro- 
clamation is  issued  summoning  the  Par- 
liament. That,  I  understand,  is  a  pro- 
vision dating  in  spirit  as  far  back  as 
Magna  Cfaarta.  It  was  apprehended  that 
the  King  might  get  a  snatch  or  scratch 
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Parliament  of  his  own  together, 
and  provisioD  was  therefore  made 
that  Parliameot  should  not  meet  till,  I 
believe,  40  dajs  after  being  summoned. 
We  think  we  are  a  little  more  enlightened 
than  they  were  in  the  days  of  King  John, 
And  we  propose  to  alter  the  period  from 
35  days  to  20.  The  result  will  be  that 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  will 
have  to  spend  10  days  less  in  waiting  for 
Ihe  assembling  of  Parliament.  The  con- 
venience of  that  is  obvious.  If  an  election 
takes  place  in  the  summer,  and  Parlia- 
ment meet  in  August,  as  it  does  generally, 
for  some  small  and  limited  purpose, 
nobody  desires  that  Members  of  this 
House  should  spend  10  days  more  than 
they  need  in  uncertainty  as  to  their 
■arrangements.  I  now  come  to  the  last 
set  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill — those 
effecting  plural  voting.  I  believed  it  was 
my  fortune  to  launch  into  public  discussion 
the  phrase,  which  was  fancied  at  the  time, 
of  "One  Man  One  Vote,"  and  I  rather 
plumed  myself  at  the  moment  on  the 
invention.  But  few  people  are  so  origiual 
■as  they  suppose,  and  I  was  reminded  by 
an  obliging  friend  that  the  phrase  was 
pnt  forward  by  a  certain  Radical  who 
was  well  known  in  his  day — a  Major 
Carter — who  said  "One  Man  One  Vote, 
and  every  man  a  vote."  lu  those  days 
I  did  not,  and  in  these  days  I  do  not, 
shrink  from  the  second  half  of  the  phrase, 
although  opinion  may  not  at  present  be 
ripe  for  it.  Perhaps  the  House  will  allow 
ine  for  a  momeut  or  two  in  connection 
with  this  subject  to  make  a  little  digres- 
sion. I  wish  it  to  be  understood  that  in 
no  proposal  we  make  in  this  Bill  is  it 
attempted  to  carry  out  to  its  full  and 
logical  extent  the  principle  of  "  One  Man 
One  Vote."  I  am  given  to  anderstand 
that  even  any  modified  approach  to  that 
system  will  be  met  by  the  rival  formula 
of  "one  vote  one  value."  Of  course,  it 
■wonld  be  quite  ont  of  place  for  me  to 
Argue  that  controversy  now,  but,  in  order 
to  bespeak  something  like  a  fair  hearing 
for  our  proposals,  I  would  point  out  that 
*'  one  vote  one  value "  means  redistri- 
bution— the  breaking  up  on  a  great  scale 
of  the  boundaries  both  of  boroughs  and 
-counties,  and  the  disfranchisement  of 
-cities.  [^Opposition  cheers.^  I  notice 
that  one  of  the  University  Members 
cheers  that.  I  am  afinid  it  would  nn- 
doubtedly  mean  alao  that  gentlemui 
opposite  would  loBe  a  oo-tain  .number 
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of  what  they  r^ard  as  safe  seats. 
That  is  not  quite  aU.  If  you  are  going 
to  have  "  one  vote  one  value  "  you  will 
have  to  redistribute  at  regular  periods  in 
proportion  as  your  population  changes.  I 
do  not  fMicy  l^t  die  Americans  are  so 
enamoured  of  their  arrangements  in  that 
respect  that  they  would  encourage  us  to 
enter  upon  that  path.  It  will  undoubtedly 
be  said  that  any  interference  with  plural 
voting,  even  such  as  we  propose,  is  a 
weakening  of  the  bulwarks  of  property. 
I  do  not  believe  the  least  in  the  world 
that  it  you  abolished  plural  voting  to- 
morrow you  would  impair  one  of  the 
bulwarks  of  property.  The  extension  of 
the  suffirage  in  1867  and  1885  has  pro- 
duced no  sign  whatever  that  the  calling 
of  a  large  body  of  our  population  into 
the  management  of  their  own  Grovem- 
ment  has  impaired  any  of  the  conditions 
of  existence  of  any  of  the  legitimate 
rights  of  property.  Gentlemen  opposite 
boast  that  they  are  the  champions  and 
protectors  of  property  ;  but  they  also 
boast — again  I  am  sorry  to  say  not  en- 
tirely without  justice — that  since  1867, 
in  the  great  boroughs  where  the  decisive 
preponderance  of  political  power  is  in 
the  hands  of  men  who  do  not  enjoy  the 

{>1un^  vote,  they  have  rathra  gained  than 
ost  ground.  That  does  not  look  as  if 
plural  voting  or  any  of  these  similar 
artificial  devices  were  indispensable  from 
the  point  of  view  of  property.  I  am  as 
much  for  protecting  the  just  and  legiti- 
mate rights  of  property  as  any  gentleman 
opposite.  But  there  is,  besides  the 
electoral  fact  to  which  I  have  called 
attention,  another  fact — namely,  that  the 
diffusion  of  property  amongst  the  humhlv 
classes  is  very  ranch  wider  than  is 
commonly  supposed.  If  that  be  so — 
and  hon.  6entl«nen  opposite  seem  to 
admit  it— it  weakens  tbe  argument  of 
the  necessity  of  protection  of  property 
by  the  plural  vote.  Even  if  the  diffusion 
of  property  were  not  wider  than  it 
is  sometimes  represented  as  being,  and 
even  if  there  were  not  in  our  couoU'ymen 
that  inbred  integrity  of  which  great 
statesmen  before  now  have  boasted,  if 
there  were  not  reasons  to  have  full  confi- 
dence in  the  right-mindedness  of  our 
country,  which  I  for  one  have  an  in- 
vincible  beU**f  in — even  if  that  were  not 
the  case,  depend  upon  it  property  would 
be  in  a  vtty  precarious  position  if  it  de- 
pended upon  this  paltry  artifici^  devioe* 
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Tod  will  not  protect  property  hj  th« 
OTDership  vote,  because,  if  you  look  at 
the  Returns  issued  to-day,  you  will  find 
that  the  ownership  vote  is  possessed  by 
ntber  less  than  500,000  electors.  Where 
there  is  an  enormous  electoral  roll  like 
ours  you  will  not  protect  property  by  the 
votes  of  500,000  electors,  aud  you  will 
not  protect  property  by  giWng  a  man  a 
Tote  in  a  constituency  in  which  he  has 
no  specific  local  interest,  and  in  whose 
concerns  he  never  shows  an  interest 
except  upon  the  day  when  he  goes  to 
give  a  property  vote.     You  will  not 
protect   property   by   a  system  which 
inaltiplies  a  man's  voting  power  on  the 
strength  of  his  having  10  or  20  petty 
property  qualifications,  whilst  a  man  of 
fw  greater  intellectqiil   substance  and 
equal  social  influence  may  not  possess 
one-fourth  or   one-fifth  of   his  voting 
power.    I  will  now  indicate  the  way  in 
which  we  approach  this  problem,  and 
attempt  to  deal  with  some  of  the  abuses 
which  have  arisen  in  connection  with 
|daral  voting.     The  Government  are 
noable,  in  view  of  the  circumstances 
which  I  have  indicated,  to  deal  in  any 
Toot-and-brancb  manner  with  the  unfair- 
ness and   mischief   arising   from  this 
sygtem.   The  alternatives  before  us  are 
^  iDTolved,  slow  and  difficult  processes. 
Ijkst  year  it  was  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Vemberfor  Norfolk  that  every  ownership 
voter  should  be  bound  to  declare  when 
fee  claimed  to  be  put  upon  the  Register 
that  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and 
belief  he  was  not  npon  any  other  Register 
and  l»d  not  claimed  to  be  put  upon  any 
otber.    That  is  one  proposal  ;   but  it 
»onM  take  a  long  time  before  that  plan 
could  become  largely  operative,  because 
all  ownership  voters  on  the  roll  already 
wonld  remain  there.    Therefore  it  would 
be  a  slow  process,  although,  no  doubt,  iu 
the  fulness  of  time  it  would  end  in  doing 
some  of  the  things   which  We  want. 
The  Government  intend  to  go  further 
than  this.    They  propose  to  restrict  the 
Toting  of  an  elector  to  one  constituency 
— that  where  a  Parliamentary  elector 
votes  at  a  Parliamentary  election  in  a 
given  constituency  he  shall  not  vote  at 
a  Parliamentary  election  iu  any  other 
constituency  as  long  as  the  then  current 
Register  remains  in  force.    He  is  re- 
stricted to  Toting  in  one  area  during 
that  time.    Of  course,  no  elector  will 
be  aUow6d  to  vote  twitie  upon  the  day 
ot  a  General  Election  or  on  any  other 
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day.  The  House  will  ask  how  are 
you  going  to  make  sure  ?  We  propose 
to  add  to  the  questions  which  may 
already  be  put  to  an  elector  this  ques- 
tion— "  Have  you  since  so  and  so," 
specifying  the  day  on  which  the  current 
Parliamentary  Register  came  into  opera- 
tion, "  voted  at  a  Parliamentary  election 
other  than  the  election  for  this  con- 
stituency "  ?  Of  course,  any  untrue 
answer  given  to  that  question  would 
subject  the  elector  who  gave  such  an 
answer  to  the  penalty  which  we  specify. 
It  was  before  the  Government  for  a 
time  whether  we  should  not  extend  that 
restriction  to  the  life  of  the  Parliament — 
that  is  to  say,  that  the  voter  having 
made  his  choice  aud  option  to  vote  in  a 
certain  Parliamentary  electoral  area  at  a 
General  Election  he  should  be  confined  to 
vote  in  that  area  so  lung  as  he  retained 
his  qualifirAtion  upon  the  Register  iu  force 
at  the  time.  That  proposal  will,  no 
doubt,  lead,  when  we  come  to  the  Second 
Reading,  to  a  serious  discussion. 

Sir  C.W.DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean) :  Does  the  Bill  uppty  to  the 
whole  of  the  United  Kingdom  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Bill  does 
apply,  with  one  or  two  distinctions,  to 
the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  :  My  right  hon. 
Friend  said  that  the  Bill  would  apply  to 
some  extent  to  lodgers,  and  promised  to 
explain  to  what  extent,  but  he  has  not 
done  so. 

Mh.  J.  MORLEY  :  Yes  ;  I  forgot.  As 
to  the  lodger  frauchtse,  that  will  remain 
exactly  as  now — that  is  to  say,  the  lodger 
is  not  to  be  called  on  to  claim  again  at  the 
spring  revision,  but  if  he  claims  in  the 
spring  he  will,  unfortunateIy,have  to  claim 
again  in  the  September  revision.  This  is, 
I  repeat,  a  scheme  which  we  regard  as 
moderate  and  rational.  Our  proposals 
establish  a  great  principle  of  registration 
reform — that  is  to  say,  we  aim  at  making 
the  getting  on  to  the  Register  as  easy  as 
possible  for  everyone  who  is  qualified. 
We  put  partially  lan  end  to  the  irritation 
caused  by  the  large  invasion  of  outvoters, 
and  we  believe  that  on  all  the  other  points 
touched  by  our  proposals  they  will 
strengthen  in  the  highest  degree  the 
feeling  that  everyone  who  is  qualified  has 
a  share  in  the  institutions  of  the  country. 

Motion  made^  and  Question  propooed^ 
"That  leave  be  given  to  brii^;  in  a  Bill  to 
reduce  the  Period  of  4}ii^ification  for  Parlia- 
mentary and  Load  GovemmeutSlectonuaiijl 
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to  proTlda  for  the  lalf-yearly  regiBtration  of 
each  electore,  ud  to  provide  for  taking  th« 
polls  at  a  Farliamentary  Oeneral  Blectilon  on 
<me  day,  and  to  restrict  plural  Toting  at  Parlia- 
mentary Elections,  and  for  parpoBes 
qnentfal  thereon.— -(^r.  J.  Morley.') 

Mh.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Mancheater, 
E.)  :  Tbe  right  hoo.  Gentleman,  at  the 
beginning  of  his  very  clear  and  lucid 
explanation  of  the  Bill  which  the  Gro 
Teroment  propose  to  lay  before  us,  rather 
regretted  what  he  termed  the  new  prac- 
tice in  Parliament  with  regard  to  First 
Readings.  My  Parliamentary  memory 
goes  back  as  far  as  that  of  the  right 
Hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  confess  I  am 
very  much  paszled  by  that  description  o: 
what  t  have  always  regarded  as  a  Parlia- 
mentary  tradition.  When  the  Govern- 
meut  of  the  day  introduces  a  Bill  of  first- 
class  magnitude  it  has  been  the 
practice  to  preface  the  First  Reading 
by  a  statement  on  the  part  of 
the  Minister  in  charge,  and  to 
follow  that  statement  by  a  discussion 
not  of  a  controversial  character,  but  bear- 
ing on  the  question  and  elucidating  any 
point  which  might  have  been  left  obscure 
Id  the  original  stateoieDt.  If  that  prac- 
tice was  justified  on  previous  occasions  it 
is  certainly  justified  on  the  present  occa- 
ai<m  by  the  importance  of  this  Bill ;  for, 
althongh  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
from  time  to  time,  in  tbe  m^est 


us 


epithets  he  used,  a  sketch  of  the  Bill, 
there  can  be  no  doubt  it  is  fundamentally 
a  Reform  Bill,  which,  whether  for  good 
or  bad,  covers  a  great  deal  of  ground,  in- 
troducing important  alterations  in  the 
electoral  practices  of  this  country.  It  is 
a  Bill  which,  whether  we  approve  or  dis- 
approre  of  its  general  prinoipl^  must 
have  at  every  stage  of  its  progress,  troisi 
the  first  to  Uie  last,  the  critical  exami- 
nation and  attention  of  this  House.  I 
will  start  the  few  observations  I  intend 
to  make  by  saying  that  in  many  respects 
this  Bill  appears  to  be  a  great  improve- 
ment on  its  predecessor.  I  think  that 
in  some  respects  it  does  not  aim  at  set- 
ting up  an  entirely  new  and  untried 
machinery  for  dealing  with  the  voters  on 
the  Register.  I  always  felt  with  rM;ard 
to  the  Bill  of  last  year  that  the  whole 
apparatos  which  Uie  Secretary  for  India 
proposed  to  set  up  was  a  new  invention. 
It  was  so  norel  that  I  doubt  whether  the 
House  of  Commons  would  ever  have  been 
found  to  approve  of  it.  All  that  has 
been  brushed  out  of  existence;  not  a 
shred  of  it  remains,  and  so  far  froni  this 
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Bill  being  in  any  sense  a  reprodoction 
the  Bill  of  last  year,  the  only  points 
which  the  two  Bills  have  in  common  aro 
the  shortening  of  the  term  of  residence 
to  three  monttis  and  the  abolition  of  the 
rating  qoalifioation.  There  may  be  some 
other  points  of  resemblance,  but  I  did  not 
happen  to  notice  them.  I  do  not  say 
that  these  are  unimportant  points  ;  but 
it  is  a  siDgular  sight  to  see  the  same  Go- 
vernment bringing  in  in  two  successive 
Sessions  proposals  dealing  with  the  same 
subject  with  only  two  points  in  common, 
will  very  briefly  note  the  changes  which 


this  Bill  introduces.  The  Government^ 
I  regret  to  see,  have  determined  to  adhere 
to  the  three  months'  residence.  I 
am  not  going  now  to  raise  the 
objection  which  we  raised  last  year, 
and  which  will  be  raised  again  this  year, 
to  this  proposal.  There  is  absolutely  no 
difference  of  opinion  in  respect  to  the 
desire  to  see  the  present  long  time  which 
may  elapse  between  the  day  when  a  man 
becomes  qualified  and  the  day  when  he 
is  allowed  to  exercise  his  vote  lessened. 

believe  the  right  hon.  Gentlemui  has 
understated  the  period  at  one  and  a-half 
years.  I  believe  under  some  exceptional 
circumstances  it  is  more  than  two  years. 

think  the  House  will  do  all  that  it  oao 
to  remedy  that  anomaly  and  diminish  that 
injustice  in  so  far  as  we  can  do  it  with- 
out introducing  still  greater  evils  into 
oar  electoral  system.  While  I  am  in 
favour  of  the  reduction  of  time,  I  think 
three  months  is  too  short  a  period.  There 
is  one  fact  we  must  bear  in  mind,  and 
that  is  that  we  shall  require  to  have  a 
doable  revision.  The  strong  objection  is 
that  it  will  be  very  expensive.  I  wisbT 
the  right  hon.  Gentlen^  had  enlightened 
us  as  to  the  source  from  which  that 
addiUonal  cost  is  to  be  met.  If  the  whole 
of  tbe  expenses,  which  at  present  are 
heavy,  are  to  be  doubled,  if  every  con- 
stituency in  the  country  is  to  have  its 
rates  burdened  with  that  double  cost,  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  fiikl 
that  there  is  a  wide  and  well-founded 
objection  to  this  part  of  his  scheme.  I 
think  the  Cbanoellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  laid  down  the  principle  that  electictfis 
for  the  Imperial  Au-Uament  are  as  Im- 
]>erial  eoncem,  and  I  think  he  wait 
furthor  and  said  that  it  was  an  Imperial 
concern  which  should  be  paid  out  of  the 
Imperial  pocket.  Although  I  do  not 
now  propose  so  great  a  change  in  the 
existing  system  as  it^ferfife9ll*tJg|K?» 
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the  whole  coat  of  an  election  upon  the 
Conaolidated  Fund — I  do  say  that  anj 
new  coat  should  be  borne  bj  this  Imperial 
^^uliament  which^  in  the  exercise  of  its 
will,  chooseB  to  remodel  its  system.  It 
is  no^uflt  that  the  ratepayers  should  be 
saddled  with  the  cost  of  the  change.  I 
hope  the  GoTernment  will  very  seriously 
consider  whether  or  not  in  fairness  they 
are  bound  to  throw  some  of  these  charges 
on  shoulders  more  capable  of  bearing  them 
than  the  ratepayers.  With  this  exception 
I  see  a  very  greaf;  advantage  in  the  double 
reTiaion,  and  very  few  eorresponding  dis- 
advanti^res.  TliB  next  question  is  the 
question  of  the  rates,  and  on  this  ques- 
tion the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James), 
a  high  authority,  has,  I  believe,  always 
been  opposed  to  making  the  payment  of 
rates  a  necessary  antecedent  to  the  enjoy- 
ment of  the  vote.  I  am  perfectly  aware 
of  the  force  of  the  arguments  which 
may  be  urged  in  favour  of  that  view. 
Lodgers  do  not  directly  pay  rates,  and 
there  is  a  certain  anomaly  in  saying  that 
one  class  must  pay  rates  before  they  can 
vote,  whilst  another  elass  is  not  required 
to  pay.  I  also  admit  that  there  may  be 
cases  where,  through  no  fault  of  his  own, 
an  occupier,  owing  to  the  non-payment 
of  the  rates  by  the  landlord,  may  be  pre- 
vented getting  the  vote.  In  such  cases 
die  occupier  is  made  to  suffer  for  the 
laches  of  the  owner.  It  is  an  anomaly 
and  an  injustice,  but  I  think  it  can  be 
remedied  by  some  scheme  short  of  that 
now  proposed  by  the  Government.  My 
objection  to  the  scheme  of  the  Govem- 
roeat  is  that  it  has  some  tendency  to 
divorce  in  the  minds  of  the  electors  the 
oUigalaons  they  are  under  to  fulfil  their 
public  duties  before  they  can  enjoy  their 
public  privileges.  As  I  have  before 
pointed  out,  it  is  no  answer  to  say  that 
it  is  a  local  duty  to  pay  rates  and  that 
the  vote  is  an  Imperial  privilege.  Oar 
rates  are  not  all  local  rates.  To  the 
greater  extent  the  rates  are  not  for  local 
purposes.  The  education  rate  is  not  a 
Joeal  rate,  nor  is  the  highway  rate  a  local 
rate  to  any  great  extent.  When  we  call 
on  a  locality  to  carry  out  duties  whi<^ 
axe  Imperial  daties  it  is  absurd  to  say 
that  the  rates  an  not  paid  as  mnch  iar 
Imperii  purposes  as  in  die  intensts  of 
the  locality.  Therefore,  when  I  bear  in 
mind  how  very  small  a  part  of  the  total 
harden  is  paid  by  direct  taxation,  and 
when  I  recollect  how  large  a  portion  is  paid 
in  the  form  of  rates,  I  do  think  that  this 


House  should  not  diroroe  the  payment 
of  the  rates  from  the  exeretae  of  the 
franchise.  To  do  that  would  be,  in  my 
opinion,  to  take  a  step  backwards  anid 
not  forwards  —  to  make  a  change 
which  would  diminish  and  reduce  the 
responsibility  which  ought  to  be  asso- 
ciated with  the  exercise  of  the  vote. 
I  know  that  in  a  very  large  number 
of  cases  the  Local  Authorities  look  at 
this  matter  not  from  a  broad  point  of  view 
but  a  narrow  point  of  view,  holding  that 
any  provision  of  this  kind  would  militate 
against  the  punctual  payment  of  rates. 
I  stUl  hope  that  the  advanti^es  which  I 
have  urged,  and  others  which  I  might 
urge,  outweigh  the  arguments  which  I 
gladly  admit,  though  I  do  not  think  they 
ought  to  lead  us  to  the  conclusion  to 
which  they  have  led  the  Government. 
I  have  now  gone  over  all  the  points  in 
which  the  Bill  brought  io  this  year  re> 
sembles  the  Bill  brought  in  last  year,  and 
there  remain  two  great  changes  intro- 
duced by  tbe  Government  wliioh  are  not 
only  innovations  upon  their  own  jno- 
posals  of  last  year,  but  are  a  very  great 
innovation  upon  tibe  immemorial  praotioe 
of  Parliament  The  Srst  of  these  is  the 
fixing  of  all  the  pollings  for  one  day. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ha^said  that 
this  is  the  first  time  this  proposal  has 
ever  been  formally  brought  before  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  in  that  I  think 
he  is  correct.  [Cn>«  o/"  No  I"]  Ihad 
assumed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  got  up  his  Cseta  ;  but,  at  all  events,  no 
Government  has  ever  made  the  propMaL 
I  can  YifTf  well  reeolleet  when,  in  1880, 
there  was  a  great  alteration  in  the  halanoe 
of  power  as  between  the  two  sides  of  the 
House,'  tbe  common  o^nion  of  the  de- 
feated IVrty,  of  which  I  was  one^  was 
that  the  disaster  which  then  overtook  ns 
was  largely  due  to  the  fact  that  in  the 
popular  elections  in  the  spring  of  1880 
the  tide  had  apparently  set  in  in  a  diree- 
tton  adverse  to  the  then  Government  of 
Lord  Beaoonsfield,  that  the  rest  of  the 
commanitj  was  as  it  were  carried  away 
by  the  rush  of  the  stream,  and  that  the 
results  might  have  been  different  had  all 
the  eleotions  taken  place  at  die  some 
time^  BO  that  one  eoutitnenoy  eonld  not 
have  known  what  nnoUier  omstitoenqr 
was  doing.  I  do  not  know  whether  tJiat 
explanation  was  sound,  but  it  was  given 
in  good  faith,  and  I  have  therefore  felt 
that  there  was  s<Hnetfaing  to  be  said  from 
oar  point  of  view  {^9^999^^00 
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hj  the  Gorenunent.  Bat  I  think  the 
GoTcniinent  have  shown  great  blindness 
to  some  of  the  difficulties  which  stand  in 
the  way  of  that  proposal.  In  the  first 
place,  tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it 
would  greatly  diminish  the  cost  of  elec- 
tions, but  he  did  not  tell  us  io  respect  to 
what  items  that  diminution  of  cost  would 
take  place.  Whether  that  was  an  inten- 
tional or  an  unintentional  omission  I 
know  not,  but  I  can  at  once  suggest 
many  ways  in  which  the  proposal  will 
increase  the  expense,  while  on  the  spur 
of  the  moment  I  am  unable  to  find  any 
particular  in  which  it  wUI  be  diminished. 
It  wiU  certainly  inorease  the  expense  of 
ballot  boxes.  Now  you  transfer  the 
ballot  boxes  from  one  district  to  another, 
but  you  will  have  to  duplicate  the  ballot 
boxes  and  the  machinery  of  election  if 
you  carry  out  the  plan  of  tbe  Govern- 
ment. Nor  do  I  believe  this  increase  of 
machinery  will  be  coufined  to  inanimate 
ballot  boxes.  You  will  require  a  much 
livger  electoral  staff!  You  will  want 
more  polling  clerks,  and  you  will,  nn- 
dottbtedly,  require  a  larger  number  of 
peisona  to  anperintend  the  elections. 
That  is  not  ^I.  There  ore  parts  of  the 
country  where  at  election  times  the  ex- 
citement is  so  great  that  the  presence  of 
bodies  of  police  is  absolutely  necessary. 
I  make  no  invidious  allusion  to  any 
particular  districts.  That  exoitemeut 
may  change  from  General  Election  to 
Greneral  Election,  but  nobody  in  this 
House  will  deny  that  there  are  such  parts 
of  the  country.  If  all  the  elections  are 
to  be  held  on  one  day  you  will  either 
have  to  leave  the  police  ansapplemeoted 
or  you  will  hare  to  supplement  them  by 
the  military.  Everybody  agrees  that  the 
interventioo  of  the  military  is,  I  will  not 
say  intolerable,  but  that  it  should  be  re- 
duced to  the  lowest  possible  extent.  I 
shall  be  glad  to  know  how  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  deal  with  the  difficulty 
which  must  arise  here  and  there,  when 
the  same  officers  are  called  upon  to  pro- 
vide considerable  bodies  of  police  on  the 
same  day  to  a  large  number  of  difierent 
localities.  That  seems  to  me  to  be  a 
gmve  objection  to  the  plan  of  the 
Goverament.  Another  difficulty  which 
occurs  to  me  as  attaching  to  this  plan  is 
that  there  must  be  consioeEable  confusion 
when  you  are  carrying  on  in  the  same 
town  elections  for  two  different  plaoes. 
You  will  have  in  the  same  town  an  elec- 
tion for  the  division  of  the  county  in 
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which  the  town  is  situate  and  an  election 
fcHT  the  town  itself.  That  must  end  io  a 
good  deal  of  lociU  difficulty  and  local 
ooofnsion  which  does  not  appear  to  have 
occurred  to  the  Government,  and  which 
the  Government  do  not  appear  to  have 
any  plan  to  meet.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  gave  us  as  a  last  argument 
in  favour  of  his  plan  that  all  those  inter- 
ested in  trade  were  anxious  to  get  the 
elections  over  in  one  day.  I  am  not  sure 
about  that.  I  am  quite  sure  they  wish 
to  get  the  elections  over  as  soon  as  they 
cMi,  and  that  they  regard  the  period  of  a 
General  Election  as  one  of  trade  stagna- 
tion and  trade  difficulty ;  but  if  one  day 
is  to  be  devoted  throughout  the  whole 
country  to  electoral  purposes,  that  day 
will  be  a  diet  non  for  every  other  con- 
ceivable purpose,  and  it  will  be  quite 
impossible  to  find  other  channels  for 
doing  work  which  is  now  possible  with 
the  elections  taking  place  on  different 
days.  I  think,  therefore,  that  the  Go- 
vernment, if  they  inquire,  will  find  that 
tbe  inconvenience  will  be  very  great  to 
trade  in  having  the  whole  of  your  com- 
mercial machinery  stopped  throughout 
the  whole  country  for  2^  hours.  On  the 
Continent  they  get  over  this  difficulty 
by  having  the  elections  on  Sunday.  In 
France  the  elections  always  takes  place 
on  Sunday,  and,  therefore,  they  do  not 
suffer  from  this  particular  inconvenience  ; 
but  as  the  Government  very  wisely  do 
not  suggest  any  plan  of  that  sort,  we 
shall  have  one  week  in  which  there  will 
be  two  days,  instead  of  one,  when  all 
public  buaiuMS  is  forbidden.  I  think 
the  Grovernment  will  feel  that  these  bib 
objections  of  a  rather  serious  charac- 
ter to  their  proposal.  There  is 
oue  other  point  connected  with 
this  question  of  polling  on  the 
same  d&j  on  which  I  must  say  a  word. 
The  Government  have  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  say  not  only  that  the  polls  shall 
take  place  on  one  day,  but  that  that  day 
shall  be  Saturday,  There  is  a  good  deal 
to  be  said  for  Saturday  in  some  districts, 
and  a  great  deal  to  be  said  against  it  in 
other  districts,  and  one  of  my  objections 
to  Saturday  is  that  it  throws  the  whole 
country  in  the  same  rigid  and  | cast-iron 
mould.  However  inconvenimit  Saturday 
may  be  in  one  particular  district,  never- 
theless that  district  will  be  compelled  to 
have  its  election  on  that  day.  At  present 
a  large  amount  of  latitude  is  left  to  the 
LooJ  Authoritie^y,„,J;^^y,JWJ,Jhe 
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circamotancee  of  trade,  and  they  are  abla 
to  jadge  the  daj  when  leaat  ineon-; 
Tenienee  will  be  experienced  by  the 
•leetion.    The  printsple  of  local  optioa 
is  Tery  inapplieable  to  some  things,  bql 
I  think  it  is  not  inapplieable  to  this,  anc 
I  regret  the  want  of  ehutioity  which  wil 
be  the  ineritabie  result  of  the  plan  to 
which  the  Government  hare  committed 
themselves.    There  is  one  other  propofla! 
in  the  Bill  which  will  no  doubt  excite 
even  more  interest  and  be  a  more  fmitfal 
sabject  of  controversy  than  anything  to 
which  I  have  adverted,  and  ^at  is  the 
abolition  of  plnial  voting,  which,  in  the 
opinion    of    Government  tiiemeelves, 
probably,  and  in  the  opinion  of  their 
supporters,  certaiDly  is  die  main  object 
and  jnstifioation  of  this  measure.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  endeavoured  to 
answer  by  anticipation  the  objection 
which  he  thought  might  be  u^ed  from 
Ais  side.    He  said,  "  Gentlemen  opposite 
pride  themselves  on  being  the  special 
defenders  of  property,  and  they  are  of 
opinion  that  plural  voting  is  a  great 
bolwark.    I  will  now  set  myself  to 
show  that  the  plural  vote  is  not  an 
eflectnal    bulwark    of  property." 
suppose  we  are  all  guilty  of  giving 
descriptions  of  the  methods  and  aims 
of   our    oponents  which  they  them- 
selves   would   not   aceept,   and  cer- 
ttAjdy   I    do    not    admit   that  my 
raison  tf^tre  as  a  politician  is  to  defend 
property.    To  defend  property  is  a  task 
which,  I  hope,  devolves  equally  upon  all 
sections  of  the  Honse.    I  do  not  know 
whether  all  sections  perform  that  duty 
with  equal  success,  but  I  believe  they  all 
recognize  it  as  a  duty,  and  I  disclaim  for 
myself  and  my  friends  that  we  come  here 
more  bound  to  defend  property  or  are  less 
interested  in  other  great  public  objects 
than  any  gentleman  sitting  on  that  nde 
of  the  Honse.    We  hold  that  view 
strongly,  but  to  suppose  that  we  come 
here,  or  that  we  are  sent  here  for  no 
other  purpose  than  to  resist  any  attacks 
on  property,  is  to  give  an  account  of  us 
which  we  should  be  sorry  to  give  of  oor- 
selves,  and  which  I,  for  one,  entirely 
repudiate.  I  go  further :  if  we  have  sup- 
pwted  the  existing  system  of  plural 
voting,  we  have  not  done  so  in  the 
interests  of  property,  and  have  not  re- 
garded it  as  a  plan  by  wfaieh  those  who 
have  may  outvote  those  who'  have  not 
No  each  wild  idea  has  crossed  our  minds. 
If  the  interests  and  rights  ofproperty  are 


not  safe  in  the  keeping  of  the  great  mass 
of  the  people  of  the  country,  no  bulwark, 
no  petty  safeguard  in  the  shape  of  sm 
eleotoral  dodge,  will  have  the  slightest 
effect.    It  does  not  follow  from  that  that 
we  think  the  plural  vote  is  eithera  grave 
injustice,  or  on^t  to  be  abolished.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  various  parts  of 
his  speech  dwelt  upon  what  I  think  he 
called  the  importance  of  giving  effect  to 
the  will  of  the  locality.    Now,  Sir,  I  am 
of  opinion,  and  always  have  been  of 
opinion,  that  the  whole  basis  of  represen- 
tation in  this  Honse  is  a  local  basis,  and 
that  the  various  localities,  when  th^ 
send  Representatives  here,  while  con- 
scious, of  course,  of  the  Imperial  obliga- 
tions resting  upon  them,  must  vote  as 
loc^ities,  and  luve  regard  to  the  interests 
xii    looalitieB,   and    it    is   for  that 
reason  those  who  are  interested  in '  a 
locality  by  the  possession  of  prop^y  of 
this  kind  have  a  perfeet  right,  by  the 
immemorial  traditions  of  ourConstitntion, 
to  make  their  voices  heard.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  found  it  very  easy  to 
denounce  those  who  had  a  speculative 
love  of  coostitntiooal  sytAmetry.  That 
is  a  very  convenient  argument  when  you 
are  attacking  those  who  wish  to  do  away 
with  an  anomaly,  but  a  very  inconvenient 
argument  to  use  when  your  wliole  case  is 
that  you  wish  to  do  away  with  another 
anomaly.     In  what  interest  are  you 
attacking  the  speculative  love  of  coo- 
stitutional  symmetry  ?     You  find  an 
anomaly,  or  what  you  think  is  an  anomaly, 
yon  start  with  the  speculative  maxim 
that  every  man  should  have  a  vote  and 
no  man  should  have  more  than  one  vote, 
and  yon  attempt  to  carry  ont  that  purely 
speculative  doctrine  in  this  Bill.  Theh 
what  are  you  but  th«  advocates  of  a 
speculative  symmetry,  and  who  are  you 
that  yon  should  complain  of  us  ?  We 
say  that  if  you  mean  to  go  in  for  speouU^ 
tive  symmetry  yon  shonld  go  In  for  speeo- 
lative  symmetry  all  round.  I  am  not  now, 
and  never  have  been,  one  of  that  class  of 
politicians  who  think  that  the  gravest 
evil  that  can  happen  to  any  country  is  to 
possess  a  Constitution  in  which  there  are 
no  anomalies.    I  should  be  very  unhappy 
if  I  held  tiiat  view,  and  I  do  not  hold  it. 
Our  Constitution  u  full  of  anom^es. 
Every  ConstitntioQ  which  has  been  of 
slow  grow^  must  be  fnll  of  anomidieB, 
I  think  you  might  spend  your  time  more 
profitably  for  uie  community  in  endear 
yonri»g  to  p.™  tta  .«mn«^jy^^ 
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by  one  until  you  reduce  the  whole  fabric 
to  Uie  Bymmetrical  outline  whioh  pleasea 
the  lovera  of  Bpeoulative  CooBtitutiooal 
symmetry.  I  want  to  know  what  exoosa 
the  Government  have  under  these  cir- 
camBtances  for  aBking  ob  to  touch  one, 
and  that  the  least  hurtful,  of  these 
aoomalieB  when  all  the  other  anomalies, 
injarious  though  thm  may  be,  are  staring 
wem  in  the  face.  Ot  ooarse,  everybody 
knows  that  when  we  ttUk  of  this  House 
reflecting  the  will  of  the  people  of  t^is 
oonntry  we  are  using  a  phrase  which  is 
fairly  accurate,  but  whioh  will  not  bear 
dose  examination,  and  I  understand  the 
whole  object  of  the  Government  is  to  make 
it  bear  a  closer  examination  in  the  future 
than  in  the  past.  If  that  is  their  view 
let  them  attack  the  graveat  anomalies  first 
and  leave  the  minor  ones  till  afterwards. 
And  what  are  the  gravest  anomalies  ? 
The  Gi}Temme&t  know  perfectly  well  that 
the  gravest  anomaly  in  the  distrlbation  of 
political  power  and  the  gravest  inequality 
does  not  wise  from  this  class  of  plural 

,  voters,  but  from  the  way  in  which  you 
distribute  your  seats.  It  is  notoriouB,  it 
does  not  admit  of  argument,  that  par- 
tionlar  localities,  psrticular  districts,  par- 
ticular countries,  have  a  far  larger  share 
in  determining  Imperial  issues  on  which 
the  House  of  Commons  is  asked  to  pro- 
nonnee  that  they  have  the  slightest  right 
to,  judged  by  population.    For  instance, 

•if  you  ore  going  to  take  the  test  of  popn- 
lation,  if  yon  are  going  to  lay  down  the 
principle  that  every  man  should  have  one 
vote  and  that  no  man  should  have  more 
than  the  value  of  one  vote,  are  you  not 
beginuing  at  tbe  wrong  end  when  you 
begin  to  touch  this  ancient  franchise,  and 
ought  yon  not  to  begin  with  that  Re- 
distribution Bill  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  only  allnded  in  order  that  he 
might  repudiate  it  ?  He  said  if  you 
lediBtribute  now  you  will  have  to  redis- 
■tribute  again  in  15  or  20  vears.  I  think 
it  is  very  likely  you  may  have  to  do  that, 
but  nobody  expects  finality  from  redis- 
tribution, any  more  than  from  anything 
^e.  But  are  we  to  submit  to  all  these 
anomalies  now  simply  because  if  we 
do  away  with  th«n  no.w  we  shall 
be  some  day  asked  to  do  away  with 
them  again  ?  I  do  not  ask  for  a 
mechanical  and  automatic  redistribution 
scheme  such  as  obtains  in  America.  It 
is  not  a  method  I  should  re<wmmeud  to 
the  House ;  but  I  do  sincerely  give 
the  House  this  adviee— we  can  tolerate 
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and  have  tolerated  for  many  yean,>aBd 
have  done^  I  hope,  good  itork  under,  a 
very  aoomalous  system.  It  is  a .  great 
waBte  of  Parliamentary  time  and  eseigy 
always  to  be  dealing  with  your  Consti- 
tution, but  if  yon  do  resolve  that  you 
will  deal  with  your  Constitution,  if  you 
are  driven  on  by  the  overlniwtering 
diOSculties  and  objections  yon  feel  in 
dealing  with  tbe  daily  course  <rf  yow 
work—then,  by  all  means,  set  about  the 
reform  of  your  Constitution,  but  do  it  on 
some  rational  system,  and  do  it  by 
beginning  with  the  gravest  evils  and  not 
with  the  least.  That  is  my  advice  to 
the  Government.  Considering  that  our 
whole  electoral  system  was  dealt  with 
not  nine  years  ago,  I  Bhould  say,  let  us 
submit  to  the  obvious  anomalies  nnder 
which  we  labour,  and  let  us  go  on  and 
do  the  work  the  oonntry  wants  of  as 
without  meddling  with  our  whole  sofaeme 
of  representation.  But  if  they  will  not 
take  my  advice  upon  that  point,  and 
insist  npon  bringing  in  a  Reform  Bill,  let 
it  be  a  Reform  Bill  which  will  reform 
what  ought  to  be  reformed — let  it  be  a 
Reform  Bill  which  goes  to  the  root  ot 
the  inequalities  under  which  we  labour, 
and  then.  Sir,  I  think  the  Government 
will  find  tlut  they  have  behind  them, 
not  merely  that  body  of  persons  who  feel 
they  may  get  some  electoral  advantage 
out  of  the  change  proposed,  but  the 
whole  body  of  that  public  opidion  whioh 
deaires  that  this  House  shall  be  a 
faithful  reflection  of  tlie  people  tA  this 
country. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester, 
Forest  of  -Deau)  :  There  are  only  two 
points  which  at  this  hour  I  wish  to 
mention,  and  that  almost  in  a  single 
word.  They  are  two  points  which  ought, 
perhaps,  to  be  mentioned  to-day  rathor 
than  reserved  for  the  Second  Reading. 
The  first  is,  that  it  is  a  somewhat  unfor- 
tunate fact  that  owing  to  the  form  in 
which  tbe  title  of  the  Bill  has  been  drawn 
and  its  eootents  desoribed,  the  greatest  o£ 
all  the  registration  difficulties  of  the  pre- 
sent time  in  the  United  Kingdom  cannot 
be  remedied  in  this  Bill,  I  mean  those 
which  concern  the  case  of  Ireland.  As 
regards  England  and  Wales  especially  ,  wo 
have  now  a  reformed  system  of  registra- 
tion through  the  indirect  effect  of  tbe 
Local  Government  Act  of  last  vear,  but 
as  regards  Ireland  the  state  of  registra- 
tion is  a  disgrace  to  the  United  Kingdom^ 
and  it  prevents  the  electoral  system  oE 
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IreUnd  bung  that  of  a  oiTiUaed  isoiintrj. 
It  ii  m  Teory  unfortanate  laot  tha.^  owing 
to  the  way  in  which  this  Bill  ia  oon- 
stnicted,  it  will  be  impossible  for  us  to 
remedj  it  in  the  proTisiooB  of  this  Bill, 
The  other  poiut  I  wish  to  name  is  one  in 
reply  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition.  From  hi^ 
speech  I  am  afraid  it  will  go  out  to  his 
great  Party  in  the  State  that  the  plan 
which  is  advocated  by  all — namely,  the 
putting  ma  end  to  the  period  of  residence, 
which  may  be  2\  years,  and  which  is  in 
reality,  I  believe,  always  nearly  two  years, 
has  been  put  an  end  to  by  the  sutatitu- 
tion  of  a  period  of  three  months.  That 
is  not  what  the  Bill  proposes.  The  Bill 
proposes  a  period,  which  is  a  period  of  9 
or  10  months  In  the  sense  in  which  it  is 
now  1^  years  at  least.  I  say  that  for  this 
reason  :  If  you  take  the  dates  which  were 
named  by  the  right  hon.  Geutleman — 
namely,  the  present  date  of  three  months 
op  to  July,  and  the  Begister  coming  into 
loneonUke  1st  of  January  after,  that 
will  be  a  period  of  nine  months.  If  you 
take  dates  whieh  were  in  ^e  Bill  of 
last  year,  the  24th  of  Jane  and  the  24th 
<tf  March,  that  will  be  a  period  of  a  little 
over  ten  months  before  a  man  can  get  on 
the  Begister,  and  therefore,  when  the 
Ijeader  of  the  Opposition  declares  his 
wish  to  greatly  shorten  the  present  far 
too  long  period  of  registration,  he  must 
remember  that  the  period  proposed  by 
the  Bill  is  not  a  period  of  three  months 
in  the  sense  of  bis  remarks,  but,  on  the 
GODtrary,  is  a  period  of  9  or  10  months, 
as  the  case  may  be.  Other  remarks  I 
ehoold  like  to  offer  on  this  Bill  may  be 
offered  on  the  Second  Beading,  when,  no 
doubt,  the  House  will  hare  an  oppor- 
tunity of  debating  the  large  question 
raised,  but  I  thought  these  two  remarks 
were  appropriate  to  the  present  stage  of 
the  Bill. 

Sib  H.  JA>I£S(Bury,LaDcashire):  Mr. 
Speaker,  when  in  the  year  1892  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Halifax  in- 
troduced a  Begtstration  BUI,  and  when  last 
year  the  Government  introduced  a  simi- 
lar Bill,  there  were  some — for  one — 
who  were  glad  enough  to  be  able  to  give 
their  genwal  support  to  those  Bills. 
For  they  were  purely  Registration 
Bills  ;  and  were  apparently  framed  with 
the  genuine  purpose  of  iacreasiug  the 
nnmber  of  electors.  There  was  no  diaen- 
franchtsement  in  them,  and,  as  fu-  as. 
could  be  judged,  they  were  genuine 


attempts,  to  improve  our  rwistratioa 
system  without  considOTation  of  any  ad- 
vantage to  any  Party  in  the  State.  I 
am  afraid  a  marked  difFerence  exists  be- 
tween the  two  former  Bills  and  the  one 
which  is  now  submitted  to  ns.  In  the  first 
place,  this  Bill  is  a  great  disfranchising 
Bill,  and,  as  Mr.  Disraeli  once  said,  the 
man  who  proposes  disfranchisement  must 
fully  prove  his  case.  I  cannot  allow  the 
opportunity  to  pass  without  asking  the 
House  to  consider  the  very  important 
p'ropositioos  which  this  Bill  will  place 
before  Farliamentand  the  country.  The 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
spoke  of  this  Bill  as  if  it  would  only 
disfranchise  the  ownership  voter,  and,  as 
showing  what  was  in  his  mind,  he  men- 
tioned a  figure  approaching  some  half 
million  of  electors.  That  is  an  entire 
mistake.  The  statement  represents  but 
a  small  portion  of  those  who  will  be  dis- 
franchised under  the  Bill.  It  is  not  the 
ownership  voter  we  care  most  abont.  It 
is  not  the  non-resident  voter  whose  in- 
terests alone  we  seek  to  protect  The 
voter  we  have  to  protect  forms,  I  believe,  a 
far  greater  class,  and  one  of  greater  im- 
portance, than  the  ownership  voter.  It 
is  the  occupation  voter,  who  exists  under 
a  franchise  created  not  of  olden  time,  but 
by  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1832. 
The  Beform  Act  brought  icto  existence 
a  very  large  class  of  voters  which  year 
by  year  has  been  extending  itself,  and 
will,  in  the  future,  go  on  extending  itself. 
You  have  the  men  wbo  in  large  towns 
carry  on  their  buaiuess.  They  are  to  be 
found,  of  course,  in  London,  Livontool, 
Manchester,  Birmingham,  and  all  large 
towns.  They  are  subject  to  the  rating 
that  exists  in  tiie  towns.  They  have  the 
greatest  interest  in  those  commercial 
localities,  but  none  of  them,  or  at  least 
few  of  them,  live  there.  The  majority 
pass  away  into  the  neighbouring  counties, 
and  they  have  a  vote  for  those  counties. 
You  are  about  to  disfranchise  them.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  speaks  as  if  they  were 
of  no  account,  as  if  he  had  never 
even  heard  of  them.  But  this  is 
the  double  voter  we  have  to  con- 
eider.  Tou  cannot  treat  him  as  non- 
resident. He  dpes  not  come  to  the 
locality  only  on  the  day  of  an  election. 
Every  day  of  his  life  he  spends  half  in 
the  place  where  he  carries  on  his  business, 
and  half  in  the  county  where  he  has  his 
home ;  where  he  is  equally  subject  to 
taxation,  where  he  has  equal  local  In- 
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terests  ;  and  yet  you  propose  to  disfran- 
chise him  in  one  of  these  two  localities. 
This  not  only  applies  to  men  of  property, 
but  to  some  extent  to  workmen. 
ThroQgh  the  extension  of  small  hold- 
ings, for  example,  some  portion  of 
this  class  have  now  two  Totes.  So 
far  as  we  can  gather  from  the  state- 
ment of  the  Minister,  we  are  now  asked 
to  cast  these  men  on  one  side,  because, 
fbrsootii !  they  (mly  appear  "on the  day 
of  an  election."  The  Chief  Secretary 
and  also  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
referred  to  eome  observations  of  mine  In 
respect  of  rating.  I  did  express  the 
view  that,' if  you  look  at  the  matter  his- 
torically, rating  is  only  evidence  of 
property  qualification,  and  not  qualifica- 
tion itself.  But,  having  made  that  state- 
ment, I  had  a  large  correspondence,  in 
which  some  arguments  were  put  forward 
which  cannot  bat  be  reganled  as  of 
great  weight.  They  ought  at  least  to  be 
regarded  witli  great  weight  when  yon  are 
altering  your  Register  by  disfranchising 
men  of  substance  and  who  have  interests 
in  the  locality.  It  was  pointed  out  to 
me  that  if  you  enfranchise  all  men  who 
do  not  pay  rates — I  am  not  speaking  of 
compound  householders — whobeing liable 
to  pay  rates  do  not  pay  them,  you  are 
enfranchising  a  great  class,  a  class  of 
defaulters.  I  was  asked  by  my  corre- 
spondents whether  it  would  be  benefiting 
the  State  to  enftunchise  defiintters, 
{^ntimea  intentional  defaulters.  I  am 
bound  to  say  xbat  is  a  strong  question 
to  put  to  ourselveB  now.  If  you  are 
going  to  take  off  the  Register  those  men 
who  fulfil  every  obligation  and  have  in- 
terest in  the  State  and  in  localities,  should 
yon  at  the  same  time  enfranchise  those 
men  who  are  defaulters  ?  One  other 
practical  question  must  be  considered. 
The  best  collector  of  rates  is  the  regis- 
tration officer.  There  is  many  a  man 
who  never  would  pay  his  rates  unless  he 
knew  be  would  he  struck  off  the  Parlia- 
mentary Blister,  with  the  consequent 
resolt  that  the  ,  foct  of  non  j^yment 
would  he  disclosed  and  a  certam  social 
disgrace  would  follow.  Once  tell  a  man 
that,  whether  he  pays  his  rates  or  whether 
he  does  not,  he  will  be  treated  for  poli- 
tical purposes  in  the  same  way,  you  will, 
as  was  pointed  out  to  me,  add  a  great 
incentive  to  the  non-performance  of  a 
duty  which  every  citizen  ought  to  dis- 
charge.  I  sud  of  the  two  previons  Bills 
that  they  were  not  intended  for  the 

Sir  H,  Jamtt 


benefit  of  either  political  Party.  If,  now* 
I  approach  this  Bill  with  suspicion  in 
my  mind  it  arises  from  the  statements  ttf 
Members  of  the  Grovemment.  The  Home 
Secretary,  in  dealing  with  the  House  of 
Lords,  shook  his  finger  at  them  and 
said,  "Let  na  catch  them  touching  s 
Registration  Bill,  and  we  will  soon  dis- 
solve Parliament."  Is  this  Bill  intrft- 
daced  for  the  purpose  of  securing  the 
IMssolution  of  Parliament  ?  Then,  Sir^ 
I  noted  in  this  morning's  JonmalB  a 
report  of  a  speech  made  by  my  hon.  uid 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General. 
I  presume  his  name  will  be  on  the  back 
of  the  Bill,  for  the  names  of  Attorneys 
General  do  sometunes  appear  on  the 
back  of  Registration  Bills.  He  stated 
with  exultation  that  the  Government 
wonld  to-day  introdnco  a  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  registration,  the  result  of 
which  would  be  to  secure  in  the  con- 
stituency in  which  he  was  speaking,  now 
represented  by  a  .Oonserrative,  Uie  re- 
turn of  a  Liberal  Member.  Before  ve 
accept  the  introduction  of  this  BUI  we 
should  like  to  know  from  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  wbat  are  the  clanses  bf 
this  Bill  which  will  secure  the  return  of 
a  Radical  Member  for  Marylebone. 
For  what  will  effect  such  a  result  in 
Marylebone  will  do  the  same  in 
many  other  constituencies.  There- 
fore the  Government  mast  not  say  this 
is  a  Registration  Bill  of  a  patriotic 
character,  introduced  merely  for  tlie  par- 
pose  of  placing  voters  on  the  Register 
and  extending  the  Register.  Nor  can 
the  Government  expect  hon.  Gentlemea 
not  to  criticise  this  Bill  under  the  dr- 
cumstaoces  I  have  pointed  out.  At  every 
stage  we  will  be  endeavouring  to  obtain 
from  the  Government  or  from  our  own 
investigation  what  is  the  clause  and  wbat 
wre  the  provisions  that  will  effect  the 
object  indicated  by  the  Attorney  General. 
Last  year's  Bill  contained  a  provtsioa 
which  some  of  us  thought  to  be  wise  and 
just,  and  that  was  to  allow  greater 
facility  for  lodgers  being  placed  on  the 
Register.  It  was  an  open  secret  t&at 
supporters  of  the  Government  repre- 
senting connty  constituencies  objected  to 
that  provision.  It  is  dropped  out  now. 
Why  is  it  dropped  out?  The  Chief 
Secretary  gave  as  a  reason  that  it  was 
"going  deep  into  franchise'*  to  give 
greater  facilities  for  the  registration  of 
voters.  Does  not  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man "go  deep**  into  fraoefaise  when  ha 
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disfoiQchiseB  some  1,000.000  eloctorB? 
He  goes  deep  eDough  into  franchiBe  in  one 
direction,  but  he  refuses  to  touch  this 
question  of  the  registration  of  voters, 
vhich  was  thought  wise  when  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  it  last  year.  No  ; 
mj  right  bon.  Friend  must  get  a  better 
argument  than  that  for  seeking  to  prevent 
loggers  having  greater  facilities  for 
registration.  It  is  no  use  tell  us  it  is 
going  too  deep  into  franchise,  and  we 
cannot  have  it.  There  are  points  in  the 
Bill  that  will  require  great  practical 
attention.  I  note  that  the  ownership 
voter  who  travels  from  county  to  county 
is  to  be  disfranchised;  but  when  the 
Government  come  to  defend  that  dis- 
franchisement asamatterof  priuciple  they 
will  have  to  explain  how  it  is  they  can 
let  this  double  voter  vote  at  bye-elections. 
That  a  man,  having  the  requisite  pro- 
p^y  quali6caiion,  should  be  able  to  go 
into  10  counties  and  vote  at  bye-elections, 
and  not  be  able  to  vote  at  General  Elec- 
tions, I  do  not  at  all  understand.  Again, 
this  question  of  voting  on  one  day  is  a 
meet  serious  question  for  the  convenience 
of  localities,  and  this  will  have  to 
be  borne  in  mind  when  we  reach 
the  Committee  stage  of  the  Bill. 
To  take  the  vote  upon  Saturday  repre- 
flents  in  most  counties  In  England  taking 
it  upon  market  day,  and  in  boroughs  it 
represents  taking  it  on  the  day  when  the 
working  man*s  wife  purchases  the  goods 
for  the  following  day  or  week.  It  repre- 
sents by  far  the  busiest  day  of  every  trades- 
man, and  I  would  remind  the  House  that 
members  of  one  persuasion  iiave  great 
objection  to  recording  their  votes  on  a 
Saturday.  There  is  another  matter — 
the  time  to  be  allowed  after  the  Dissolu- 
tion before  the  elections  take  place.  We 
do  not  want  to  inorease  the  time  in  the 
boroagfas  in  order  to  meet  the  case  of  the 
counties,  and  at  the  same  time  it  may  not 
be  well  to  decrease  tiie  time  in  the 
counties.  Anyway,  it  should  be  remem- 
bered that  increase  in  the  time  means  in- 
.crease  in  expenses  and  increased  injury  to 
business.  I  will  not  say  more  on  the  First 
Reading  of  this  Bill.  It  is  a  Bill  full  of 
objectionable  provisions,  and  they  will 
have  to  be  most  fully  discussed  at  a  later 
■tage.  This  measure  is  a  reforming  Bill 
(tf  the  gravest  importance,  and  never 
ought  to  have  been  called  a  mere  Begis- 
tntion  Bill. 

•Mb.  BABTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
that  this  vas  one  of  the  measnres  of  the 


Government  brought  in  under  a  misno- 
mer. He  considered  it  a  gerrymandering 
Bill  rather  than  a  Registration  Bill. 
Everyone  agreed  that  there  was  a  great 
deal  needing  change  in  the  present 
registration  system.  For  instance,  12 
months  wastoo  long  a  qualifying  period  ; 
but  when  they  set  about  remedying 
the  defects  in  registration  they  should 
not  close  tlieir  eyes  to  the  enormouft 
anomalies  in  redistribution.  He  should 
not  have  object^  to  many  of  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  if  ithad  been  accompanied 
by  a  fair  redistribution  scheme.  But  tMs 
reallywasagerrymandering  measure.  Why 
should  they  continuea  system  under  which 
five  men  in  London  had  only  the  same 
power  of  voting  as  one  man  in  Ireland  ? 
If  the  GDvemment  were  really  honest  in 
their  profession  they  would  have  intro- 
duced a  ftiir  S3rstem  of  redistribution 
which  would  have  made  all  votes,  as  far 
as  possible,  of  the  same  value,  and  made 
the  House  more  thoroughly  representative 
of  public  opinion  throughout  the  country. 
Of  course,  it  was  not  possible  to  make 
votes  absolutely  and  mathematically  alike 
in  value  ;  bnt  there  was  no  conceivable 
reason  why  Ireland  should  continue  to 
send  to  the  House  25  more  Members  than 
it  was  entitled  to,  while  London  sent  $5 
less  than  its  population  entitled  it  to 
have.  With  regard  to  having  the  elec- 
tions on  one  day,  he  thought  it  would 
have  some  disadvantages,  but  still  he 
was  inclined  to  look  favourably  upon  it 
if  it  were  accompanied  by  a  complete 
change  rn  the  present  machinery  for  con- 
ducting elections.  There  must  be  a  re- 
turning ofiGcerfor  every  place  returning  a 
Member.  At  "present  the  returning  officer 
for  Islington  and  Paddington  was  the 
same,  though  there  were  six  constitu- 
encies and  six  Members  ;  and,  of 
course,  unless  there  was  a  returning 
office  for  every  constituency,  it  would  be 
diffitmlt  to  carry  out  the  elections  on  the 
same  day.  He  was  surprised  that  the 
Government  had  determined  that  Satur- 
day should  be  the  day  on  which  all 
elections  should  take  place.  He  re- 
membered in  the  Election  of  1885  that 
his  opponents  got  the  polling  fixed  for  a 
Saturday,  as  they  were  convinced  it 
would  give  them  a  great  advantage  ;  but 
he  was  glad  of  it — he  thought  Saturday 
on  the  whole  a  good  day  for  the  elections^ 
thongh  it  was  inconvenient  to  the 
tradesmen  .claaB— for  the  more  electora 
polled  the  better,  he  belie^^^gi^ld 
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be  for  him  and  the  priuciplee  he  repre- 
•ented.  Bnt  whi^  the  House  was  asked 
to  do  bj  the  Bill  -was  to  perpetuate  all 
the  worst  anomalies  of  the  present 
electoral  system.  The  Bill  was  really, 
truly,  and  entirely  a  Party  move ;  and 
was  BO  arranged  as  to  give  all  the  advan- 
tages to  the  Government.  The  whole 
machinery  of  elections  was  to  be  made 
•ubservieat  to  Party  purposes.  The 
Bill  had  many  defects.  A  really  estra- 
ordinary  omission  from  it  was  a  pro- 
vision to  enable  lodgers  to  »t  on  the 
Begisto-.  He  oonsidered  that  alodger  had 
as  much  right  to  be  on  die  Register  as  any- 
body else,  for  he  had  as  much  interest  as 
anybody  ebe  in  the  welfare  of  the 
country.  But  the  Bill  was  not  a  Bill  to 
increase  voters,  but  was  a  Bill  to  gerry- 
mander the  ooDstituencies.  If  the  Con- 
servative Party  allowed  the  Bill  to  pass 
in  its  present  condition  they  would  be 
digging  a  pit  for  themselves  ;  they  would 
be  playing  into  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  assisting  in  improving  by  uo- 
trnir  means  the  positionof  the  Government 
in  the  oountiy. 

Sib  W.  HABCOUBT  :  I  only  rise  to 
appeal  to  the  House  to  allow  the  Bill  to 
be  introduced  and  printed,  in  order  that 
it  may  be  placed  properly  before  the 
House  and  the  country  for  discussion.  It 
is  true  that  when  a  Bill  of  large  political 
importance  is  introduced  critiuisms  are 
ofiwed  on  the  First  Reading,  but  that  is 
not  considered  a  stage  at  which  full  dis- 
cussion can  be  taken.  I  hope,  therefore, 
that  the  House  will  allow  the  Bill  to  be 
read  a  6rst  time. 

Mb.  CREMEB  (Shoreditch,Haggers- 
ton)  said  that,  notwithstanding  the  appeal 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  addressed  to  the  House,  he  thought 
it  right  to  Bar  a  few  words  on  this  Bill. 
No  one  could  imagine  that  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  would  purposely  mislead 
the  House,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  repeating  a  statement  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  introduced  the 
Bill,  said — and  it  was  only  right  that  he 
should  be  contradicted  on  the  point- 
that  the  proposal  incorporated  in  the  Bill 
for  having  all  the  elections  on  one  day 
had  never  been  made  to  the  House  before. 
Why,  for  the  last  six  or  seven  yearsBills 
had  been  before  the  House  embodying 
that  very  principle.  The  fact  might 
have  escaped  the  notice  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  it  was  due  (o  their 
hwnble  servant  to  say  that  he  had  had 
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such  a  Bill  before  the  House  for  the  past 
seven  years,  and  similar  Bills  had  been 
introduced  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem?* 
her  for  Bethnal  Green  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny.  They  also  proposed 
in  thoBe  Bills  that  the  period  of 
qualification  should  be  three  months, 
and  that  the  Register  should  be 
made  out  twice  a  year.  He  was 
glad,  therefore,  that  the  Government 
had  seen  their  way  to  introduce  into  their 
Bill  principles  and  provisions  which 
earned  for  those  who  first  ^tmmlgated 
them  in  the  Honse  the  sneer  of  bemg 
visionaries.  He  had  not  the  slightest 
desire  of  prolonging  the  discussion,  bat 
he  could  not  help  expressing  the  bitterest 
disappointment  at  the  disappearance  of 
the  registration  officers  proposed  to  be 
created  in  the  Bill  of  last  year.  That 
omission  would  increase  the  burden  which 
candidates  for  Parliament  had  to  bear. 
Almost  every  Representative  had  to  put 
his  hand  in  bis  pocket  to  assist  the  Local 
Bodies  in  getting  the  voters  on  the 
Blister.  He  knew  Memburs  who  had 
to  pay  £300  or  £400  a  year  to  enable  the 
Local  Bodies  to  dischai^e  the  expenses 
incurred  in  getting  the  voters  on  the 
Register.  Those  expensee  would,  of 
course,  be  increased  if  the  Register  were 
made  up  twice  a  year,  but  they  would 
have  been  rendered  unnecessary  alto- 
gether if  the  registration  officer  had  been 
appointed.  He  thought  the  Bill  of  last 
year  was  a  far  better  measure.  Several 
of  the  best  proposals  of  the  Bill  of  last 
year  were  dropped  out  of  the  present 
Bill ;  but,  nevorweless,  he  welconwd  this 
attempt  of  the  Government  to  setde 
some  of  the  most  glaring  of  the  electoral 
grievances. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  bnmgbt  in  by  Ur.  J. 
Morler,  The  ChanoeUor  of  tJw  Ezcbeqner,  lb. 
Shaw-Lefevie,  and  Mr.  Dyke  Aolaud. 

Bill  praseated,  and  reed  first  time.  [Bill  161.] 

•^^  SUPPLT— BKPORT. 

Resolutions  [ISth  April]  reported. 
[See  page  226.  J 

NAVr  ESTIMATES,  1894-5. 
Resolutions  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed^ 
"That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  first  Resolution." 

Mb.  KEARLBY  (Devonport)  said, 
that  as  the  Financial  SecretaTyj  to  the 
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■  Admiralty  had  made  no  raplj  in  his 
speeohet  the  previous  daj,  to  the  re- 
quest made  to  him  to  consider  the  adria- 
abilitj  of  opening  up  further  avenues  of 
promotion  for  warrant  officers  in  the 
Navy,  he  desured  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  would  now  make 
some  statement  on  the  subject. 

Tub  SECfiETABY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  XJ.  Kat-Shdttlbwobth, 
Lancashire,  CHtheroe)  :  It  was  quite 
impossible  for  me  in  the  little  time  at  my 
disposal  when  the  matter  was  brought 
forward  to  have  given  any  explanation. 
But  I  have  alrea^  told  the  House  that 
it  would  be  necessary  next  year  for  Par- 
liament to  add  to  the  number  of  warrant 
officers,  and  that  with  that  view  an  in- 
quiry was  now  being  held  as  to  the  oon- 
dttions  of  service  of  warrant  officers.  I 
hope  in  a  short  time  to  be  able  to  an- 
noanca  the  result  of  that  inqnliy  to  the 
House,  and  in  the  meantime  1  can  assure 
my  hon.  Friend  that  the  subject  is  re- 
oeiving  our  most  careful  consideration. 

*Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) 
said,  that  on  the  previous  night  he  h%d 
called  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
-Gentleman  the  Finaucial  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  to  some  matters  coouected 
with  bis  Department  affecting  the  High- 
lands  

•Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  I 

It  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven  of 
the  elock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  this  day. 

LAND  ACTS  (IRELAyD). 
MOTION    rOS    A    SELECT  OOMHITTBE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"ntat«  Select  Committee  be  appointed  'to 
Inquire  into  and  report  upon  the  principles  and 
mietioe  of  the  Irish  Land  CommiMioners  and 
Ooimty  Court  Judges  in  carrfine  out  the  fair 
rent  and  free  saJe  provisions  of  the  Land  Acts 
of  1S70,  ItlSl,  and  1887,  and  of  the  Redemp- 
tion of  Rent  Act  of  1891,  and  to  anggest  aach 
improvements  in  Law  or  practice  as  they  maj 
deem  to  be  desirable.'  '—{Mr.  J.  Mirlejf.') 

Mr.  smith  BABBY  (Hunts,  S.)  : 
I  object. 

Mb.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
Mr.  Speaker,  was  not  the  Question  put, 
and  is  not  the  hon.  Member  too  late  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  No ;  I  had  only 
gathered  the  "  Ayes." 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
wish  to  aak  ih»  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land whether  he  will  put  down  this 
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Motion  again  to  have  the  House  treated 
in  titis  manner  ? 

Mb.  T.  W.  BUSSELL:  I  do  not 
think  the  Government  should  be  dragged 
through  this  proceeding  in  this  way.  I 
think  the  full  responsibility  of  refusing 
this  Committee  ought  to  be  placed  on 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 

Mb.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.) :  We 
would  lealiy  like  to  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  GaDtleman  will  put  the  Motion 
down  again  ? 
Mb.  J.  MOBLEY :  I  will  pat  it  down 


once  more. 

•Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) : 
I  b^  entirely  to  disclaim  having  any- 
thing whatever  to  do  with  the  obstruc- 
tion of  this  Committee.  I  am  entirely  in 
favonr  of  it. 


The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
five  minutes  before  Seven  of  the  clock. 


EVENING  SITTING. 

SU  PPL  Y— COM  MITTBB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  mode,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

SHALL  HOLDINOS  (IBBLAND). 

BESOLUTtOK. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.),  in 
rising  to  call  attention  to  the  totally  in- 
adequate means  at  present  possessed  by 
labourers,  by  small  holders  of  land,  and 
by  others  iu  Ireland  of  obtaining  land  or 
of  adding  to  their  too  small  holdings, 
and  to  move— 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoose,  all  the 
fftdlltiet  for  obtaining  land  now  poseeased  iw 
England  should  b«  st  once  extended  to  Ireland, 
and  that,  while  the  same  machinery  or  councils 
naed  In  Bnglaad  are  not  In  use  in  Ireland,  aach 
existing  machinery  as  Poor  Law  Boards  or 
other  public  bodies  or  Qovomment  Depart- 
menta  should  be  used  for  the  purpoa^" 

said,  that  there  were  some  people  who 
thought  that  there  were  no  good  things 
iu  England.  He  had  no  sympathy  with 
that  view.  He  was  anxious  to  obtoln  for 
the  benefit  of  the  people  of  Ireland  what 
things  in  England  he  knew  to  be  good. 
Among  these  were  allotments  for  the 
benefit  of  the  labourers.  At  the  present 
moment  there  were  none  of  these  in  Ire- 
land, though  they  were  mqst  necessary 
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in  that  countiy,  owing  to  the  fact  that  it 
was  80  largely  an  agriculttirol  country. 
They  were  also  necessary  from  the  fact 
that  a  very  large  portion  of  the  popula- 
tion were  unable  to  get  employment.  He 
wished  to  illustrate  this  fact  by  appeal- 
ing to  the  English  Uembm.  There  were 
many  gentlemen  in  that  Honse  who  had 
been  very  fond  of  Tisiting  lite  county 
which  he  represented  as  tourists,  and  he 
wondered  if  any  of  them  had  travelled 
from  Athenry  to  Galway.  If  they  had 
they  would  no  doubt  have  notioed -that  in 
the  whole  of  that  tract  of  country  there 
was  nothing  to  be  seen  but  one  long 
stretch  of  grass.  This  land  was  now 
unbroken  by  caltivation,  and  it  therefore 
gave  little  employment  to  the  labouring 
population.  He  wished  to  tell  the  House 
that  he,  for  one,  desired  to  900  a  change 
brought  about  in  this  state  of  things.  He 
desired  to  see  applied  to  Ireland  what 
was  now  the  law  in  England,  that  the 
County  Councils  should  have  the  right  to 
purchase  one  acre  of  land  for  the  benefit 
of  each  labourer.  The  influence  which 
such  a  law  exercised  on  the  landholder, 
and  also  on  the  agent,  was  a  most  im- 
portant one.  It  was  an  influence  which 
was  very  much  wider  than  the  utilisation 
of  it  by  the  county  circles.  This  influ- 
ence wa9  that  It  induced  them  to  volun- 
tarily grant  land  to  their  neighbour  when 
they  saw  that  it  was  possible  that  they 
might  in  the  future  be  obliged  to  do  so  by 
compulsion.  Indeed,  this  Act  would  pro- 
duce an  effect  which  was  a  very  wide 
one,  as  it  undoubtedly  would  induce  the 
owners  to  grant  laud  much  more  timely, 
so  that  the  effect  which  it  would  exercise 
would  be  a  most  widespread  and  impor- 
tant one.  He  desired  to  point  out  that 
in  England  they  had  lately  considerably 
widened  that  law,  and  that  now  in  the 
Pariah  Councils  there  was  a  power  which 
enabled  them  to  purchase  as  much  as 
four  acres,  and  to  give  it  to  the  labourers, 
and  to  the  people  living  in  the  towns  who 
wereableand  willing  to  work  it.  He  also 
desired  the  House  to  observe  that  the 
Parish  Councils  also  had  the  power  to 
obtain  plots  of  land  by  other  means. 
Where  they  could  not  see  their  way  to 
purchase  they  had  facilities  given  them 
for  hiring.  He  would  have  this  impor- 
tant benefit  also  conferred  upon  Ireland. 
The  English  population  in  the  rural 
districts  had  been  by  this  law  placed  in  a 
splendid  position.  It  was  a  position 
which  enabled  every  man  who  had  a 
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practical  mind  and  a  desire  to  work  to 
obtain  for  himself  the  means  of  earning 
his  livelihood  on  the  land.  But  in 
Ireland,  where  such  a  provisiou  was 
mnch  more  necessary  than  in  England^ 
on  account  of  the  want  of  employment 
nothing  whatever  had  yet  been  done  in 
this  direction.  He  hoped  that  be  would 
not  be  met  by  the  Treasury  Bench  with 
the  objection  that  no  machinery  existed 
in  Ireland  for  the  application  of  the 
allotments  system.  The  people  of  Ireland 
did  not  care  about  the  machinery.  What 
they  wanted  was  to  get  possession  of  the 
land  in  order  to  be  able  to  work  it,  to 
earn  their  living  and  to  maintain  the 
wives  and  families  who  were  depending 
on  them  for  support.  He  believed  the 
fault  of  the  matter  lay  with  the  British 
Parliament.  He  was  himself  able  to 
recall  the  fiwt  that  20  years  ago  the 
Irish  Members  brought  in  a  County 
Board  Bill,  but  he  was  eorry  to  say  that 
they  had  failed  to  induce  the  House  to 
pass  it  into  law.  They  had  ever 'since 
been  endeavouring  to  secure  the  passage 
of  such  a  measure,  and  to  get  this  local 
machinery  established.  He  had  no  doubt 
whatever  that  the  Irish  Members  would 
have  succeeded  but  for  the  obstruction 
which  they  had  met  with  in  Parliament. 
But  they  were  now  willing  to  take  such 
machinery  as  existed,  and  to  make  use  of 
it  in  enabling  the  people  to  get  the  Beceae 
to  the  land  which  was  so  urgently  neces- 
sary for  their  material  welfare.  This 
necessity  was  just  nowamost  pressingone. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  he  and  those 
who  were  acting  with  him  would  not  be 
put  off  by  Liberal  Ministers  in  that  House 
with  any  of  those  old  and  wearisome 
excuses  as  to  the  want  of  machinery.  If 
they  had,  for  instance,  heard  iu  Ireland 
that  there  was  some  English  mowing 
machine  that  would  be  useful  to  them 
for  the  cutting  of  grass  they  would 
naturally  desire  to  possess  it ;  but  if  they 
wera  obliged  to  apply  to  the  Govern- 
ment before  getting  the  permission  to  use 
it  they  would  pro^bly  be  first  referred 
to  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. After  that,  they  would  be  further 
referred  to  a  Royal  Commission.  Under 
this  obstruction  system  it  would,  there- 
fore, be  only  after  the  lapse  of  years  that 
they  would  be  able  in  Ireland  to  use  the 
mowing  machine  under  the  present  Par- 
liamentary system.  As  he  had  sMd 
before,  the  object  of  the  Beeolntion  was 
to  help  the  poor  who  'mnited  toiworit. 
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and  who  were  in  Ireland  eipeciailj  moat 
deeerviog  of  sympathj,  to  obtain  access 
to  the  land.  He  desired  to  again  impress 
on  the  House  the  fact  tbat  the  allotments 
system  was  even  more  suited  to  Ireland 
Uian  to  England.  He  woold  illustrate  this 
fact  by  ta^ng  the  case  of  a  Northum- 
brian miner  who  was  earning  7b.  a  day. 
To  sneh  a  person  the  faoility  for  get- 
ting land  was  not  tif  tlw  same  im- 
nee  as  it  was  to  the  poor 
labourer  in  the  rural  districts, 
where  a  man  had  to  work  for  Is.  6d.  or 
even  Is.  a  day,  and  erea  at  that  pittance 
was  not  always  able  to  obtain  employ- 
ment. The  Irish  people  had  been  often 
accused  of  idleness  by  captious  English 
critics,  but  a  great  deal  of  that  idleness 
from  his  (Colonel  Nolan's)  experience 
was  an  absolutely  enforced  idleness. 
This  IV  as  because  the  people  had  no 
faeilities  for  utilising  their  unoccupied 
waste  days.  This  they  oould  avoid  if 
ther  had  access  to  the  land  and  were 
given  the  opportunity  of  working  it.  He 
assnred  hon.  Membera  that  notwithstand- 
ing the  defects  of  the  present  system 
they  would  like  to  have  the  portion  of  the 
new  law  bearing  on  allotments  at  once 
applied  to  Ireland.  He  would  cooclude 
by  moving  the  Motion  which  stood  in 
his  name. 

•Mb.  FIELD  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's),  iu 
■eeonding  the  Motion,  said,  it  was  useful 
again  to  tiamind  the  House  tbat  although 
Ireland  and  Gtrtokt  Britain  were  supposed 
to  be  governed  by  similar  laws,  yet  no 
attempt  had  been  made  to  give  to  Ireland 
tiie  advantage  of  the  allotment  system 
which  prevailed  in  England.  When 
travelling  through  the  rural  districts  of 
this  country  he  had  admired  the  culti- 
vation of  laud  by  labourers  obtaiuable 
through  the  AUotmeuts  Act.  He  had 
seen  small  neat  plots  containing  various 
vegetables  which  would  not  be  otherwise 
procurable  for  the  poor  labourer,  who 
generally  received  tibe  lowest  wage  of 
may  worker.  Those  prodnets  were  thare- 
aidtofhisownindnstry.  Thus  contentment 
was  engendered,  time  utilised,  thrift  en- 
eonraged,  and  oftentimes  partial  poverty 
was  at  least  av«^.  Now,  this  allot- 
uent  system  was  relatively  more  urgently 
required  in  agricnltnral  Ireland  than  it 
was  in  mannfactnring  England.  Bnt  it 
was  farther  needed  because  very  many 
Boards  of  G-Bardians,  prinoipally  trough 
their  ex  officio  members,  had  obetmotod 
«r  alMtdatHy  ref  ued  to  pat  into  operfttion 


the  Labonren*  Dwellings  Act,  which  was 
too  costly  and  full  of  technical  delays  in 
administration  to  be  really  efFective  for 
the  purpose  for  which  it  was  passed. 
But,  altogether  apart  and  distinct  from 
this  objection,  there  were  thousands  of 
labourers  living  in  small  towns  and 
villages  to  whom  this  Act  was  scarcely 
'.  applicable,  and,  in  addition,  it  might  he 
undesirable  in  some  Isolated  cases  to  dis- 
turb them  from  thrar  present  homes. 
Meantime,  access  shoold  be  given  to  the 
land  to  all  labourers  willing  to  work  it 
for  their  own  benefit.  They  were  im- 
porting food  products  from  almost  every 
country,  whilst  millions  of  acres  of  their 
own  land  were  going  to  waste,  and  labour 
was  unemployed.  In  the  year  1893  there 
had  been  an  enormous  decrease  in  the 
total  acreage  of  land  under  com, 
potatoes,  and  green  crops  in  Ireland,  and, 
consequently,  less  employment  for  agri- 
cultural labourers.  Frequently,  this  meant 
either  emigration  or  the  union.  Under 
those  circumstances,  it  was  not  surprising 
that  there  was  discontent  and  poverty 
amongst  the  agricnltural  labourers. 
Various  Labour  Societies  were  being 
organised — such  as  the  Knights  of  The 
Plough  and  kindrM  Organisations.  Their 
existence  was  a  strong  proof  that  imme- 
diate and  practical  attention,  not  mere 
verbal  promises,  should  be  given  to  this 
matter.  Artizans  working  in  towns  were 
generally  protected  by  Trade  Unions, 
and  it  was  not  surprising  that  agricul- 
tural labourers,  who  had  hitherto  been 
the  most  neglected  section  of  the  com- 
mtinity,  should  follow  their  example  and 
endeavour  to  better  their  condition.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  it  was  a  legitimate 
function  of  this  House  to  afford  facilities 
to  the  Irish  labourer  to  obtain  a  plot  of 
ground,  which  he  could  rent  on  reason- 
able terms,  and  employ  himself  upon  when 
work  was  not  to  be  had  or  during  his 
leisure  hours.  He  maintained  that  an 
opportunity  ought  to  be  afforded  to  evezy 
industrious  man  to  earn  a  living  In  bis 
own  country,  and  he  ventured  to  submit 
tbat  no  more  hnportant  question  respect- 
ing the  betterment  of  the  condition  of 
the  Irish  agricultural  labourer  could 
engage  ike  attention  (rf  this  House. 

Amendment  {iroposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of  the 
Question,  in  <»der  to  add  the  words — 

"  In  the  opinion  of  lids  Honse,  sU  tbebdll- 
ties  for  obtuali^r  land  now  possessed  hy  BDg» 
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tbat,  while  the  aame  mtxitiinetj  or  oonnallB  oied 
in  England  ue  not  in  use  in  Ireland,  such 
existing  machinery  as  Poor  Law  Boards  or 
other  public  bodiei  orCloTenunent  Departments 
ahonld  be  used  tox  the  piirpoi&'* — (Otiond 

Question  proposed,  "  That  tbe  words 
p*opoBed  to  be  left  oat  stAnd  part  of  the 
Question." 

•Me.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  he  entirelj  sympathised  with  the 
object  of  the  Motion.  Irish  Members, 
perhaps,  had  neglected  the  labour  interest 
in  Ireland  a  Uttle  too  much.  There  were 
vast  numbers  of  labourers  in  Ireland,  and 
hardly  anything  was  more  melancholy 
than  the  sights  to  be  witnessed  in  the 
small  towns  and  in  the  villages,  wherever 
one  went,  not  only  in  the  South,  but  in 
the  North.  He  wished  they  could  compel 
the  owners  of  the  town  houses  where  the 
labourers  lived  to  improve  those  houses. 
There  was  nothing  more  miserable  than 
the  condition  ot  these  labourers.  The 
labourers  on  the  land  had  been  able  to  get 
eottageBy  but  he  rather  thought  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Memb«  was  concerned  about 
the  labourers  who  lived  in  the  towns. 

GoLONKL  NOLAN  :  Both. 

•Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  that  the 
labourers  who  lived  in  the  towns,  after  a 
day's  work,  when  they  could  get  it — and 
it  was  not  always  to  be  got — returned  to 
these  insanitary  houses  and  they  had 
nothing  to  turn  their  minds  to — no  half- 
acre  to  work  upon.  They  lived,  in  fact, 
in  a  state  of  semi-starvation.  He  was 
sore  they  all  sympathised  with  the  object 
fj£  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  in 
moving  tbe  Besolntion,  but  it  was  to  be 
regretted  that  he  called  upon  the  Govern- 
ment to  act  **at  onoe"  in  this  matter. 
Having  regard  to  the  work  of  the 
Session  it  would  be  well  if  the  Motion 
were  amended  in  that  respect,  because  it 
was  obvious  that  a  change  of  this  kind 
could  not  be  made  off-hand  and  at  once. 
He  did  not  know  what  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  meant  by  the  words  in 
his  Motion,  "  all  the  facilities  for  obtain- 
ing land  "  and  applying  them  to  "  small 
hdders  of  land.'* 

CoLoarBL  NOLAN :  I  want  the  aBiaU 
holders  to  get  more  land. 

•Mb.  T.  W.  BUSSELLeaid,  hedidnot 
know  that  that  would  be  an  advantage 
to  many  Irish  labourers.  It  was  a  good 
^iog  to  give  them  land,  but  a  bad  twng 
to  give  tosm  siore  than  they  eonU  work. 


•Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) 
said,  he  would  give  his  hearty  support  to 
the  Motion.  A  quarter  of  a  century  ago 
he  stood  up  in  favour  of  the  Irish  farmer, 
in  this  House,  and  he  was  satisfied  that  all 
who  desired  to  see  the  material  prosp^ity 
of  Ireland  could  not  do  better  than  sup- 
port the  spirit  of  the  Resolution. 

Mb.  CABSON  (Dublin  Univeraity) 
said,  it  was  somewhat  of  a  relief  to  find 
Members  in  all  parts  of  the  House 
representing  Irish  constituenoies  foUy 
alive  and  agreed  as  to  ^e  importanoe  of 
the  Resolution,  and  he  had  risen  before 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  lend  what  little 
weight  he  could  in  urging  upon  the 
Government  the  importance  of  the  ques- 
tion. He  could  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  opposite  in 
his  objection  to  the  words  "  at  onoe." 
On  the  contrary,  they  were  the  words  of 
which  he  most  approved,  and  he  thought 
it  would  be  much  better  for  the  House  to 
employ  its  time  in  bettering  the  con- 
dition of  the  labourers  of  Ireland  than  in 
the  proceeding  of  gwrymandering  the 
constitnencies  of  tbe  country.  It  would 
not,  therefore,  cause  him  one  moment's 
anxiety  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were 
to  advise  .the  Government  to  withdraw 
the  Registration  Bill  and  to  proceed  with 
a  Bill  for  assisting  the  labourers  of 
Ireland.  The  hon,  and  gallant  Member 
(Colonel  Nolan)  had  said  that  the  la- 
bourers of  Ireland  had  been  v^  much 
neglected  in  the  past,  and  he  (Mr.  Carson^ 
entirely  agreed  with  him.  In  point  w 
fact,  he  cwld  not  call  to  mind  bot  Aot, 
except  the  Labonrara*  Aot,  which  in 
certain  respects  had  effisoted  oonsidonUe 
improvements  in  Ireland,  that  had  io 
recent  years  been  brought  forward  in  the 
House  of  Commons  tor  the  purpose  of 
ameliorating  the  condition  of  the  Irish 
labourers.  Whilst  in  England  there  was 
always  a  large  amount  of  employment 
and  a  considerable  sum  was  annnallj 
spent  upon  the  labour  market,  in  Ire- 
land the  only  market  fbr  the  labonr- 
ing  elaases  was  that  of  the  land. 
If  lome  Bm  oonld  be  framed 
whidi  would  in  any  wmy  mitigate  Hie 
condition  of  tiie  labourers  he  would  do 
all  that  was  in  his  power  to  see  that  that 
Bill  became  law.  Why  was  it  that  tbe 
Irish  labourers  had  been  so  much 
neglected  ?  The  reason  was  that  the 
farmers  had  been  thinking  too  mooh  of 
themselves.  He  believed  that  geotle- 
raen  bdow  the  Gtmgway^onU  entirelj 
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eoncur  with  him  in  the  opinioD  that  if 
there  was  one  eUss  more  tbaa  anotber  in 
Ireland  which  owed  a  debt  they  never 
could  pay  to  the  labourerB  it  was  the 
farmers.    Having  regard  to  the  land 
legislation  that  had  been  passed  by  Par- 
liament and  to  the  benefits  that  had  been 
conferred  on  the  farmers  of  Ireland,  it 
was  really  time  that  Parliament  should 
turn  its  attention  seriously  to  the  question 
of  what  could  be  done  for  the  labonrers 
of  Ireland.    He  read  recently  with  great 
disappointment  that  in  one  part  of  Ire- 
land— ^he  belieTed  it  was  on  the  O'Grady 
estate — where  the  farmers  bad  acquired 
their  farms  under  the  Purchase  Acts  one 
of  their  first  acts  was  to  turn  out  every 
small  holder  who  was  in  possession  of 
land  under  previous  Land  Acts.  This 
was  a  poor  way  of  recompensing  the 
labourers  for  having  assisted  the  farmers 
io  the  land  agitation.   He  really  thought 
the  farmers  ought  now,  having  received 
thebenefitsof  land  legislation  ^emseWes, 
to  tnni  their  attention  to  the  accomplish- 
ment of  something  for  the  labourers. 
Whilst  he  was  entirely  in  accord  with 
the  principle  of  the  Resolution^  there 
would  be  in  his  view  cousiderable  diffi- 
culties in  applying  it.    In  considering 
the  question  of  procedure  it  was  impos- 
sible to  lose  sight  of  the  differences 
which  existed  between  the  two  countries. 
In  the  first  place  there  were  no  County 
Cooncils  in  Ireland,  and  in  thelsecood 
tdaca  there  were  no  Parish  or  District 
Councils.    Why  was  this  the  oase? 
I^r.  J.  UoBLST :  Hear,  hear  I]  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  cheered  ironically. 
Why  did  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
see  that  Ireland  was  included  in  the 
Parish  Councils  Bill  ?    No  doubt  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  say  that 
Ireland  must  wait  for  Parish  Councils 
until  she  got  Home  Rule.    That  meant 
that  she  must  wait  for  Parish  Councils 
until  the  English  people  had  been  edu- 
cated up  to  Home  Bide,  and,  according 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr. 
Sexton),  it  would  even  after  tliat  take 
eight  years  to  pass  a  Parish  Councils 
Bill.    It  would  not  be  difficult  to  find 
the  proper  method  of  carrying  out  the 
Allotment  Acts  in  Ireland.    The  view 
he  would  put  forward  was  that  the  proper 
way  to  put  the  Acts  in  operation  would 
be  through  the  Land  Commission,  which 
could  be  authorised  to  afford  facilities  to 
labourers  to  acquire  small  holdings,  and  in 
eoone  ot  time  could  enable  them  to  pur- 


chase such  holdings.  He  must  admit 
that,  as  far  as  he  knew,  he  had  never 
seen  any  disposition  on  the  part  of  land- 
lords in  Ireland  to  voluntarily  grant  small 
allotments  of  land.  He  could  never 
understand  why  landlords  either  in  Ire- 
land or  in  England  should  grudge  a  little 
land  for  allotments  when  in  many  cases 
they  had  land  lying  idle.  No  doubt  it 
was  necessary  to  be  careful  to  adopt 
proper  machinery.  Though  the  procedure 
was  somewhat  cumbrons  under  the 
Labourers'  Acts,  it  was  not  a  bit  too 
cumbrous  in  times  of  excitement  in  Ire- 
land to  prevent  injuries  being  done  to 
owners  of  property.  Time  after  time  the 
Acts  had  been  put  into  operation  against 
particular  farmers  or  landlords,  not  in  the 
real  interests  of  the  labourers  but  for 
what  he  might  call  Party  purposes.  He 
gave  the  Resolution  every  support  as 
regarded  principle,  and  he  hoped  that 
some  Bill  might  be  introduced  to  give  it 
practical  effbct.  If  the  hou.  Member 
went  to  a  Division  he  regretted  to  say  he 
could  not  support  the  Motion,  not  from  any 
want  of  sympathy  but  because  he  was 
paired  with  a  Nationalist  Member  who,  if 
he  were  present,  he  had  no  doubt  would 
vote  in  favour  of  the  same  Amendment. 

Me.  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N.)  ox- 
pressed  his  sympathy  with  the  Motion. 
He  pointed  out,  however,  that  it  would  be 
more  applicable  to  the  Provinces  of 
Leinster,  Connaught,  and  Munster  than 
to  the  North  ctf  Inland,  for  in  Ulster  the 
farmers  as  a  general  rule — of  course, 
there  were  exceptions — ^had  well-honsed 
their  labourers.  [An  hon.  Mehbeb  :  No, 
no.]  He  said  as  a  general  rule.  He  was 
speaking  of  the  portion  of  the  North  of 
Ireland  he  was  acquainted  with.  He 
knew  there  were  portions  of  County 
Monaghan  which,  although  portions  of 
Ulster,  were  not  geographically  portions  of 
Ulster.  They  were  not  portions  of  Ulster 
that  they,  the  Unionist  Members,  looked 
upon  as  Ulster.  He  thought,  therefore,  the 
Resolution  of  the  hoa,  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman was  rather  too  wide,  and,  person- 
ally, he  would  confine  it  and  limit  it  to 
the  suggestion  thrown  out  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone.  He  con- 
sidered that  if  the  Government  could  see 
their  way  to  pass  some  Act  giving  power 
to  the  Land  Commission  to  make  allot- 
ments adjoining  towns  and  villages  in 
Ireland — which,  at  the  present  time,  was 
the  swbject  ci  so  much  heart-burning  is 
connection  with  the  question  of  tpwp 
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parka — it  would  be  a  move  in  the  right 
4irectL0D.  He  wished  to  express  his 
sjmpathy  with  the  general  principles  of 
this  Resolution,  and  his  regret  that 
owing  to  being  paired  he  shonld  not  be 
able  to  record  his  vote  tor  the  Resolution, 
which  he  should  otherwise  have  been 
happy  to  do. 

General  GOLDSWORTHY  (Ham- 
mersmith) should  be  glad  to  go  into  the 
Lobby  in  support  of  this  Resolution,  but 
lie  hoped  the  Chief  Secretary  would 
'obviate  the  necessity  for  a  Division  by 
giving  them  some  assurance  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  believed  that  the  provision  of 
small  portions  of  land  for  the  Irish 
labourers  would  do  more  to  make  peace 
than  almost  anything  else.  Whilst  he 
was  strongly  opposed  to  what  was  called 
Home  Rule,  he  was  very  anxious  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  should  have  all  the 
advantages  the  people  of  England  had, 
and  if  the  Chief  Secretary  could  bring  iu 
a  Bill  to  give  the  labourers  what  bad 
beeu  suggested,  he  would  find  him 
^General  Goldsworthy)  au  ardent  sup- 
porter of  such  Bill. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  said,  the 
labourers  of  Ireland  were  so  long  an 
unfriended  class  that  he,  for  his  part, 
heartily  welcomed  the  accession  of  any 
new  friends,  and  many  new  friends  of 
the  labourers  of  Ireland  had  appeared  on 
the  scene  to-night.  He  thought,  how- 
ever, that  human  patience,  especially  the 
patience  of  those  who  had  endeavoured 
to  befriend  the  labourers  of  Ireland  when 
others  were  indifferent,  was  too  severely 
tried  when  hon.  Members,  such  as  the 
bon.  Members  for  South  Tyrone  and 
Dublin  University,  rose  in  this  House  and 
saggested  that  the  labourers  of  Ireland 
bad  no  friends  before  their  time.  He 
4id  not  wonder  so  much  at  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin — an  ex- 
perienced lawyer  but  a  very  juvenile 
legislator — but  he  did  wonder  at  the 
Member  for  South  Tyrone,  who  had  been 
in  the  House  for  years,  who  knew  that 
at  the  instance  of  the  Irish  Nationalist 
Memben  the  first  of  the  Labourers*  Bills 
was  passed,  that  they  expended  much 
■care  and  labour  upon  it,  that  they  suc- 
■ceeded  in  passing  two  amending  Acts, 
and  that  from  the  year  1885  down  to  the 
mesent  hour,  almost  10  years,  not  a 
Session  had  passed  and  rarely  bad  a 
week  elapsed  but  they  had  endenvoured 
l>y  Motions  and  questions  in  this  House 
CO  induce  the  Government  of  Irelan^nd 


the  Local  Government  Board  in  Ireland 
to  compel  the  Boards  of  Guardians  to  do 
their  duty,  and  especially  the  Boards  of 
Guardians,  which  were  dominated  by  the 
political  friends  of  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin.  He  reminded  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  of  these 
things,  and  also  of  the  further  amending 
Bills  which  they  had  unsuccessfully  pro- 
moted because  of  the  Rules  of  this  House 
which  hampered  the  powers  of  private 
Members. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  quite 
acknowledge  the  work  that  has  been 
done  for  the  labourers  on  the  land,  but 
my  remarks  were  obviously  directed  to 
the  labourers  in  villages  and  towns  who 
had  not  got  any  land. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  that  the  Irish 
Members  had  also  endeavoured  to  extend 
to  the  labourers  of  the  villages  and  towns 
the  facilities  afforded  the  rural  labourers 
of  Ireland  by  the  other  Acts,  and  he 
would  point  out  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  upon  the  Order  Paper  of  the  present 
Session  Members  of  the  Irish  Party  bad 
obtained  first  place  of  Wednesday,  the 
30th  of  May,  for  a  Bill  to  amend  the 
constitution  of  the  Board  of  Guardians, 
that  had  the  administration  of  the 
Labourers*  Acts,  and  to  make  Irish  Guar- 
dians, as  English  Guardians  would  be 
under  the  Lomt  Government  Act,  purely 
elective  bodies.  When  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  passed  into  that  condition,  and 
not  before,  he  believed  they  would  be 
tnistworthy  administrators  of  the  laws 
relating  to  the  labourers.  Again,  on  the 
6th  of  June,  the  Irish  Katioualist  Party 
had  obtained  first  place  for  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  Labourers'  Act ;  and  he 
would,  therefore,  point  out  to  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Galway  tliat  the 
Party  to  which  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  belonged 
had  used  the  advantages  afforded  by  the 
ballot  to  obtain  first  place  on  Wednes- 
days for  two  Bills  of  the  nature  he  had 
indicated.  Whatever  might  be  the  de- 
fects of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  Dublin  University,  he  was  not  a  man 
deficient  in  courage,  but  he  certainly  had 
shown  more  than  his  usual  courage  this 
evening  in  appearing  as  the  champion  of 
the  labourers.  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  suggested  across  the  Table  that 
the  argument  of  Wednesday  eveniDg  had 
not  been  borne  In  mind.  There  wM 
something  more  than  the  argument  of 
Wednesday  eTening  ;  there  was  the  vote. 
He  beliered  the  hon.  and  learned  G«nkle- 
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man  voted  on  Wednesday.  [Mr.  Cabson  : 
Hear,  hear  I]  He  believed  he  Toted 
against  the  Bill.  [Mr.  Carson  :  Hear, 
hear  Ij  He  was  sure  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  not  vote  against  the 
Bill  without  reading  it.  In  the  Bill  of 
Wednesday  there  was  a  provision  to  pass 
over  immediately  £30,000  a  year  for  the 
benefit  of  the  labourers  of  Iceland. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  There  was  also  a 
provision  basing  rents  on  prairie  value. 

Mb.  sexton  :  And  yet  that  clause 
for  the  benefit  of  the  labourers  did  not 
qualify  or  mitigate  the  oppositioD  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  the  Bill.  He  did  not 
differentiate  that  clause  against  any  other, 
but  voted  as  heartily  against  that  clause 
as  against  the  rest ;  and  he  was  entitled, 
therefore,  to  say  that  when  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  on  Wednesday  voted 
against  a  Bill  to  allocate  £30,000  a  year 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  labourers' 
cottages^whtch  would  provide  300 
cottages  and  300  acres  of  land  each  year 
— 4ii8  position  of  appearing  as  the 
champion  of  the  labourers  oi  Ireland 
upon  the  sncceeding  Friday  was  one  open 
to  moderate  comment.  If  the  Labourers' 
Acts  had  proved  inadequate,  as  he 
sorrowfully  admitted  they  had,  who  was 
in  fault  ?  The  learned  Gentleman  applied 
himself — acting  under  political  motives 
which  no  Member  of  Parliament  could 
mistake — to  endeavour  to  sow  dissension 
between  the  farmers  and  the  labourers  of 
Ireland.  They  knew  the  object.  He 
had  to  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
where  the  ffumers  of  Ireland  controlled 
the  Poor  Lav  Boards,  as  in  the  South 
and  West,  the  Labourers'  Acts  had  been 
jnstly  and  generously  worked, considering 
the  grievous,  burdens  of  the  poor  rate 
upon  a  necessitous  class,  8,000  or  9,000 
labourers*  cottages  having  been  built;  but 
in  the  North  of  Ireland,  and  where  the 
political  friends  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  controlled  the  Boards  of 
Guardians,  labourers'  cottages  could  be 
counted  by  scores — he  thought  by  units — • 
and  there  were  wide  stretches  of  country 
where  not  a  single  labourer's  cottage 
was  to  be  found.  In  the  presence 
of  such  a  state  of  facts  it  argued 
great  audacity  or  great  belief  in  the 
ignorance  of  English  Members,  or  in  the 
forbearance  of  the  Irish  Nationalist 
Members,  for  any  Representative  of  that 
class  to  stand  up  and  talk  about  the 
neglect  of  the  labourers  of  Ireland  on 
the  port  of  the  Irish  Representatives,  in 
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order  to  pnt  himself  forward  as  the 
Representative  of  a  class  who  had  been 

behaving  justly  and  generously  to  the 
labourers  of  Ireland.  He  sincerely  sym- 
pathised with  the  object  of  the  Motion, 
and  he  admitted  that  the  initial  state- 
ment in  the  Preamble  was  correct-  — 
namely,  that  the  means  at  present  in 
force  in  Ireland  for  obtaining  allotments 
were  inadequate  or  had  been  inadequately 
worked.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man suggested  in  his  Motion  that  all  the 
facilities  for  obtaining  land  possessed  by 
England  should  be  at  once  extwded  to 
Ireland.  What  meaning  did  he  attribute 
to  "at  once'*?  Did  he  mean  that  any- 
thing could  be  done  except  by  legisla- 
tion ?  Did  he  mean  during  the  present 
Session  ?  Did  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  mean  that  small  holders 
should  be  enabled  to  increase  their 
holdings  by  means  of  the  rates  other 
small  holders  had  to  pay  ?  If  that  was 
the  principle  put  forward,  he  should  like 
to  see  it  put  forward  in  rather  more 
detail  before  he  committed  himself  to  it. 
The  Government  had  announced  for 
Thursday  a  Bill  to  reimitate  evicted' 
tenants  in  Ireland.  Was  that  Bill  to  be 
set  aside  ?  He  said  the  Evicted  Tenants* 
Bill  represented  the  most  urgent  needs  of 
Ireland,  and  was  more  likely  to  pass 
through  its  several  stages  if  the  Govern- 
ment were  not  asked  to  add  another  Irish 
Bill  to  their  programme  extending  to 
Ireland  the  complicated  arrangements 
with  regard  to  allotments.  It  was  only 
on  Wednesday  that  they  succeeded  in 
getting  Uie  Second  Beading  of  a 
Bill  to  amend  the  Land  Acts.  Were 
they  :to  abandon  the  advantage  of  the 
Second  Reading  of  that  Bill  in  order 
to  embark  at  this  stage  upon  this  new 
and  complicated  scheme  ?  The  Motion 
suggested  that  the  Poor  Law  Boards  and 
other  Public  Bodies  should  be  used  for 
the  purposes  of  the  scheme.  In  Ireland 
there  was  no  body  even  partially  elected 
except  the  Board  of  Guardians,  and  to 
their  constitution  was  due  the  failure  of 
the  Labourers'  Act  in  Ireland.  For 
himself  he  could  not  look  forward  with 
any  confidence  to  the  result  of  proposals 
which  would  place  these  mighty  powers 
in  the  hands  of  Boards  of  Guardians. 
There  was  no  other  Public  Body  in  Ire- 
land except  the  Grand  Jury,  and  that 
body  was  composed  altogether  of  land- 
lords. His  contention  was  that  the 
Boards  of  GuardiBpz3r©f«^^»^gttl>le 
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to  the  work,  as  thej  were  composed,  to 
the  extent  of  oue-haJf,  of  UndlordB,  and 
M  to  the  GoTerument  DepartmentB,  to 
which  hU  hou.  and  gallant  Friend  would 
resort  as  a  last  resource,  they  were  the 
curse  of  Ireland.  That  was  the  common 
opinion  of  politicians  of  every  shade. 
He  declared  positivelj  that  he  was  not 
prepared,  either  now  or  on  any  other 
occasion,  to  give  his  assent  to  any  Resolu- 
tion whifh  suggested  that  the  local  rates 
of  Ireland — money  paid  out  of  the  hard 
labours  of  the  people— should  be  ad- 
ministered by  two  or  three  gentlemen 
sitting  in  Dublin,  nominated  probably 
by  a  Tory  Gorernment.  He,  however, 
heartily  sympathised  with  the  object  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  and,  if 
he  would  leave  out  from  his  Motion  all 
reference  to  "  machinery,"  he  was  pre- 
pared to  support  it. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  was  willing 
to  meet  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  to  omit  the  words  "machinery 
or  Councils  used  io  England,"  as  he  bad 
suggested. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  MoRLEr,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  often  think  that  it  is  a 
spiking  instance  of  the  irony  of  fate  that 
I,  who  am  one  of  those  who  strongly 
believe  that  Ireland  is  entitled  to  the 
conduct  of  her  own  affairs,  yet  on  account 
of  the  exigeoeies  of  the  Office  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  bear,  it  should  fall  to 
my  lot  day  by  day  and  almost  hour  by 
hour  to  interfere  in  reference  to  Irish 
affairs  and  to  decide  matters  of  this  kind. 
To-night  we  have  had  a  Debate  in  which 
a  number  of  gentlemen  from  Irelaud  have 
taken  part,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
I  think  this  Debate  is  not  otherwise  than 
a  memorable  one.  The  hou.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  who  moved  that  Motion  took  a 
very  easy  and  rather  lax  view  of  the  terms 
of  his  own  Motion.  He  said  this  was  a 
Motion  for  conferring  facilities  upon  tbo 
labourers  in  Ireland  such  as  are  enjoyed 
in  England  in  reference  to  the  acquire- 
ments of  allotments,  and  that  this  was  to 
be  done  through  a  certain  Executive 
Body.  I  was  amazed  to  see,  as  the 
crown  and  climax  of  this  proposal,  that 
if  no  other  body  could  be  found  the  exe- 
cativo  work  is  to  proceed  from  no 
less  a  bated  place  than  Dublin  Castle. 
The  hon.  aud  learned  Gentleman  oppo- 
site desires  to  see  this  reform  carried  out, 
and  it  is  this  important  question  that  has 
brought  ns  down  to  the  House  to-night 

Mr,  Sejeton 


in  order  to  join  issue  upon  it.  We 
wished  to  hear  what  would  be  said  by 
our  Irish  friends  on  the  proposal  that 
this  great  social  reform  should  be  ad- 
ministered from  Dublin  Castle— that 
dreadful  seatof  the  Groverument  not  infre- 
quently called  the  "Parliamentary  Sink,** 
and  which  was  usually  held  up  to  public 
opprobrium.  The  hou.  aud  gallant  Gea- 
tleman  has  given  up  the  question  of  the 
machinery,  and  so  I  will  not  go  into  that. 
I  cannot  help,  however,  remarking  that 
it  shows  how  elastic  Irish  politics  are 
when  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  can 
so  easily  accept  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  G^entleman.  I  suppose  from 
what  has  been  said  that  the  same  easy 
urangements  are  to  be  found  in  the  way 
in  which  hon.  Members  paired. 
,  Mr.  CARSON  :  I  think  it  is  only  fair 
to  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
roisunderstood  the  point  that  has  been 
raised. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  beg  to  apologise  ; 
but  I  think  the  combination  of  the  pair 
I  have  guessed  as  the  hon.  Memb^ 
alluded  to  make  a  very  promising 
assumption  for  my  remark. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  I  nnderatand  that  at 
any  rate  the  hon,and  learned  Gentleman, 
who  is  one  of  the  pau-  referred  to,  ia 
absolved  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  I  only  mean 
that  such  a  combination  would  have 
t>een  in  accordance  with  the  proceedings 
of  a  Parliament  on  College  Green.  All 
such  arrangements  we  know,  of  course, 
are  "  make-believes." 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  suggest  that  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  has  brought  forward 
the  Motion  merely  as  a  "  make-believe"  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  not  made 
myself  well  understood.  The  question  is, 
what  view  the  Government  takes  of  this 
Motion  ?  As  it  is  now  worded,  the  Mo- 
tion is  an  impossible  one,  because  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  asks  that  the 
facilities  should  be  "  at  once  "  extended 
to  Ireland.  If  the  bon.  Gentleman  means 
by  "at  once"  this  Session,  then  the 
House  knows  that  the  realisation  of  such 
an  object  is  absolutely  impossible. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  Why  do  you  not 
bring  in  a  Bill  this  Session? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  really  cannot, 
at  this  hour  of  the  evening,  and  after  the 
day's  labours,  argue  that  point  at  present; 
but  the  hon.  Member  knows  perfectly 
well  that  it  cani^J,l^,^(inyj,5^hoa. 
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Members  for  Ireland  are  prepared  to 
sacrifice  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  REDMOND  :  Sacrifice  one  of 
your  English  Bills. 

Mb.  J.MORLEY  :  The  hoa.  Member 
im  Waterford  asks  the  Government  to 
sacrifice  an  English  Bill.  [A  Voice  : 
Tea  :  the  Local  Veto  Bill.]  So  far  as 
the  GoTCinmeDt  have  gone  tbej  bare 
placed  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill  down 
for  an  earlj  daj,  and  when  that  Bill  is 
disposed  of  it  will  be  for  me,  as  Irish 
Minister,  to  press  upon  the  attention  of 
m;^  colleagues  any  other  Irish  Bills  in 
addition  to  that  and  the  measure  dealing 
with  land  in  Ireland.  Everyone  who 
examines  the  subject  agrees  that  the 
Labourers*  Acts  applying  to  Ireland  are 
cumbersome,  dilatory,  and  expensive. 
When,  however,  I  am  asked  to  extend 
the  same  facilities  to  Ireland  as  exist  in 
England  without  any  provision  being 
made  for  the  machinery  which  exists  In 
England,  theu  I  must  say  that  I  am 
being  asked  to  take  what  is  not  a  very 
practicable  course.  The  hon.  and  learnt 
Member  for  Dublio  University  asked  bow 
it  was  that  the  nuchiuery  of  County 
Councils  and  Parish  Councils  did  not 
exist  ID  Ireland  as  in  England.  I  am 
amased  at  that  question,  especially  when 
the  House  recalls  the  project  brought 
in  by  the  hon.  Gentleman^s  Leaders  in 
eonnection  with  the  extension  of  local 
government  in  Ireland.  That  project  was 
BO  fa^le  and  ridiculous  that  it  literally 
appeared  for  one  night  on  the  floor  of 
the  House  and  was  never  heard  of  more. 

Mb.  CARSON  :  The  Local  Govem- 
Dtent  Bill  passed  a  Second  Reading  by 
95  votes. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Bill  was 
admittedly  an  imperfect  measure,  and 
there  was  no  serious  attempt  made 
by  the  Leaders  of  the  hou.  Mem- 
ber to  create  in  Ireland  that  local 
machinery  which  would  have  enabled  the 
Government  to  apply  to  Ireland  the 
machinery  of  the  Labourers*  Acts.  I 
agree  with  what  has  been  said  as  to  the 
position  of  the  labourer  in  Ireland.  The 
Reports  made  by  the  Land  Sub-Commis- 
sionerB  as  to  the  condition  of  the  Irish 
labourer  were  about  as  dis^reeable  read- 
ing as  anyone  caring  for  the  reputation 
of  his  country  and  Government  could 
possibly  have.  I  agree,  therefore,  that 
the  mattOT  deara^es  eaiiy  and  serious 
consideration,  and  undoubtedly  it  would 
be  the  business  of  any  Government,  if 
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time  allowed,  to  endeavour  to  legislate  in 
the  direction  indicated  by  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member.  But  as 
things  are,  and  looking  at  the  small 
amount  of  time  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Goverument,  being,  as  it  is,  already  fairly 
divided  between  all  those  who  have  com- 
peting claims  on  that  time,  it  is  im- 
possible for  me  to  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment  could  assent  to  the  Motion  if  the 
bon.  Member  really  means  that  the  Go- 
vernment are  expected  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
at  once.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
strike  out  the  words  "at  once,"  leaving 
the  Motion  an  expression  of  an  opinion 
that  the  condition  of  the  labourers  in 
Ireland  urgently  demands  the  attention  of 
the  Government,  I  shall  offer  no  opposi- 
tion to  the  Motion.  The  proceedings  of 
this  evening,  however,  only  afford  a 
further  illustration  of  the  unfitness  of  this 
Parliament  to  keep  within  ite  own  hands 
the  power  of  making  laws  for  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  how  it 
is  that  Parliament  has  not  passed  a  Parish 
Councils  Act  for  Irelaud.  The  answer 
is  perfectly  simple,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  knows  it  very  well. 
This  Parliament  is  already  overloaded 
beyond  endurance,  and  it  is  absolutely 
impossible  for  ns  to  deal  with  all  the 
other  claims  that  come  to  us  from  Ire- 
land. In  assentii^;  to  this  Motion,  I  am 
doing  no  more  than  assenting-  to  the 
statement  that  this  is  a  claim  which  the 
responsible  Government  ought  to  admit. 

Mb.  D.  R.  PLUNKET  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  shall  not  speak  for  more  than 
one  moment.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  appealed  to  me  in  confirmation  of  a 
statement  he  made.  He  intimated  to 
the  House  that  the  Local  Government 
Bill  introduced  by  the  lato  Government 
was  not  seriously  proposed,  and  that  I, 
amongst  other  Memb^  who  were  in  the 
House  at  the  time,  was  well  aware  that 
such  was  the  case. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  beg  pardon.  If 
I  used  the  word  "proposed"  I  was 
wrong.    I  meaat  not  seriously  pressed. 

Mb.  D.  R.  PLUNKET  :  Well,  if  so, 
why  was  it  not  seriously  pressed  ?  I  re- 
member well  the  evening  on  which  that 
proposal,  which  had  been  seriously  made, 
and  I  believe  might  have  been  carried, 
into  a  useful  Act  of  Parliament,  was  met 
by  a  well-prepared  theatrical  exhibition 
of  contempt  and  ridicule.  On  what 
ground  was  the  principle  of  the  Bill  re- 
sisted ?   Because  the  "?^^J)^fg'^^ 
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man  and  his  friends  had  a  far  better  plan 
to  propose.  And  what  was  the  result  of  their 
proposition  of  that  plan  ?  Not  only  was 
that  plan  overthrown :  not  only  has  it  been 

now  abandoned          [^Ministerial  cries 

o/""No!"]  I  say  it  has  been  at  present 
abandoned,  and  that  the  utmost  desire  of 
the  right  hoD.  Gentleman,  and  his  friends, 
and  of  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  who 
Bit  below  the  Ghtnf^ay  is  to  put  off  as 
far  as  possible  the  decision  of  the  people 
of  this  country  upon  the  merits  of  that 
Bill.  And  what  is  the  reason  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  advances  this 
evening  for  not  holding  out  any  hope 
of  giving  effect  to  the  object  of  the 
Resolution  which  is  now  before  us  ?  It 
is  that  in  this  Session,  so  overloaded  as 
it  is  with  business,  it  would  be  a  farce 
for  him  to  say  he  would  introduce  any 
measure,  however  good,  which  might  be 
proposed  by  the  Lish  Representatives 
in  addition  to  those  already  in  the  pro- 
gramme. And  why  is  this  ?  Because 
the  fiiilure  of  the  measure  which  his 
Government  introduced  with  a  view  of 
extending  local  government  in  Ireland 
was  so  much  more  a  complete  failure 
than  that  which  he  has  this  evening 
tried  to  treat  with  ridicule  that  the 
whole  of  the  energies  of  Parliament  has 
been  exhausted  in  the  abortive  attempt 
to  pass  it ;  the  whole  of  the  first  Session 
of  this  Parliament  has  been  wasted,  and 
what  remains  now  of  what  is  only  an  elec- 
tioneering Session  is  to  be  occupied  with 
the  endeavour  to  put  before  country 
a  series  of  bogus  proposals  which  no  one 
has  the  smallest  idea  will  ever  be  carried 
into  effect,  in  order  to  give  the  people  of 
this  country  the  opportunity  of  forgetting 
the  ntter  failure,  of  the  measure  of  local 
government. 

Mr.  J.  E.  REDMOND  (Waterford) 
regretted  extremely  the  turn  the  Debate 
had  taken.  He  regretted  the  speech  of 
the  bon.  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr.  Sexton) 
and  some  supporters  of  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary (Mr.  J.  Morley).  It  would  have 
been  better,  if  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
would  allow  him  to  say  so,  if  he  had  not 
used  such  a  phrase  as  "  make-believe/* 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  there 
must  be  some  make-believo  in  a  Motion 
which  concluded  with  a  recommendation 
that  further  powers  should  be  given  to 
"  the  Castle."  There  was  no  such  recom- 
mendation in  the  Resolution,  and  he 
thought  it  wonld  have  been  better  if  the 

Mr.  D.  R.  Pltmket 


right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  replying  to  an 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  (Colonel  Nolan) 
who  through  a  long  life  had  been  con- 
nected with  Irish  national  politics  and 
with  industrial  advancement  and  the 
welfare  of  the  labourers  in  Ireland,  had 
not  directed  against  him  that  which  he 
(Mr.  Redmond)  must  regard,  whether  it 
was  BO  intended  or  not,  as  a  most  offen- 
sive phrase.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend, 
in  bringing  forward  the  Motion,  had  been 
guilty  of  no  make-believe  whatever.  His 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  desired  to  obtain 
from  the  House  a  declaration  of  prin- 
ciple and  nothing  more — a  declaration 
that  the  same  facilities  should  be  given 
to  the  Irish  labourers  for  obtaining  allot- 
ments as  had  already  been  given  by 
Statute  to  the  English  labourers.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  objected  to  vote  in 
favour  of  the  Resolntion,  because  be  said 
he  conld  not  agree  to  all  its  details.  Ho 
had,  hovever,  admitted  that  on  Wednw- 
day  afternoons  it  had  been  his  piaetiee  to 
vote  in  favour  of  Bills,  many  of  the 
leading  details  of  whidi  be  did  not 
approve, 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  never  said 

"leading  details." 

♦Mr.  J.  E.  REDMOND  said,  that,  of 
course,  he  did  not  know  what  would  be 
the  provisions  of  the  Evicted  Tenants* 
Bill  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  going  to  introduce  next 
week,  but  he  knew  that  when  Mr. 
O'Kelly,  who  was  then  Member  for 
Roscommon,  introduced  a  Bill  which 
provided  not  only  for  the  compulsory 
retaking  of  land  for  restoration  to  the 
evicted  tenants,  but  for  the  compulsory 
expulsion  of  the  "planters"  without  any 
compensation  whatever,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  voted  for  the  Second  Reading. 
He  should  be  anxious  to  see  on  Thursday 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
put  that  lending  provision  iato  his  own 
Bill.  He  had  listened  witii  pain  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  tor  Kerry 
(Mr.  Sexton),  because  he  had  been  unable 
to  avoid  the  feeling  that  if  the  Motion 
had  proceeded  from  another  quarter  of 
the  House  it  would  have  received  more 
indulgent  treatment  at  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's hands.  The  hon.  Member  had 
appeared  more  anxious  to  pick  holes  in 
the  phraseology  of  the  Motion  than  to 
give  a  cordial  assent  to  its  principle* 
which,  in  the  end,  he  had  to  admit  wu 
a  good  principle.  The  Motion  was  not 
to  be  treated  as  if  it  were-a  BilLi  Hib 
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hoD.  and  gallant  Friend  had  stated  that 
he  was  willing  to  omit  those  portionR  of 
it  which  dealt  with  machinery,  and  to 
limit  it  to  a  declaration  of  principle.  By 
a  strange  oomhination  of  eircurastances 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  BnsBell)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kerry  (Mr.  Sexton)  were  sailiug  in  the 
same  boat.  They  both  objected  to  the 
retention  of  the  words  "  at  once,"  because 
forsooth  "at  once  "  must,  in  their  opinion, 
mean  the  present  Session.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Kerry,  in  order  to  show  that 
this  mast  be  so,  advanced  the  fact  that 
they  were  only  in  the  month  of 
April.  He  (Mr.  Redmond)  wonid  recall 
to  the  recollection  of  the  House 
the  famous  Itesolutiou  passed  on  the 
24th  of  March,  1893,  declaring  that 
the  principle  of  Uie  payment  of  Members 
should  be  put  in  force  "forthwith."  The 
present  L^er  of  the  HouBe  (Sir  W. 
Harcourt),  in  his  speech  on  that  Reso- 
lution, asked  what  hon.  Members 
imagined  "  forthwith "  meant,  where- 
upon the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  in- 
terjected, "  It  means  this  Session."  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  then  said — 

"  That  Ib  not  the  legal  mterpretation  of  the 
word.  They  beliere  that  in  accepting  this 
Motion  we  accept  it  dmply  with  the  intention 
ot  carrying;  it  out  as  bood  as  we  are  able  to  do 
so.   In  that  eense  I  sapport  the  Motion." 

And  in  that  sense  the  Cbief  Secretary 
(Mr.  J.  Morley)  and  all  the  Members  of 
the  GoTemraent  voted  in  favour  of  the 
Resolution.  He  (Mr.  Redmond)  failed 
altogether  to  see  the  difference  between 
"  forthwith  "  and  "  at  once,"  and  for  his 
part  he  regarded  the  Motion,  oontaining 
as  it  did  the  words  "  at  once,"  simply  as 
a  declaration  that  as  soon  as  possible 
faiulities  for  acquiring  allotments  should 
be  extended  to  Irish  labourers.  The 
right  hon.  Grentleman  (Mr.  J.  Morley) 
bad  said  it  was  impossible  to  introduce 
a  Bill  on  the  subjectthis  Session.  Why  ? 
It  was  not  impossible  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  introduce  Bills  which  they  had 
no  intention  of  carrying.  Last  Session 
with  a  flourish  of  trumpets  the  Local 
Veto  Bill,  the  Welsh  Disestablishment 
Bill,  and  other  measures  were  intro(lace<I 
by  the  Government  as  a  pledge  of  the  ad- 
herence to  the  great  principles  contained 
in  them,  but  to-night  the  House  was  told 
that  the  mere  introduction  of  an  Irish  Al- 
lotments Bill  would  prevent  the  passage 
of  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill.  Surely, 
the  mere  introduction  of  such  a  Bill, 


which  would  only  occupy  the  House  for  a 
single  night,  could  not  by  any  possibility 
militate  against  the  chances  of  the  pas- 
sage of  the  other  measure.  Headmitted 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  pass  an 
Irish  Allotments  Bill  into  law  this  Ses- 
sion. But  was  there  no  value  in  intro- 
ducing a  Bill,  and  pledging  its  promoters 
to  its  principle  ?  Had  there  been  no 
value  in  such  a  process  a  great  deal  of 
time  would  have  been  saved  since  the 
present  Government  came  into  Office.  If 
the  Government  were  in  favour  of  the 
principle  of  the  Motion,  tbere  was  no 
reason  why  they  should  not  adopt  it. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  would 
suggest  that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(Colonel  Nolan)  should  stand  by  the 
words  "  at  once,"  and  should  press  the 
Motion  to  a  Division. 

*SiB  A.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
that  a  question  of  principle  was  raised  by 
the  Motion,  and  upon  that  question  the 
only  possible  standing  ground  for  the 
Unionist  Party,  in  his  opinion,  was  the 
standing  ground  of  equality  between  the 
various  branches  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
It  might  be  difficult,  and  in  some  casra 
almost  impossible  to  transplant  institu- 
tions bodily  ;  but  the  oiionmstances  of 
the  three  countries  were  not  so  dissimilar 
that  where  advantages  were  conferred  on 
one  they  could  not,  as  a  general  rule, 
be  applied  to  the  others.  The  chief 
difficulty  that  had  been  raised  on  this 
particular  question  was  that  on  thealleged 
absence  of  the  necessary  local  machinery. 
He  greatly  regretted  that  no  Local  Go- 
vernment Bill  had  been  passed  for  Ire- 
land. It  ought  to  have  been  otherwise, 
and  was  promised.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  however, 
cost  some  ridicule  upon  the  idea-  of 
such  rural  institutions  as  allotments 
1)eing  provided  for  in  the  case  of 
towns,  he  altogether  forgot  that  the  best 
instance  of  the  working  of  the  allotment 
system  in  this  country  and  the  very  ex- 
ample on  which  it  had  been  founded  was 
that  of  Nottingham,  one  of  our  largest 
and  most  populous  towns.  He  had  him- 
self frequently  observed  the  miserable 
conditions  under  which  labourers  lived 
in  the  towns  of  Ireland,  and  he  could 
oonceive  nothing  that  would  be  more 
useful  than  to  give  these  men  the  advan- 
tage of  being  able  to  obtain  allotmentB 
in  theu*  neighbourhoods.  It  was  near 
towns  that  allotments  could  be  made 
most  paying  and  8<^,i«»«J  t«efeif)gl5» 
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the  tenaDts,  allotments  were  a  stimulus 
and  a  help  :  to  the  landlords  they  gave, 
in  his  opinion,  at  all  events  when  near 
towns,  one  of  the  very  best  investments, 
whilst^  in  addition,  they  associated  larger 
numbers  with  the  land  and  so  atrengthened 
the  landed  interest.  There  was  one 
special  point  of  view  in  which  allot- 
ments would  be  bene6cial  to  Ireland,  and 
that  was  in  cultivating  that  collective 
spirit  in  connection  with  modern  agricul- 
ture which  was  essential  to  its  success. 
Some  attempt  had  been  made  to  establish 
a  collective  system  in  Ireland  in  relation 
to  agriculture,  and,  happily,  there  had 
been  some  effort  to  give  the  benefit  of  au 
agricultural  education  to  pupils  in  the 
elementary  schools.  In  one  national 
school  in  Ireland  he  had  seen  a  better 
example  of  this  than  he  had  ever 
witnessed  in  England.  A  small  farm  was 
attached  to  the  school  he  spoke  of,  and 
the  children  were  instructed  in  the 
principles  and,  to  some  extent,  in  the 
practice  of  agriculture.  The  advantages 
of  collectivism  in  regard  to  agriculture 
were  apparent  in  some  of  the  smaller 
countries  of  Europe,  tike  Belgium  and 
Denmark,  and  he  bad  once  heajrd  one  of 
-the  largest  exporters  of  agricultural  pro- 
duce from  Denmark  to  this  country  say  that 
if  agriculture  iu  Ireland  were  more  coUec- 
tiv^y  treated  it  would  become  Jiie  great 
rival  of  Denmark  in  i^rioaltural  matters. 
He  believed  in  the  principle  of-eqnality  of 
treatment,  and  of  giving  to  all  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom  that  which  had  proved 
beneficial  in  the  others  in  cases  which 
similar  conditions  existed  which  would 
make  the  principle  capable  of  practical  ap- 
plication. He  supported  the  Motion.  He 
felt  that  the  difiicuity  as  to  machinery  had 
beentoagreatextentexaggerated.  In  the 
towns  it  already  existed  in  the  mnnicipali- 
tiesBnd  towu-comiiiissious,  and  elsewhere, 
if  necesftHry,aiul  so  greatdid  he  believetbe 
value  of  allotments  to  be,  that  he  would 
advocate  the  creation  of  machinery  ad 
hoc  to  meet  the  necessities  of  the  case. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) 
said,  that  as  one  who  had  consistently  in 
season  and  out  of  season  endeavoured  to 
do  what  he  could  on  behalf  of  the  Irish 
labourers,  he  would  like  to  take  part  hi 
this  Debate,  and  to  say  that  he  was  abso- 
lutely in  favour  of  tlie  Motion.  If  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Meml)er  who  introilucctl 
the  Motion  allowed  his  mind  to  go  Imck 
to  the  year  1888  he  would  recollect  that 
»t  that  time,  when  there  was  an  AUot- 
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ments  Bill  brought  forward  for  the  benefit 
of  English  labourers,  he  (Dr.  Tanner) 
did  his  best  to  have  the  Bill  extended  so 
that  Irish  labourers  would  be  benefited 
by  it.  He  had  already  succeeded  in 
getting  one  Bill  passed  for  the  Irish 
labourer,  which  gave  him  a  half  acre  of 
land,  but  he  found  there  was  a  lot  of 
trouble  experienced  in  getting  ^e  addi- 
tional acre  for  him.  It  had  again  and 
again  been  pointed  out  that  one  of  the 
great  difficulties  the  Irish  labourer  expe- 
rienced was  caused  by  the  intermittent 
character  of  his  labour,  and  accordingly  if 
he  got  an  extra  grant  of  land  it  must  be 
for  the  benefit  of  the  labourer  and  the 
ratepayer  as  well,  inasmuch  as  it  would 
keep  him  off  the  rates  and  give  him  an 
opportunity  of  cultivating  the  land.  If 
it  was  d(Hie^  they  would  raise  a  great 
weight  and  incubus  off  the  shooldera  of 
the  labourers  of  Ireland.  For  his  own 
part  he  regretted  to  say  that  oottages  had 
not  been  erected  in  many  parts  of  the 
country,  and  he  hoped  before  long  that 
every  labourer  who  needed  a  cottage 
would  have  one. 

Dit.  COMMINS  (Cork  Co.,  S.E.) 
said,  that  having  regard  to  the  practical 
unanimity  with  which  this  Motion  had 
been  received  in  all  quarters  of  the 
House,  he  thought  it  would  be  a  great 
pity  if  that  unanimity  was  not  utilised  to 
further  account.  He  thought  that  might 
be  done  by  leaving  out  the  words  *'  at  once." 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  No,  certainly  not. 

Dr.  COMMINS  :  And  substitute  for 
them  the  words  "as  soon  as  possible.^* 
He  had  great  pleasure  in  moving  an 
Amendment  to  that  effect. 

Mb.  speaker  :  That  is  not  possible 
now. 

•Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich) 
said,  that  if  any  alteration  were  made  in 
the  Motion  at  all  it  should  be  to  say  that 
this  thing  should  have  been  done  long 
ago.  He  had  travelled  in  Ireland  and 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  many 
labourers  were  occupying  land  which 
could  not  by  any  means  produce  a  proper 
livelihood.  It  was  full  of  water,  and  was 
only  cultivated  because  the  people  could 
not  get  good  land.  Good  land  they 
ought  to  be  able  to  get,  as  there  waa 
plenty  of  it.  Labtiurers  ought  to  be  able 
to  get  a  reasonable  quantity  of  laud — 
freehold  laud  he  preferred — on  the  prin- 
ciple that  if  a  man  was  his  own  landlord 
he  would  not  shoot  himself.  A  great 
many  difficulties  woif Id  t>€i;;g9HlX4^j» 
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future  by  increasiag  the  number  of  free- 
boldera  and  giving  a  larger  number  of 
people  an  interest  in  the  soil.  He  sym- 
pathised with  the  Motion,  and  was  sur- 
prised the  Chief  Secretary  had  not  readily 
grasped  the  opportunity  it  afforded  him 
of  agreeing  to  do  now,  by  means  of  a  brief 
Act,  that  which  ought  to  have  been  done 
before. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  cousidered  it  was 
most  unfortunate  the  Chief  Secretary 
should  have  met  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Galway  in  the  unfriendly 
spirit  he  had  displayed.  Irish  Members 
had  from  time  to  time  been  held  up  to 
the  censure  of  the  country  for  behaving 
in  a  discourteous  way.  It  was  said  some- 
times that  they  could  not  treat  their 
opponents  with  that  courtesy  which 
ought  to  prevail  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. He  did  not  think  that  in  the  10 
years  he  had  been  in  Parliament  he  had 
heard  even  a  much-despised  Irish  Mem- 
ber say  anything  so  discourteous  to  an 
opponent  as  that  be  was  guilty  of  a 
"  make-believe"  when  he  took  the  trouble 
to  come  down  to  the  House  and  move  a 
Resolution  which  was  admittedly  of  a 
serious  nature.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  must  know  very 
well  that  the  Irish  Members,  with  all 
their  fiiulte  and  failings,  were  not  given 
to  withdrawing  anything  to  which  they 
had  committed  themselves,  and  he 
strongly  advised  his  hon.  Friend  to  hold 
his  ground,  in  order  to  show  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  when  he  wanted 
anything  to  be  done  be  must  treat  even  a 
Member  of  a  small  Party  with  some 
d^;ree  of  courtesy,  and  not  accuse 
him  of  being  guilty  of  a  "make- 
believe,  "  which  was  a  most  offensive 
term.  He  (Mr.  W.  Redmond)  had 
been  amused  at  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  said  that  he  quite  approved 
of  tne  Resolution,  who  spoke  of  the 
unanimity  of  the  support  it  was  receiving, 
but  objected  to  the  words  "  at  once." 
He  (Mr.  W.  Redmond)  thought  that  if 
a  tiling  was  good  it  could  not  be 
adopted  too  soon.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  said  that  a 
Bill  could  not  be  introduced  on  this  ques- 
tion, because  on  Thursday  he  was  going 
to  introduce  the  £victed  Tenants  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  affected  to 
believe  that  the  Mover  of  the  Resolution 
and  his  friends  desired  to  see  the  ques- 
tion of  allotments  for  Irish  labourers  put 
before  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill.  The 


Chief  Secretary  knew  very  well  that  the 
supporters  of  that  Resolution  bad  no 
desire  to  interfere  with  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Bill,  as  to  which  they  had  all 
along  been  endeavouring  to  drag 
some  declaration  from  him.  The 
Government  bad  engaged  the  Hoiue 
for  a  considerable  length  of  time 
with  the  Parish  Councils  Bill  ud 
other  measures  which  did  not  affect 
the  Irish  people,  and  he  thought  that  at 
least  the  Government  would  undertake  to 
prepare  a  measure  in  the  interest  of  Irish 
labourers,  seeing  that  they  could  find 
time  to  introduce  Bills  for  registration, 
local  veto,  and  other  measures  of  that 
description.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  say  that  the  Evicted  Tenants 
Bill — for  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
man  seemed  to  liave  acquired  a  burning 
solicitude  during  the  past  few  days — 
would  be  proceeded  with  and  curied 
through  this  Session  before  the  House 
was  asked  to  undertake  the  cumbrous 
task  of  going  into  Committee  on  the 
Registration  Bill,  the  present  matter 
would  be  allowed  to  stand  over.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  perfectly 
well,  when  betaunted  the  bon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  (Colonel  Nolan)  and  his 
friends  with  desiring  to  put  the  labourers 
of  Ireland  and  these  allotments  under  the 
system  of  Dublin  Castle,  he  was  in- 
sinuating what  he  did  not  believe.  He 
would  ten  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  Irish  people  wished  to  rule  their  own 
country.  He  would  tell  hon.  Gentlemen 
op^ositd  that  they  hoped  to  control  their 
own  affairs,  and  to  dear  out  Dublin  Castle 
root  and  branch.  He  meant  nothing 
personally  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  J.  Morley),  but  he  and  the  officials 
of  the  English  system  would  not  be 
wanted  in  Ireland  when  the  Irish 
people  conducted  their  own  a&iirs. 
At  present  he  failed  to  see  that  there 
was  any  immediate  prospect  of  Dublin 
Castle  being  done  away  with.  So  far 
from  this  Motion  being  i\  "  make- 
lielieve  "  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
who  moved  it  was  perfectly  sincere  at 
heart,  his  endeavour  being  to  get  a  state- 
ment of  opinion  from  the  House,  for 
something  should  be  done  to  plant  the 
people  of  Ireland  on  th^ir  nittive  soil. 
Ho  could  assure  hon.  Members  who  were 
not  intimately  acquainted  with  Ireland 
that  this  was  an  extremely  pressing 
matter.  The  Irish  Members  wished  to 
get  some  employment  for  (^'^rfi^l'lli^^ 
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and  to  put  a  stop  to  the  terrible  drain  of 
emigration  which  was  depopulating  their 
country.     This,  as  Liberal  Members 
opposite  must  know,  had  gone  on  for 
years,  because  there  was  no  means  of 
obtaining  employment  for  the  people. 
He  wished  to  say  that  his  dead  leader, 
Mr.  Pamell,  was  the  greatest  friend  the 
labourers  of  Ireland  liad  ever  possessed. 
Hon.  Members  near  might  wish  to  dis- 
pute this,  but  it  was  a  well-known  fact, 
which  he  now  challenged  them  to  deny. 
He  cared  not  what  man  in  that  House 
had  obtained  the  chance  in  the  ballot  or 
irho  had  moved  the  Labourers*  Act. 
They  must  all  know,  and  know  very 
well,  that  it  was  the  hand  of  that  great 
dead  man  which  had  drafted  all  the  pro- 
visions of  that  measure,  although  others 
tried  to  take  the  credit  afterwards.  He 
not  only   drafted  it,  but  he  pushed  it 
safely  through  that  House.    The  men 
who  had  these  cottages  erected  for  them 
must  certainly  never  forget  that  the  whole 
of  the  work  of  getting  that  measure  through 
Parliament  was  done  by  Faruell,  who 
had  always  laboured  to  root  both  the 
peasants  and  the  farmers  of  Ireland  in 
the  soil.    He  hoped  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (Colonel  Nolan)  would  press  his 
Motion  to  a  Division,  and  try  and  get  the 
labourers  facilities  for  getting  at  the 
land.    If  he  (Mr.  Redmond)  was  to  be 
the  only  man  with  him  in  the  Lobby  he 
would  insist  on  pressing  this  matter  to  a 
Division.  He  failed  to  see  why  heat  had 
been    imparted    into    the  discussion. 
[^Laughter.']     Hon.  Members  laughed, 
but  he  could  assure  them  that  it  was  not 
he  who  had  introduced  it,  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  said  that  the 
Irish  Members  were  gnilty  of  a  "  make- 
believe."    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
agreed  with  the  Resolution  in  principle. 
It  was  simply  a  declaration  on  the  part 
of  the  House  that  something  should  be 
done  to  keep  ablebodied  Irishmen  on  the 
soil  of  their  country.  On  that  declaration 
ho  should  advise  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  to  go  to  a  Division. 

Mr.  FINKERTON  (Galway)  said, 
he  hoped  the  Chief  Secretary  would  not 
attach  too  much  im[K)rtanco  to  the  speccli 
of  the  hon.  Membiar  who  had  juat  aat 
down.  He  had  only  just  returned  to  this 
country. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND:  I  represent  as 
many  persons  in  this  House  as  you  do. 

Mil,  PINKERTON  said,  the  hon. 
Member  had  just  returned  from  Aus- 
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tralia,  and  this  was  the  first  opportunity 
he  had  had  of  unbosoming  himself. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  I  have  as  much 
right  to  speak  in  this  House  as  yon. 
Your  majority  was  only  50. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 

Mr.  PINKERTON  said,  as  the  hon. 
Member  attached  great  importance  to 
small  numbers,  a  majority  of  50  ought  to 
appeal  to  his  sympathy.  The  impression 
was  not  conveyed  to  his  (Mr.  Pinkertou's) 
mind  that  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  wauted  to  insult  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  (Colonel  Nolan). 
But  there  was  a  palpable  attempt  in  con- 
nection with  the  Motion  to  play  to  the 
gallery,  and  the  Tory  support  which  it 
received  was  transparently  dishonest. 
He  did  not  know  -whether  he  should  be 
in  order  in  moving  to  leave  ont  the  words 
"  at  once." 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  Not  unless  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member's  proposal  becomes 
the  substantive  Motion. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterfwd  had  withdrawn 
the  significance  from  the  words  "at 
once,"  which  was  the  ground  of  his  ob- 
jection to  them.  The  hou.  Member  said 
he  did  not  understand  by  the  words  that 
a  measure  was  to  be  passed  this  Session 
carrying  out  the  purpose  of  the  Resolu- 
tion. 

Mr.  J.  REDMOND  said,  he  did  not 
take  it  to  mean  that  a  Bill  should  be 
passed  into  law  this  Session.  But  he 
did  uot  say  that  a  Bill  should  not  bo 
formulated  lo  carry  out  the  Resolution. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  if  it  was 
clearly  understood  that  by  accepting  the 
Amendment  iu  the  form  in  which  it  was 
proposed  the  Government  were  not 
pledged  to  do  what  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  called  *'  formulate  a  proposal  to 
carry  out  the  Resolution'*  or  carry 
through  a  Bill  this  Session,  he  would 
accept. 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question,** 
put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  wonls 
be  there  addcil.** 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  interpretation 
given  by  the  Member  for  Waterfonl  re- 
moved any  objection  he  had  to  the  word- 
ing of  the  Motion. 

CoLOXEL  NOLAN  said,  he  would  strike 
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accordauce  vitb  the  auggestioDB  that  bad 
been  made,  and  it  would  read — 

"  That,  ia  the  opiaioQ  of  this  Hoiiae,  all  the 
facilities  for  obtaioiog  land  now  possessed  by 
EiigUnd  should  be  at  oace  exteudt»l  to  Ire- 
land." 

Mr.  J.  REDMOND  said,  that  the  iu- 
terpretation  he  put  upon  the  words  "  at 
once  "  was,  as  he  had  previously  stated, 
the  same  as  that  which  the  Chaocellor 
of  the  Exchequer  iput  upou  the  word 
forthwith  "  when  discussing  the  ques- 
tion of  the  payment  of  Members  on 
Uarch24.  1893— 

"  That  he  accepted  the  Motiou  with  the  honest 
Intention  of  carding  it  aa  aoon  as  possible." 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  he  had  stated 
the  interpretatiou  that  he  put  upou  the 
words,  and  it  was  in  view  of  that  iuter- 
pretation  that  he  assented  to  the  Motiou. 

Mr.  J.  REDMOND  :  What  is  it  ? 

Words  amended,  by  leaving  out  from 
the  words  to  Ireland,"  to  the  end  of  the 
Question. 

Words,  as  amended,  added. 

Uesolred,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
all  the  facilities  for  obtaining  land  now  poa- 
ses^  by  Bt^laod  should  be  at  once  extended 
to  Ireland. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  The  Clerk  will  now 
proceed  to  read  the  Orders  of  the  Day. 

Mr.  BROMLEY  -  DAVENPORT 
(Cheshire,  Macclesfield)  afked  whether 
be  ooaLd  not  move  the  following  Motion 
that  stood  on  the  Paper  in  his  name  : — 

"To  call  attention  to  the  condition  of  the  silk 
trade  in  this  country,  and  to  more,  that  this 
House,  having  regard  to  the  lamentable  decline 
of  the  silk  trade  in  the  country,  is  of  opinion 
that  a  moderate  duty  affecting  only  an  article 
of  Inxnry  ought  to  be  imposetl  upon  all  importeil 
msnofaetttred  silk." 

Mr.  SPEAKER  ;  It  is  uot  a  question 
for  me  but  for  the  Goveruraent. 

Mb.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  (Kent,  St. 
Augustine's)  said,  that  in  such  ctrcum- 
dtances  it  bad  always  been  the  practice 
to  set  up  Supply  again. 

Mb.  SPEAKER  :  It  is  entirely 
optional  for  the  GovenHnent  to  set  up 
Supply  again  or  not.  A  great  deal 
depends  upon  the  hour  of  t'le  night. 

Mr.  BROMLEY-bAVENPORT 
asked  whether  he  was  to  understand  that 
the  Goverumeut  were  anxious  that  this 
question  should  not  be  mised  ?  There 
was  atill  half  an  hour  remaining  in  which 
he  matter,  which  was  oue  of  enormous 
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and  pressing  and  vital  importance,  could 
have  been  considered. 

[No  answer  was  gtveu.]  ■ 

SOLICITOES  (IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  108.)  ^ 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Uill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Field.) 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dnbliu  University) 
said,  that  although  he  did  not  know  much 
about  the  controversial  details,  he  had 
received  a  couimuuication  from  the  In- 
corporated Law  Society  of  Ireland  stating 
that  the  Bill  was  iu  many  respects  an 
undesirable  oue,  aud  be  thought  that 
before  It  was  read  a  second  time  some 
explanation  should  be  made  concern- 
iuK  it. 

♦Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Uetfast,  S.) 
said,  be  would  like  to  know  whether  the 
Bill  had  been  priuted. 

Mk.  field  said,  the  Bill  was  priutetl 
last  year. 

Mit.  J.  MOULEY  said,  it  would  cer- 
tainly be  impossible  to  assent  to  the 
Sououd  Reading  on  this  ociiusiuu. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

LOCAL  OOVERNMJCST  (IRELAND)  PRO-  ^ 
VISIONAL    ORDER    (No.   2)  BILL. 
(No.  6.) 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE  PROVISIONAL  ^ 
ORDER  BILL.— (No.  147.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

WEMYdS,  &C.,  WATER  PK0TI3I0NAL 
ORDER  BILL. 

Oil  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate,  Bill  to 
con  Irra  a  Provisioual  Order  made  by  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland,  under  "The  Public  Health 
(Scotland)  Act,  18K7,"  relatiutr  to  VVemyas  and 
Buckhaven,  Mothil,  nrt<l  Innorluvcu  Water, 
onlcrwl  to  be  brought  iu  by  The  Lord  Adrocatp 
and  Hr,  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  flnt  time.  [Bill  168.] 

PRANGHTSES  (ENOLAND  AND  WALEs) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Barroir,  Bill  to  assimi- 
late all  the  Franchises  in  England  and  Wales, 
ordered  to  be  brooght  in  by  Mr.  Barrow,  Mr. 
Samuel  MoDtagfa,  Mr.  BeaiiEi^,  Mr.  Howell, 
Hr.  Stewart  Wallace,  and  Mr.  Benn. 

Bill  preaented,andreailfir8t  time.  [Bill  159.] 
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LEASEHOLD  PROrEKTV  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Hr.  Field,  Bill  to  enable  owncre 
or  taunts  havinfr  a  vested  interest  in  lands, 
hotues,  or  buBineex  to  acquire  by  purchase  or 
rent  tbe  iiitcrveiiiii(f  pcriotl  of  term  between 
the  exjriratiou  of  cxiating  lease  and  the 
originnl  leaue,  onlered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Field,  Mr.  Clancy,  and  Dr.  Kenny. 

BIU  preaentad,aiHl  read  tlrst  time.  [Bill  IM).] 

SOLTCITORS'  EXAMINATION  BILL. 
(No.  112). 

Cou^idured  m  Committee ;  Com- 
mittee report  Progresn ;  to  sit  agaiu 
upon  Monday  next. 

SELECTION  (STANDING  COJJMITTEKS). 

Trade,  &c. — Sir  John  Mowlrray  re- 
ported from  tiie  Committee  of  Selection; 
That  they  hail  diseliarged  (he  following 
Memiwr  from  the  Staudiug  Committee 
OQ  Trade  (iuclnding  Agricnlture  and 
Fishing),  Sbippiug,  and  Maunfacturee : 
Sir  John  Lublmck  ;  and  had  appointed 
in  HubstltutioD  :  Mr.  Heueage. 

Ordered,  That  the  Report  do  tie  upon 
the  Table. 

SuFi*LY, — Committee  upon  Monday 
next. 

SUPPLY   [12th  April]  BEPOBT. 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjonrned 
Debate  ou  (Question  [this  day], 

"That  thin  House  doth  agree  with  the  Com- 
mittee in  the  Hetiolution,  '  That  a  sum,  not  ci- 
ceedlnir  >C1.771.HUO,  be  granted  to  Her  Maje«ty. 
to  defray  the  Bxiiense  of  the  Ptrmmwl  for 
Shipbuilding,  Rcpnira.  ami  Maintenance,  in- 
cluding the  uoet  of  KKtablinhnients  of  Dock- 
yards and  Naval  Yanls  at  Home  anrl  Abroatt, 
which  will  come  in  course  of  (»avnie»t  iluring 
the  year  ending  on  the  Slut  day  of  Hiirch, 
1895."' 

Question  put,  and  agreeil  fo. 
SubKoquent  KeAoIiitions  agreed  to. 

IRISH  EDUCATION  ACT  (1892)  AMEND- 
MKNT  BILL.-(No.  107.) 
flECIIND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That 
the  Bill  )>e  now  read  a  second  time," 
put,  and  uegativod. 

PUBLIC   BUILDINGS    (LONDON)  BILL. 
(No.  79.) 

Considered  in  Committee ;  Committee 
report  Progress  ;  to  sit  agua  apou  Mon- 
day next. 


TREATY  SERIES  (No.  9,  1894). 
Copy  presented, — of  Agreement  be- 
tween Great  Britain  and  Portugal  for 
the  Insurance  of  Postal  Parcels.  Signed 
at  Lisbon  10th  March  1H94  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  npOD  the  Table. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**Thut  this  House  do  now  adjouru." 

Business  op  the  House. 

Mk.  BROMLEY-DAVENPORT 
(Cheshire,  Macrlesfield)  said,  he  desirecl 
to  call  attention  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Government.  He  desired  to  remind  them 
that  the  Government  had  already  robbed 
private  Memliers  of  tbe  time  of  the 
House.  He  had  been  fortunate  enough 
in  the  ballot  to  gain  second  {rfaee  to-day 
for  a  Mo  lion  of  vital  importance  to  a 
trade  which  was  once  a  great  industir — 
tbe  )!ilk  trade  of  this  country.  The 
people  were  starving,  and  he  desired  to 
draw  attention  to  the  subject.  For  two 
and  a  half  hours  they  had  listened  to  a 
Debate  about  Ireland  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  described  as  a  make-believe. 
At  first  the  Chief  Secretary  objected, 
aud  then  he  accepted  the  Resolution.  He 
wondered  why,  but  he  bad  since  dis- 
covered that  it  was  in  order  to  barke 
inquiry.  It  was  within  the  power  of  tbe 
Government  to  give  him  an  opportaoitr 
to  move  his  Resolation.  He  himself 
had  no  power  one  way  or  tbe  other,  but 
the  Goveruroent  had  declined  to  give 
him  tliat  opportunity.  He  should  take 
care  that  his  constituency  and  other  con- 
stituencies knew  of  the  value  to  be  put 
upon  the  protestations  of  the  Govem- 
ment  of  their  interest  in  questions  which 
were  not,  indeed,  Irish,  biit  which  were 
of  vital  importance  to  Great  Britain 
alune. 

Me.  WINGFIELD-DIGBY  (Doraet, 
N.)  said,  be  desired  also  to  join  in  pro- 
testing against  the  action  of  the  (jovero- 
ment  in  preventing  a  Debate  taking 
place,  and  affbrtling  the  House  an  oppor- 
tunity of  hearing  the  views  of  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  on  the 
sabject. 

Motion  agreed  to.  > 

House  adjoumOd  at  a  quarter  before 
Twelve  o'clo^  till  Modi  lay  next. 
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HOUSE    OF  LORDS, 
Monday,  JOth  April  1894, 


BEPBE3BNTATIVE  PEERS  FOB  . 
IRELAND. 
ViaCOUITT       FlBRABD  —  ViSCOCNT 

Charlbmont  —  Lord  Clonbbock 
(Claims  to  rote  for  RepresentatiTe  Peers 
for  Ireland), — Ordered  aod  Directed, 
That  a  Certificate  be  Bent  by  the  Clerk 
of  the  PaHiameDte  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  in  Ireland,  stating  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  the  United  Kingdom  has 
reported  to  the  House  of  Lords  that  the 
right  of  Visconnt  Ferrard,  the  Visconnt 
Charlemont,  and  the  Lord  Clonbrock  to 
vote  at  the  elections  of  Representative 
Peers  for  Ireland  has  been  established  to 
the  satts^tion  of  bim  the  said  Lord 
Chanottltor ;  and  that  the  Honse  of 
Lords  has  ordered  such  Reports  to  be  sent 
to  the  said  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Ire- 
land :  And  it  is  hereby  also  Ordered, 
That  the  said  Reports  of  the  said  Lord 
Chancellor  be  sent  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  in  Ireland. 

GENERAL  MAISBT'B  *'  8ANCHI  TOPE." 
QUESTION.  OBSERVATIONS. 

LoRo  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
asked  the  Under-Secretary  of.  State  for 
India  how  many  copies  of  General 
Maiaey's  book  on  the  Sanehi  Tope  were 
subscribed  for  by  the  India  Office  ;  and  if 
there  was  any  rule  as  to  subsidising 
auUiors  out  of  the  Indian  Treasury  ? 
He  said,  the  importance  or  non-import- 
ance oi  this  question,  depended  upon  the 
number  of  copies  of  a  book  taken  by  the 
Indian  Government.  In  this  case  General 
Maisey*B  book  had  been  printed  in 
London,  so  that  the  India  Office  would 
be  responsible  for  subsidising  it,  and  it 
was  said  that  80  copies  had  been  ordered. 
In  the  case  of  the  late  Air.  Ferguson's 
Serpent  fVorsfiipy  a  great  deal  of  Indian 
money  had  been  spent,  as  each  copy  cost 
£5,  and  a  large  number  were  snlncribed 
for,  and  the  utility  of  that  work  was 
questioned.  The  history  of  General 
Haisey'a  book  was  that  as  long  ago  as 
1840,  when  he  and  Creneral  Sir  Alexan- 
der Conningham  were  subalterns,  they 
met  at  the  Sanehi  Tope  and  made  draw- 

YOL.  XXIII.  [roDRTH  bbribs.] 


iogs  of  the  sculptures,  but  the  book  had 
only  been  printed  in  1892.  Unforta- 
nately.  General  Uaisey  was  killed  by  a 
cab  accident  before  his  work  was  pub- 
lished, and  General  Sir  Alexandra  Cun- 
ningham died  last  autumn,  a  few  days  after 
this  notice  was  put  down  in  the  Minutes. 
Both,  therefore,  were  indiffereut  to  criti- 
cism. There  was  no  fault  to  fiud  with  the 
plates  and  drawings,  but  the  letterpress 
might  have  been  dispensed  with. 
General  Maisey  had  endeavoured  in  his 
Preface  to  prove  that  Gautama  Buddha 
lived  500  years  later  than  the  date 
assigned  to  him  by  all  historians,  and 
Greneral  Sir  Alexander  Cunningham,  who 
finished  bringing  out  this  work,  had 
found  himself  obliged  to  write  another 
Preface  contesting  the  views  of  his  friend 
and  colleague,  in  which  be  wrote — 

"  t  thick  that  his  views  may  hare  been 
biased  by  the  pious  wiah  to  prove  that  Chris- 
tianity was  prior  to  Buddhism." 

It  appeared,  therefore,  doubtful  whether 
the  expenditure  i>f  Indian  mouey  upon 
such  speculative  printing  was  justifiable, 
and  he  must  warn  bis  noble  Friend  the 
late  Secretary  of  State  for  India  that  if 
he  had  sanctioned  this  expenditure  he 
would  be  laying  himself  open  to  the 
imputation  being  half-hearted  In  his 
couvictione,  and  of  doing  what  betting 
men  called  "  hedging  **  for  the  next 
world  by  backing  the  missionaries  in 
India  whilst  he  was  harassing  the 
established  clergy  in  this  country. 

•The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  fob  INDIA  (Lord  Rkay)  : 
My  Lords,  in  reply  to  the  question  of  the 
nohle  Lord,  I  have  to  inform  him  that 
five  copies  of  the  work  he  mentions  wore 
originally  subscribed  for,  and  five  copies 
more  were  subsequently  purchased  by  the 
India  Oflice.  The  only  Rules  bearing 
upon  the  question  of  subsidising  authors 
out  of  the  Indian  Reveouw  are  those  re- 
lating to  the  literary  grant  of  £3,000  per 
annum,  which  sum  has  been  set  aside  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council  to  meet 
the  expenditure,  exclusive  of  salaries  and 
allowances,  for  the  purchase,  publication, 
patronage,  binding,  and  repairs  of  all 
books,  maps,  pictures,  publications,  and 
works  of  art  of  every  kind.  There  is 
no  special  Rule  regulating  the  subsidising 
of  authors ;  but  books  bearing  upon  India 
JF  Oriental  languages,  which  are  sub- 
mitted for  the  patronage  of  the  Secretary 
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SCHOOL  ACCOMMODATION 
AT  LUCCOUBS  AND  STOEE-PEBO. 

MOTION  FOB  A  RETURN. 

Lord  STANLEY  ok  ALUERLEY 
called  the  atteotion  of  the  House  to  the 
school  accommodation  at  Lnccombe  and 
Stoke-Pero,  on  the  property  of  Sir 
Thomas  Acland ;  and  moved  for  a  Return 
of  all  schools  in  which  idterations  have 
been  required  by  the  Education  Depart- 
ment since  the  Vice  President  came  into 
Office  in  1 892.  He  said,  when  he 
intended  bringing  the  subject  of  school 
accommodation  at  Luccombe  and  Stoke- 
Pero  before  the  House  in  December  last 
he  could  only  hare  spoken  of  it  from  in- 
formation. He  had  since  visited  that 
district  and  had  seen  the  schools  at 
Luccombe,  Porlock,  and  AUerford.  He 
had  no  wish  to  be  the  cause  of  expense 
either  to  the  inhabitants  of  that  district 
or  to  Sir  Thomas  AcUnd,  the  principal 
landowner  in  Luccombe-AUerton  and 
Stoke-Pero,  but  at  the  same  time  he 
must  point  out  the  very  different  treat- 
ment meted  out  to  those  schools  and  to 
others  in  less  favoured  districts,  aud  that 
the  requirements  of  the  Department 
under  Schedule  VII.  had  not  been  applied 
to  Luccombe.  The  Luccombe  school 
had  neither  class-room  nor  cloak-room. 
Cloaks  were  hung  up  in  the  porch.  He 
did  not  say  that  either  were  required ;  but 
neit^  were  they  required  in  other 
schools  which  had  been  ordered  to  pro- 
vide them,  and  the  grants  withheld 
where  compliance  had  not  been  imme- 
diate. The  Tilston  school  had  been  forced 
to  incur  an  expense  of  £4B  to  build 
porches  for  cloak-rooms ;  everywhere 
complaints  were  made,  and  he  could  not 
do  better  than  follow  the  Member  for 
his  division,  the  Eastern  Division  of 
Cheshire,  Mr.  Bromley-Davenport,  who, 
speaking  at  Macclesfield  on  the  27th  of 
February  last,  said  that  the  Education 
Department  was  calling  upon  ChriBt- 
ohnrcb  schools  to  spend  £100,  and  that 
the  various  denominational  schools  of 
Macclesfield  would  be  oalled  upon  to  pay 
a  sum  in  the  aggregate  of  between 
£1,000  and  £1,500.  He  (Mr.  Daven- 
port) referred  to  Macclesfield  having  a 

"complete  edacation  ladder  kept  up  hj 
voluntary  effort  without  a  Board  scbcxu  and 
without  a  school  rate;  and  this  system  with 
which  the  people  ol  Maccleaflald  wen  Uio- 
rooghlv  satiBfied  was  in  danger  becMse  they 
had  at  the  head  of  the  Kducatlon  Department 


a  man  who  was  the  bitter  enemy  of  denomlna- 

tiooal  schools,  who  was  the  bitter  enemy  of  the 
whole  Tolaotary  aystem,  and  who  did  not 
scrapie  to  take  adranti^  uf  the  vast  powers 
of  his  official  poeition  to  force  his  own  predi- 
lections upon  the  people  of  this  country.' 

Mr.  Acland  had  brought  an  Inspector, 
Mr.  Scott-Coward,  from  Yorkshire,  which 
had  become  too  hot  to  hold  him,  and  he 
had  harried  most  of  the  schools  in  Somer- 
setshire. He  was  told  that  that  gentle- 
man was  a  Roman  Catholic,  and  there- 
fore he  might  be  more  or  less  out  of 
sympathy  with  the  managers  whom  he 
had  vexed.  His  district  did  not  extend 
to  the  west  end  of  Somersetshire,  where 
Sir  Thomas  Acliand's  property  was 
situated.  The  school  at  Luccombe  was 
taught  by  a  schoolmistress,  and  the 
average  attendance  was  29.  When  he 
visited  it,  the  oldest  boy  thwe  was  11, 
and  he  did  not  see  any  of  tliose  small 
in&nts  that  were  now  turning  the  schools 
into  nurseries  and  over-crowding  schools 
hitherto  sufficient  for  the  requirements  of 
the  Act  of  1870.  He  called  upon  the 
Rector,  the  Rev.  H.  D.  Acland,  a 
nephew  of  Sir  Thomas  Acland,  and 
asked  him,  "  Are  you  faithful  to  your 
Cbiirch  or  to  your  family?"  Unlike  the 
sou  of  the  late  Prime  Minister,  the  Rector 
of  Hawardeo,  who  had  incurred  the  risk 
of  ti  reminder  by  his  Diocesan  of  his 
ordination  vows,  he  was  able  to  say, 
with  truth,  he  had  been  foithful  to  his 
Church  ;  but  that  did  not  prevent  him 
taking  up  the  cause  of  his  district 
and  of  his  venerable  uncle,  and 
urging  that  they  should  not  be  put 
to  further  expense.  After  that  he 
went  near  to  Stoke-Pero,  and  then  to 
Porlock  and  Allerton.  At  Porlock  a 
new  class-room  had  been  built,  but  it  was 
not  yet  occupied  ;  the  schoolmaster  told 
him  it  would  cost  £120,  but  the  Vicar 
said  it  was  moro  likely  to  be  £190.  This 
addition  was  not  ordered  by  the  Vice 
President,  but  had  been  called  for  by  the 
Department  before  his  time.  Sir  ThomM 
Acland  bad  no  property  in  Porlock,  but 
this  school  received  many  of  the  cbildreu 
from  Luccombe  and  Stoke-Pero.  Geo- 
logically, this  district  belonged  to  South 
Devon,  and  was  included  in  the 
hunting  maps  of  Devonshire.  It  had 
also  a  separate  school  district,  and 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  rest  of 
Somerset.  In  1790  the  population  of 
Stoke-Pero  was  estimated  at  100,  in  1801 
it  was  63,  in  imejtyM.^l{^t^l818» 
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aceordiog  to  a  Return  to  the  Honse  of 
CommoDS,  the  children  were  taught  to 
read  bj  an  old  woman  paid  hy  the  parish. 
Now  it  had  no  school  at  all.  Stoke-Pero 
church  itiid  the  home  where  there  are  most 
children  is  four  milea  from  Porlock,  but 
tlie  road  ia  so  steep  that  it  takes  a  boy 
»  hour  and  a-half  to  come  to  Porlock. 
Other  Stoke-Fero  children  went  to  an 
Exmoor  school,  also  a  distance  of  four 
miles.  The  population  of  Stoke-Pero 
had  now  fallen  to  50.  It  was  evident 
that  only  children  above  eight  years  of 
age  coald  attend  school.  Mont  of  the 
bye-laws  sanctioned  by  the  Department 
required  children  from  five  to  eight  years 
of  age  to  go  only  two  miles,  and  those 
from  eight  to  thirteen  years  of  age  to  go 
three  miles.  One  of  the  new  schemes 
proposed  to  give  travelling  allowances  to 
children  who  might  have  four  miles  to 
go.  He  bad  been  informed  that  Stoke- 
Pero  contained  12  children  of  the  age 
from  eight  to  thirteen  :  this  would  pro- 
bably give  18  of  the  school  age  from 
five  to  thirteen,  and  more  if  the  infants 
onder  five  were  to  be  reckoned.  If 
Stoke-Pero  had  no  school,  why  should 
other  parishes  with  as  few  children  be 
obliged  to  keep  up  schools  ?  How  was 
it  that  neither  the  Vice  President  nor 
Her  Majesty^s  School  Inspectors  had 
required  a  school  to  be  provided  for  those 
children  of  three  to  eight  years  of  age  ? 
A  dame's  school  would  be  sufficient,  but 
the  pedantry  of  the  Department  required 
so  many  subjects  to  be  taught  which 
were  not  contemplated  by  the  Act  of 
1870,  that  it  debarred  itself  from  asking 
for  a  school  suitable  to  the  small  require- 
ments of  this  hamlet.  There  was,  how- 
ever, another  cause  which  might  have 
operated  to  deprive  Stoke-Pero  of  a 
school  and  to  dimimsh  the  population, 
analogous  to  that  erroneously  attributed 
to  William  Rnfos  for  the  dntmetion  of 
SO  villages.  In  ^is  case  Dnnster,  Mine- 
head,  and  Porlock,  and  their  districts 
were  all  inter^ted  in  following  the  stag- 
hounds,  and  a  great  nnmber  of  carriages 
attended  the  meet,  so  that  it  is  an  object 
to  keep  the  country  round  Stoke-Pero 
quiet,  and  to  avoid  having  a  long  dis- 
tance to  go  on  Exmoor.  Groiog  there 
the  driver  told  him  that  he  often  saw 
Ted  deer  from  the  road.  He  had  not 
that  luck,  though  he  saw,  but  did  not 
go  as  for  as,  the  field  where  the  carriages 
assemUed  to  see  the  meet     No  doabt 


ft  very  large  number  of  people  of 
ail  classes  derived  great  eujoyment 
from  being  able  to  witness  a  stag-hunt  so 
near  home,  and  many  might  think  it 
cheaply  purchased  by  the  sacrifice  of  a 
few  farms  and  the  displacement  of  a  few 
people,  but  it  was  surprising  to  find  a 
Radical  of  the  die  of  tho  Vice  Presi- 
dent eucouraging  such  a  policy  by  his 
inaction.  If  it  was  said  that  this  omis- 
sion was  due  to  Vice  Presidents  and  In- 
spectors of  former  times,  then  the  Vice 
President  who  had  been  so  exacting  in 
other  cases  was  in  the  position  of  the 
wicked  servant  in  the  Gospel  whose  large 
debts  had  been  remitted,  but  who  yet 
exacted  the  whole  of  a  smaller  debt  from 
his  fellow  servants.  Some  might  be 
found  to  uy  that  this  neglect  of  the 
children  of  Stoke-Pero  was  owing  to 
favonritism,  and  that  the  Vice  President 
ought  to  have  shown  a  Brutus-Hke  dis- 
regard for  parental  or  filial  feelings.  He 
regarded  it  otherwise,  and  hailed  this  proof 
that  the  VicePresident  respected theFifth 
Commandment,  and  that  he  possessed 
some  human  feelings,  aud  that  he  was  not 
open  to  the  taunt  levelled  by  Dido  at 
^neas,  that  no  goddess  bore  him  but 
hard  rocks,  aud  that  Hyrcauean  tigresses 
suckled  him  ;  and  upon  tins  reference  he 
must  take  this  opportunity  to  request  the 
Lord  President  to  tender  his  apology  to 
the  Vice  President  for  having  compared 
him  to  a  Bengal  tiger.  He  did  not  wish, 
as  he  had  already  said,  to  press  this  defi- 
ciency, and  bad  mentioned  it  ouly  in  order 
to  convince  the  Vice  President  of  the 
necessity  of  greater  forbearance  and  in- 
dulgence on  his  own  part,  and  of  the 
necessity  of  reining  in  the  School  In- 
BpectoTS  and  of  getting  rid  of  those  who 
were  old  and  wheezy,  and  who  had  cer- 
tainly exaggerated  ideas  of  ventilation. 
Whilst  he  was  in  this  district  he  found 
the  prevailing  opinion  of  the  Vice 
President  to  be  that  he  was  very 
zealous,  but  insufficiently  acquainted 
with  rural  life,  and  that  it  was  a 
misfortune  for  himself  as  well  as  for 
others  that  he  did  not  represent  the 
Admiralty  or  some  other  Public  Office. 
Perhaps  it  was  not  too  late  for  tl)e  Head 
of  the  Government  to  place  him  in  some 
other  Department  before  he  conld  pro- 
ceed further  in  ruining  the  voluntary 
schools  by  these  stmctural  exactions 
which  were  for  - greater 
manded  for  the  nmtiS^  'ttM^UcH^^a 
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attoDdance  in  each  district.  It  was 
lucessary  that  the  coantrj  sboutd  know 
what  those  demands  were,  and  the  only 
way  to  arrive  at  it  was  by  a  return  of  all 
the  schools  in  which  alterations  had 
been  reqaired.  He  moved  for  that  Return 
accordingly. 

Moved — 

"  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House  Betuni 
of  all  schools  ia  which  alteratioDs  have  been 
required  by  the  Bdncation  Department  since 
the  Vice  President  came  into  Office  ia  1692." 
—iTke  Lord  SttuUejf  of  Alderley.) 

Thx  first  lord  or  -ths  TREA- 
SURY AND  LORD  PRESIDENT  of 
THE  COUNCIL  (The  Earl  of  Rose- 
bery)  :  My  Lords,  it  would  properly 
devolve  upon  ray  noble  Friend  Lord 
Playfair  who  has  undertaken  to  reply 
for  the  Education  Office  iu  this  House 
to  answer  the  very  discursive  statement 
which  has  just  been  read  out  by  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  Table,  but  that  state- 
ment, or  rather  the  question,  on  which 
it  is  founded  seems  to  me  to  raise  ques- 
.tions  of  a  more  general  kind  which 
appeal  to  me,  as  occupying  the  position 
of  Leader  of  this  House,  and,  I  think, 
no  less  to  all  your  Lordships  who  are 
Members  of  this  House.  There  may  be, 
and  there  are,  no  doubt,  frequent  criti- 
cisms levelled  outside  at  various  points 
in  the  character  and  composition  of  this 
House.  But  there  is  one  accusation 
which,  so  far  as  I  know,  has  never  been 
levellal  by  any  of  your  critics  at  this 
House,  and  it  is  that  there  is  any  want 
of  those  feelings  of  mutual  gentleraanlike 
respect  which  ought  to  animate  the  wions 
Members  towards  each  other.  And  I  will 
go  a  little  farther  and  say  that  whereas 
it  ia  one  of  the  prerogatives  of  the  Oppo- 
sition to  say  what  they  may  think  right  of 
those  who  occupy  the  various  posts  iu 
Her  Majesty's  Govenimeut,  it  has  not 
yet  been  the  function,  so  far  us  I  know, 
of  any  Party  or  person  in  either  House 
of  Parliament  to  try  to  level  stigmas  at 
the  permanent  Civil  Service  of  the 
country.  I  do  not  pretend  to  follow  for 
one  moment  the  noble  Lord  in  the  various 
points  of  his  discourse,  because  he 
iKtnight  forward  so  much  mythological 
and  historical  informatioD,  ranging  as  he 
did  from  Dido  to  William  Rufus,  and 
from  William  Rufus  to  the  Hyrcanean 
or  Bengal  tiger,  interspersed  with  various 
quotations  from  the  New  Testament.  I 
think  the  main  point  we  have  to  ask  is 
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why  did  the  noble  Lord  seient  this  estate 
in  Devonshire  for  bis  searches  in  thi» 
controversy  ?  We  know  perfectly  well. 
We  know  that  it  was  for  this  purpose 
of  attempting  to  fix  on  the  Education 
Department  the  great  reproach  of  making 
oue  law  for  one  part  of  the  country  and 
another  law  for  another  part  in  which 
the  Vice  President's  father  happens  to 
own  an  estate.  That  was  a  grave  im- 
putation, and  ofie  which  the  noble  Lord 
if  be  had  been  more  thoughtful  or  better 
advised  wouhi  not  have  made.  The 
noble  Lord  has  given  his  report,  and  we, 
too,  have  some  report  of  the  noble  Lord'a 
progress  in  that  estate.  We  know  that 
the  noble  Lord  visited  oue  of  these 
schools,  and,  ou  seeing  it,  said,  "  This  is 
too  good  for  my  purposes,"  and  openly  de- 
clared that  bis  one  object  in  making  this 
rural  trip  was  to  raise  a  blush  on  the  cheek 
of  the  Education  Department.  He  has 
raised  no  such  blush.  The  Education 
Department  is  quite  prepared  to  abide 
even  by  the  two  instances  which  the  uoble 
Lord  has  chosen  to  read  out,  and  I  do 
make  a  solemn  protest,  both  officially  and 
as  a  private  Membor  of  this  Uouso^ 
against  the  course  which  the  noble  Lord 
has  thought  iit  to  adopt  ou  this  occasion, 
of  bringing  aspersions  against  the  per- 
manent Civil  Service  of  this  country. 
My  Lords,  it  is  not  an  aspersion  on  my 
right  hou.  Friend  the  Vice  President, 
because  these  are  matters  of  Departmental 
duty.  It  would  not  come  before  him  iu 
any  respect  to  decide  whether  the  schools 
ou  his  father's  estate  were  in  good  repair 
or  in  bad.  It  comes  before  the  officials  of 
the  Department ;  and  if  the  officials  of 
the  Department,  in  the  exercise  of  their 
heavy  responsibility,  think  it  right  to 
weigh  more  lightly  on  the  estates  of  & 
gentleman  because  he  happens  to  be  the 
aged  father  of  the  head  of  that  Depart- 
ment, their  responsibility  is  heavy  indeed. 
Having  said  this  much  as  regards  the 
public  aspect  of  the  question,  I  will  now 
say  a  word  as  to  the  two  spots,  hitherto 
unknown  to  me,  on  which  the  noble  Lord 
has  fixed  his  eagle  eye.  With  r^^nl  to 
the  school  at  Luccombe,  the  facts  are 
these :  The  Inspectors,  in  answo*  to  the 
Circular  upon  that  point  by  the  Ednea- 
tion  Department,  have  recognised  two 
small  defects,  and  have  reported  them  to 
the  Department  in  the  usual  way,  a& 
they  have  reported  the  defects  which, 
weigh  so  heavi^yflp^^^^njeJ(|5^^  ia 
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respect  of  Maoolisfidd,  and  those  defects 
viU  be  ramedied  in  the  neoal  course. 
The  defects  on  irhieh  the  noble  Irf>rd 
hM  foanded  his  statement  are  these : 
that  whereas  the  room  ought  to  be 
12  ft.  high  it  is  only  11  ft.  9  in.  high. 
That  has  appareotly  not  hitherto  been 
noticed,  because  up  to  the  beginning  of 
last  year  the  ReptvtB  on  Toluntary  schools, 
as  is  well  known,  wen  not  so  searching 
as  they  have  since  become ;  bat  I  have 
pleasure  in  assuring  the  noble  Lord 
that  the  defect  has  been  reported 
to  the  Department  and  will  be  put 
right  without  unnecessary  deky.  The 
o^er  drfect,  with  regard  to  the  ap- 
I^oach  to  the  offices,  has  also  been  re- 
porteil,  otherwise  than  by  the  noble 
Lord,  and  it,  too,  wilt  be  put  right.  The 
case  of  Stoke-Pero  is  a  somewhat  different 
one.  There  is  no  school  at  Stoke-Pero, 
because  there  are  only  10  or  12  children 
of  school  age  in  the  parish,  and  they 
attend  schools  two  and  a-quarter  miles 
distant.  The  whole  number  of  inhabi- 
tants is  only  55.  I  will  not  follow  the 
noble  Lord  into  his  reaearches  of  the 
time  of  Willhun  Rnfns,  and  as  to  the 
necessity  of  keeping  these  two  villages 
qoiet  for  the  sake  of  the  deer,  because  I 
was  not  able  to  follow  tbe  arguments  on 
which  his  remarks  were  founded  ;  I  have 
simply  to  deal  with  tbe  facts,  and  the 
facts  are  as  I  have  stated  them.  The 
Return  for  which  the  noble  Lord  asks 
woold  iuTolTe  a  large  amount  of  labour 
and  expense,  but  the  Vice  President  has 
arranged  to  give  a  Return  of  schools 
whose  grants  have  been  lost  or  suspended 
throogh  drfectire  Itemises.  This  Return 
will  mn  from  the  Ist  of  April,  and  will, 
it  is  hoped,  to  some  extent  carry  out  the 
ohjeet  which  tbe  noble  Lonl  has  in  view. 

•Lord  NORTON  said,  the  noble  Earl 
had  stated  that  reflections  had  been  made 
on  the  permanent  officials  of  the  Depart- 
ment, but  it  was  the  Head  of  tbe  Depart- 
ment and  not  the  permanent  officials  who 
had  laid  down  Rules  as  to  what  were 
to  be  considered  defects  in  schools.  The 
defects  mentioned  by  Lord  Stanley  were 
defined  by  the  Depurtment,  and  the  com- 
plaint was  that  the  Department  should 
lay  down  Rules  which  were  so  'strincent 
as  to  be  fatal  to  a  large  number  of  v<^nn- 
taiy  schools  throughout  the  Kingdom. 
That  was  a  very  swious  charge  ^i^inst 
the  Department,  and  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  duty  of  enforcing  Rules  by  the 


permanent  officials.  The  Return  moved 
for  by  Lord  Stanley  would  probably  not 
be  very  vnlnminons.  He  knew  oases 
where  things  prohibited  by  the  Depart- 
ment a  few  years  ago  were  how  insisted 
upon  by  them  in  the  same  schools. 
Those  were  very  embarrassing  changes, 
for  which  the  Couooil,  and  not  the  per*. 
manent  officials,  were  to  Uame. 

Tnii  Earl  of  ROSKBERT  :  The 
point  raised  by  the  noble  Lord  who  has 
just  spoken  is  totally  different  from  that 
raised  by  the  noble  Lord  at  tbe  Table. 
The  question  raised  by  the  noUe  htxtd  is 
whetho-  the  Rules  laid  down  are  judi- 
cious or  not,  but  the  question  raised  by 
Lord  Stanley  of  AMerley  is  whether 
they  are  impartially  administered  or  not, 
which  is  a  totally  Uifferdnt  thing. 

*Eabl  FORTESCUE  said,  the  De- 
partment varied  its  requirements  very 
much.  Some  30  odd  years  ago  he  built 
two  schools,  one  in  Devonshire  and  one 
in  Lincolnshire.  The  plans  were  re- 
turned to  him,  because  the  Department' 
considered  th^  would  necessitate  so 
extravagant  an  outlay  that  no  grant  at  aH 
could  be  made  if  they  were  carried  out. 
It  was  ancient  history  now,  but  he 
docked  various  things  at  some  sacrifice 
of  appearance  and  a  great  deal  in  con- 
venience and  comfort  to'  the  children,  in- 
cluding a  porch  which  would  have 
sheltered  them  from  the  east  wind. 
Additional  requirements  had  been  made 
since,  some  of  which  oould  have  been 
done  at  the  time  much  more  economically, 
and  he  had  had  to  add  them.  It  was 
very  unfortunate  that  the  views  of  the 
Department  should  vary  so  much,  and  that 
they  should  put  school  managers  to  so 
much  expense  and  inconvenience.  How- 
ever, he  would  not  complain  of  additional 
requirements  being  made  after  an  interval 
of  30  years,  but  he  did  complain  when 
they  came  within  two  or  three.  That 
was  rather  intolerable.  Nothwithstand- 
iog  the  Vice  Presiden  t's  declaration  that  he 
was  determined  to  give  voluntary  schools 
fMr  play,  the  impression  was  widely 
spread  that  lequivements  had  been  pressed 
without  reasonable  time  being  given  at  a 
period  of  greAt  i^rienltnral  depression ; 
and  he  would  hardly  pwsoade  the  public 
there  was  no  animus  against  those  schools ' 
either  on  his  own  part  or  on  that  of  the 
permanent  officials,  ^^^^jj^Jhsf,  ^^^^ 


4S9     Seiool  AecommodaUan  iu 

be6n  told,  had  so  much  to  do  in  deter- 
mining the  action  of  the  Derortment. 
*The  Uarqvxss  of  SALISBURY  i 
I  cannot  entirely  accept  the  Crastitntional 
doctrine  which  as  I  gather  was  involved 
in  the  statement  of  the  noble  Earl  the 
Prime  llinister.  In  the  first  place,  if  I 
anderstood  him  rightly — but  I  may  have 
been  mistaken — ^I  gatherM  from  him 
that  he  seemed  to  disclaim  responsibility 
for  the  Department  of  which  he  is  the 
head,  and  that  it  was  only  for  special 
reasons  that  he  answered  for  the  Depart- 
ment on  this  occasion.  I  will  only  call 
to  his  mind  that  the  tenure  of  that  office 
by  the  Prime  Minister — an  arrangement 
to  which  I  have  no  sort  of  ot^ection — is 
absolutely  new,  and  it  cannot  be  admitted 
that  that  fact  enables  the  noble  Earl  to 
adopt  a  position  with  respect  to  criticisms 
on  the  Department  which  has  never  been 
takeu  up  by  any  of  hia  predecessors.  I 
also  demur  to  the  langnage  which 
the  noble  Earl  held  with  regard  to 
the  permanent  officials.  I  entirely 
agree  with  him  it  is  not  desirable  that 
the  action  of  the  permanent  officials 
should  be  adversely  criticised  in  this  or 
in.  the  other  Hons^  for  I  think  that  sneh 
a  practice  would  very  much  affect  their 
independence,  and  would  derogate  from 
the  efficiency  of  their  offices.  At  the 
same  time,  it  is  necessary  to  remember 
that  somebody  must  be  responsible  to 
Parliament,  according  to  the  theory  of 
onr  Government,  for  everything  done  by 
^e  Government.  Permanent  officials  are 
by  no  means  infallible  or  impeccable. 
It  is  not  desirable  that  we  should  attack 
them  for  what  they  have  done  or  left 
undone  in  their  offices.  It  is  quite  pos- 
sible that  there  might  be  pomanent 
Inipectws  who  are  hostile  to  die 
voluntary  schools,  or  who  are  hostile 
to  the  Board  schools,  and  who 
show  preference  or  bias  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  their  office,  but  we 
trust  to  the  political  heads  of  the 
Department  to  check  them  in  the  exer- 
cise of  that  bias,  and  to  see  that  they  do 
not  depart  from  the  straight  line.  If 
they  do  depart  from  the  straight  line— 
if  they  do  show  favour  or  bias,  or  allow 
their  o¥m  individual  opinions  to  influence 
their  aotions,  it  is  to  the  political  heads 
of  Depu-tments  we  should  go  and  say, 
**  Ton  ought  to  have  seen  that  this  did 
not  take  place.^'  I  therefore  entirely 
demur  to  the  position  which  seemed  to 
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me  to  be  adopted  b^  the  noble  £arl~ 
that  it  was  open  to  huu  as  President  of 
the  Council  to  shelter  lumself,  or  to 
shelter  his  Department,  from  eritioism  of 
its  action  by  saying  that  this  was  done 
by  the  permanent  officials,  and,  there- 
fore, that  you  have  no  rigtit  to  call  it  in 
question.  I  claim  that  we  have  a  right 
to  call  such  matters  in  question,  whether 
they  affect  the  permanent  officials  or  not, 
and  to  ask  from  the  political  heads  of 
the  Government — from  the  political 
guides  and  chiefs  of  tliose  pumanent 
officials  for  the  reason  or  defence  d  the 
course  they  have  taken. 

The  Eabl  op  BOSEUEBY  :  Expe- 
rience has  taught  me  on  no  occasion  ia 
any  haphazard  manner  to  associate  my- 
self too  closely  with  the  utterances  of 
the  noble  Marquess,  ana  therefore  he  will 
excuse  me  if  I  do  not  accept  in  an  unre- 
served manner  every  one  of  the  proposi- 
tions be  has  laid  down.  It  might  be 
true,  and  is  true  as  far  ss  I  am  aware, 
that  witbio  what  you  may  call  historical 
memory  the  Prime  Minister  has  not  held 
at  the  same  time  the  Office  of  President 
of  the  Council.  Nor  can  I  recollect  an 
instance  in  which  the  Office  of  For«gff 
Secretary  has  been  associated  with  the 
Premien^ip  except  in  the  case  of  the 
late  Government,  when  the  two  positions 
were  filled  by  the  noble  Marquess. 

The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY : 
But  I  never  on  that  account  deoliQedany 
responsibility  for  the  Foreign  Office. 

The  Eakl  of  BOSEBERY  :  That  is 
not  the  point.  The  noble  Marquess  said, 
it  was  unprecedented  for  two  offices  to  be 
held  by  the  Prime  Minister,  and  I  raised 
the  objection  on  that  ground. 

The  Mabqcebs  op  SALISBUBT  : 
The  noble  Earl  has  entirely  misundw- 
stood  me.  I  objected  that  the  noble 
Earl  should  dissociate  himself  from  the 
acts  of  his  De[iartment,  and  of  the  Vice 
President, 

The  Eabl  op  ROSEBERY  :  But 
then  the  noble  Marquess  entirely  misun- 
derstood me.  I  never  had  the  slightest 
intention  of  dissociating  myself  from  the 
Education  Department  over  which  I 
preside,  nor  of  evading  the  just  respon- 
sibility attached  to  it,  but  I  do  say  thai 
all  mattm  of  detail  cannot  come  under  the 
knowledge  and  attention  of  thePrandent 
of  the  Council.  While,  however,  I  have  no 
intention  to  lay  down  that  the  permanent 
officials  of  a  De^^^t^hf^^^f^waya 
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exempt  from  criticism,  I  must  say  that  it 
is  unprecedented  In  my  experience  that  a 
noble  Lord  should  come  to  this  House 
and  impugn  the  good  £aidk  of  the  pei^ 
manent  Civil  servants  of  the  Crovn  in 
administering  departmen tally  the  regula- 
tions laid  down  by  their  superiors  ;  but 
as  long  as  I  am  where  I  am,  I  shall 
always  endeavour  to  the  utmost  of  my 
power  to  stand  up  for  the  good  faith  and 
honour  of  the  Civil  servants  of  the 
Grown. 

•The  Earl  of  CRANBROOK  :  My 
Lords,  I  did  not  wish  to  intervene  in  this 
matter  at  all,  but  I  rnqst  protest  against 
the  idea  that  the  President  of  the  Coancit 
is  not  the  head  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment. The  noble  Earl  says  that,  as  Prime 
Minister,  he  is  only  as  responsible  for  the 
work  of  the  Edncation  Department  as 
lor  other  Departments  under  the  Crown. 
Bnt  he  is  President  of  the  Depart- 
ment, and  responsible  as  such.  The 
noble  Earl  the  late  Secretary  for 
India,  who  aocepted  the  responsi- 
bility, always  answered  for  the  De- 
partment <rf  Edncation,  and,  I  sup- 
pose treated  himself  as  its  head, 
and  I  am  not  aware  that  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
for  Education  is  supreme  in  that  De- 
partment. As  far  as  I  can  speak  for 
myself,  everything  of  important  done 
in  the  Department  was  always  submitted 
to  me,  and  was  not  done  without  my 
approval  and  consent.  That  seems  to 
me  to  be  still  the  doty  of  the  President 
of  the  Council,  nor  am  I  aware  of  any 
differencn  that  exists  in  that  matter  who- 
ever is  President,  or  whoever  represents 
the  Departmrat  in  this  House.  He  is  re- 
sponsible for  it,  as  is  the  case  with  regard 
to  other  Departments,  though  I  quite 
admit  it  may  be  convenient  to  delegate 
the  answer  on  questions  of  detail  to  some 
other  noble  Lord,  in  the  special  circum- 
stances under  which  the  office  of  President 
is  now  held.  At  the  same  time,  he  must  at 
all  times  be  ready  when  called  upon  to 
answw  for  the  Department  of  which  he 
is  the  head  and  for  which  he  is  respon- 
sible in  this  Ho  nse. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  jtor 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Earl  of 
Kimberlst)  :  My  Lords,  I  do  not  think 
what  the  noble  Earl  opposite  has  laid 
down  difEers  from  tiie  position  taken  up 
by  my  noble  Friend  the  Prime  Minister, 


As  I  understand  the  position  of  the 
President  of  the  Council,  I  do  not  think 
it  is  required  of  him  that  he  should  go 
into  all  questions  of  detail,  though,  at 
course,  he  administers  the  Department  as 
fully  as  the  head  of  any  other  Depart- 
ment. Of  course,  questions  of  detail 
of  all  kinds  arise,  but  it  is  not 
necessary  that  they  shoold  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil. When  there  were  questions  of 
considerable  policy  arising  the  Vice 
President,  according  to  the  established 
practice  always  consulted  me  upon  them, 
and  of  course  I  was  responsible  with  him 
for  the  determination  come  to.  Exactiy 
tiie  same  thing  would  be  done  by  my 
noble  Friend  behind  me.  With  regard  to 
the  particular  schools  referred  to,  another 
Member  of  your  Lordships*  House  might 
have  answered.  That  was  always  the 
practice,  when  I  had  the  honour  to  hold 
the  Office,  but  I  am  bound  to  say  I  had 
no  personal  knowledge  of  the  details 
beyond  getting  from  the  Department  on 
such  occasions  an  account  of  what  bad 
taken  place.  It  would  be  impossible  for 
the  Lord  President  and  Vice  President 
to  go  into  all  questions  of  detail.  I 
think  it  is  convenient  that  such  questions 
should  be  answwed  by  another  noble 
Lord.  In  my  opinion,  it  is  much  better 
that  snch  an  arrangement  should  be 
made.  My  noble  Friend  accepts  all 
responsibility  for  what  is  done  by  the 
Education  Department,  and  I  do  not 
think  there  is  much  difference  between 
ns  on  that  point. 

Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLET 
said,  he  perceived  tiiat  the  Lord  Presi- 
dent had  been  primed  by  The  Birming- 
ham  Daily  Pott. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  The 
noble  Lord  is  quite  misinformed.  I  have 
not  seen  The  Birmingham  Daily  Poit, 

Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY 
said,  then  it  was  a  happy  coincidence. 
Tbe  noble  Earl  asked  why  he  went  to 
this  place.  He  went  because  he  had 
heard  that  tbe  Vice  President  did  not 
deal  out  the  same  measure  there  as  in 
other  plaoes.  It  was  not  the  fact  that 
there  were  no  children  of  school  age  in 
Stoke-Fero. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  I  never 
said  there  were  no  snch  children  there. 

On  question,  resolved^  b'^&^^P^^' 
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^      BEHAB  CADASTBAL  SUBVEY. 

QtTZSTIOHB.  OBSEBTATIONB. 

LoKD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  Sir  Antonj  MaoDoDnell's 
proposals  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Record  of  Rights,  in  connection  with 
the  Behar  Cadastral  Surrey^  involved  the 
creation  of  new  European  appointments 
iu  each  district ;  whetiier  the  creation  of 
Uiesa  appointments  was  conceded  hy  the 
Gownment  of  Bengal  on  the  suggestion 
of  the  President  of  the  European  Behar 
Indigo  Planters'  Association,  with  the 
view  of  mitigating  the  opposition  of  that 
Association  to  the  Cadastral  Survey  ; 
whether  the  official  members  of  the 
Bengal  Legislative  Council  would  be 
allowed  to  vote  as  they  liked  when  these 
proposals  came  before  that  body ;  and 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  would 
take  into  his  consideration  the  Memorials 
of  those  who  would  have  to  bear  the 
cost  of  all  these  transactions,  the  xemin- 
darsand  ryots  of  Behar,  before  sanctioning 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill  ?  He  aaid, 
he  had  not  had  an  opportunity  of  putting 
the  questions  before,  but,  by  reason  of  the 
difficulties  of  the  Indian  Treasury,  he  did 
not  think  it  was  too  late,  and  he  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  able  to  answer 
them  in  a  favourable  sense. 

•Lord  REAY  :  No  proposals  have 
been  received  from  India  for  the  creation 
ot  Buch  appointments  as  are  described  in 
paragraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of  the  noble 
Lord's  i  question.  With  regard  to  his 
third  question,  when  the  Bill  in  questiou 
oomes  before  the  Legislature  the  attitude 
of  tiie  oflSoial  members  with  regard  to  the 
measure  will  no  doubt  be  the  same  as  it 
is  with  regard  to  all  other  measures 
submitted  to  the  Council.  The  Papers 
regarding  the  Behar  Cadastral  Survey, 
presented  to  Parliament  in  November  last 
and  distributed  early  in  the  present  year, 
show  that  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
Council  has  carefnlly  considered  the 
Memorials  which  have  reached  him  on 
the  subject.  I  specially  call  the  noble 
Lord's  attention  to  Lord  Kimberley*8  letter 
of  December  14, 1893.  The  Secretary  of 
State  in  Council  will,  with  equal  care, 
consider  any  further  Memorials  that  may 
come. 


LIMITATION  OF  ACTIOITS  BILL,— (No.  18.) 
8BC0HD  BKADDra, 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hbbschell)  :  My  Lords,  it  may  be  in  the 
recoltection  of  some  of  your  Lordships  that 
in  the  discussioDs  on  the  Employers'  Lia- 
bility Bill  the  question  was  raised  whether 
the  period  within  which  actions  must  be 
brought  is  not  in  some  cases  too  long, 
and  I  undertook  to  consider  the  matter. 
At  the  present  tim^  in  the  ease  of  some 
torts,  the  period  of  limitatimi  is  six  years, 
and  iu  the  case  of  others  it  is  four  years 
and  two  years.  Now,  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  the  period  of  limitation  is 
much  longer  than  is  desirable  in  the 
public  interest.  It  is  desirable,  I  think, 
that  when  a  wrong  has  been  sustained 
the  party  charged  with  liability  in  respect 
of  it  should  receive  notice  of  action  with- 
out undue  delay,  because  the  longer  the 
time  that  is  allowed  to  elapse  the  greater, 
probably,  may  become  the  difficulties  of 
defence.  Witnesses,  for  example,  may- 
die  in  the  interval,  or  cease  to  be  in  em- 
ployment and  change  then*  plaoes  of 
residence,  so  that  they  cannot  be  foond. 
The  general  period  of  limitation  in  the 
case  of  torts  may,  I  think,  well  be  re- 
duced to  one  year,  and  that  the  Bill  pro- 
poses to  do.  Where,  however,  a  wrong  has 
been  committed,  but  is  concealed  by  fraud 
and  is  not  discovered,  and  could  not  with 
reasonable  diligence  have  been  discovered 
within  the  period  of  one  year,  the  period 
of  limitation  will  remain  the  same  as  now, 
provided  that  the  action  is  comroenoed 
within  one  yew  from  the  time  when  it 
could  with  reasonable  diligence  have 
been  discovered.  The  Bill  also  extends 
to.  aotioiw  of  contract.  At  present  the 
period  of  limitation  for  such  actions  is 
six  years,  and  the  proposal  in  the  Bill  is 
to  reduce  that  period  to  three  years  ex- 
cept in  oases  of  debts  not  exceeding  £5. 
In  those  cases  it  is  proposed  that  the 
period  should  be  one  year.  This  excep- 
tion has  been  suggested  by  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  of  your  Lordships'  House 
on  the  snbject  of  commitments  in  County 
Courts  for  non-payment.  I  rather  ex- 
pect that  the  proposals  in  the  Bill  with 
regard  to  actions  of  contract  will  canse 
some  little  controversy,  and  if  a  very 
strong    oppositio^^  shoul^^^wn 
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to  Utem  I  should  be  willing  for  the  pre- 
sent to  coafine  the  Bill  to  the  question 
of  the  limitfttion  of  time  for  oetioos  of 
tort  in  the  eariier  part  of  the  Bill.  I  trust 
yoar  Lordships,  after  the  explanation  I 
have  given,  wiU  see  no  difficulty  in  con- 
senting to  the  Second  Beading. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*.** 
— (TAe  Lord  Ckaneellor.) 

Viscount  CROSS  :  This  question,  as 
the  Lord  Chancellor  has  stated,  came 
before  the  Committee  of  your  Lordships* 
House,  over  which  I  had  the  honour  to 
preside,  to  ccmsider  the  operation  of  the 
Debtors'  Act.  Evidence  was  brought 
before  ua  showing  the  great  hardship 
under  which  maoy  poor  people  suffered 
by  persons  inducing  them  to  buy  goods 
in  reliance  upon  a  long  period  credit 
being  given,  and  then  coming  down  upon 
the  unfortunate  purchasers  under  the 
provistous  of  the  Debtors'  Act.  That 
qoeatioa  was  not  distinctly  referred  to  us 
in  the  Reference,  but  it  came  so  strongly 
before  us  that  we  thought  it  necessary 
to  make  a  recommendation  to  the  Lord 
Ciiancelior  that,  in  our  opinion,  in  the 
case  of  small  debts  it  would  be  as 
beneficial  to  shopkeepers  as  to  purchasers 
if  the  stotutory  period  was  materially 
reduced,  leaving  the  extent  of  the  reduc- 
tion open  to  discussion,  and  I  am  glad, 
therefore,  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  has 
DOW  left  it  open  for  discussion  in  your 
Lordships'  House. 

LoBD  ASHBOURNE  :  My  Lords,  I 
liave  no  objection  to  the  Second  Beading 
of  this  Bill.  I  have  no  doubt  my  noble 
Friend  is  quite  right  in  his  criticism  with 
r^rd  to  reducing  the  period  of  limitfr* 
Uon  in  cases  of  small  debts  of  £5.  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  is  intended  to  refer 
to  a  subject  which  was  intended  to  be  put 
into  the  Bill  as  to  Crown  claims,  or 
whether  my  noble  Friend  will  deal  with 
that  at  some  uthw  stage. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hsbschell)  ;  So  far  as  I  am  aware,  in 
no  draft  that  I  have  seen  is  there  any- 
thing about  the  Crown,  but  I  will  give 
attention  to  the  matter. 

*L0BD  HALSBURY  :  I  entirely  ap- 
prove of  tiie  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill, 
and  I  hope  it  will  pass  into  law  in  the 
sense  in  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  in- 
tends it  should  do  so.  But  I  wish  to 
call  his  attention  to  the  language  of  it, 
because  I  think  it  may  apply  to  a  number  j 


of  cases  to  which  he  has  no  intention 

it  should  apply,  such  as  cases  of  trespass, 
and  land  in  which  title  is  involved,  but 
which  are  torts,  and,  therefore,  within 
the  words  of  the  Bill.  That,  I  think, 
is  not  the  intention,  and  I  think  language 
should  be  introduced  to  prevent  its  opera- 
tion in  such  cases  in  respect  to  land,  where 
it  might  be  very  mischievous. 

The  Mabquxss  op  SALISBURY: 
As  the  noble  Lord  seems  to  think  it  may 
be  necessiury  to  modify  the  proposition 
with  regard  to  small  debts,  I  would 
suggest,  if  he  goes  on  with  it,  whether 
he  thinks  it  wise  to  maintain  so  low  « 
limitation.  My  reason  for  urging  it  is 
this  :  that  when  a  poor  man  is  in  debt, 
say  to  the  antount  of  £4  lOs.,  and  tells 
the  tradesman  he  cannot  pay  at  tiie  end 
of  the  third  year,  the  tradesman  woold 
probably  say,  "  You  must  really  run  into 
debt  £2  more."  It  would  rather  have 
the  effect  of  increasing  debt  than  of 
diminishing  it.  I  would  recommend  that 
to  the  attention  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House. 

TOWN  IMPKOVKMBNTS— BBTTBB- 
HENT. 

UOTIOH  FOB  A  SELECT  COKHITTXK. 

The  CHAIRMAN  of  COM- 
MITTEES (The  Earl  of  Morlet) 
moved  to  resolve — 

"  That  it  ia  desirable  that  a  Select  Committee 
be  appointed  to  coiufder  and  report  whether, 
in  the  case  of  improvements  sanctioned  hy 
I^riiament  and  effected  by  the  expeoditare  ot 
public  funds,  penons,  the  value  of  whose  pro- 
pertTf  is  clearly  increased  by  an  improvement, 
can  be  equitably  required  to  cootribote  to  the 
costs  of  the  improTemeota ;  and,  if  bo,  in  what 
cases  and  uader  what  coodltions  Parliament 
should  sanction  the  levying  of  such  contribu- 
tions  in  Local  Acta  or  Provisional  Urders." 

He  showed  that  the  position  in  which  the 
House  was  placed  with  regard  to  what 
was  called  the  betterment  question 
rendered  some  action  necessary,  and  the 
sooner  action  was  taken  in  the  matter 
the  better.  The  House  would  remember 
that  in  July  last  a  Resolution  was  moved 
and  carried  by  Lord  Onslow  to  the  efibct 
that  the  principle  of  betterment,  assessing 
capital  values  instead  of  annual  values, 
ought  not  to  be  embodied  in  a  Private  Bill. 
After  that  Be80lutiftn,^gs,^^^,^ill 
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to  which  it  Bpecifically  referred  caine  before 
a  Select  Committee,  who  had  do  other 
course  open  to  them  but  to  strike  out  the 
"Bsttermeot  Clause.**  This  year  several 
Bills  embodying  the  priuoiple  would 
come  before  the  House,  and  he  thought 
it  was  necessary  that  the  Committees  to 
which  they  were  referred  should  be  iu- 
structed  as  to  their  action  upon  them. 
At  present  he  presamed  Lord  Onslow's 
Resolution  would  stand  good.  Id  No- 
vember last  he  suggested  a  Joint 
Committee  of  the  two  Houses,  but, 
unfortunately,  the  other  House  returned 
no  answer  to  the  Message  sent  to 
them  ;  and,  therefore,  this  House  was 
thrown  upon  its  own  resources.  It  was 
desirable  that  this  question  should  be 
settled  as  early  as  possible,  as  the  Bill 
to  which  he  had  referred  would  soon  be 
coming  on.  He  therefore  urged  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Select  Committee  to  con- 
sider the  question  genmlly,  and  especially 
the  general  principle  on  which  any  such 
system  of  contribution  from  increased 
values  was  to  be  levied,  if  levied  at 
all.  He  would  only  add  (hat  he  had 
adhered  on  this  occasion  to  the  precise 
words  of  the  Motion  of  last  November. 

Moved — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
consider  and  report,  wfaether,  in  the  case  of 
impTOTements  sanctioned  by  Parliament  and 
effected  by  the  -expenditure  of  public  funds, 
persona,  the  value  of  whose  property  is  clearly 
increased  by  an  Improvement,  can  be  equit- 
ably required  to  contribute  to  the  costs  of 
the  improvementB ;  and,  if  so,  in  what  cases 
and  under  what  conditions  Parliament  should 
sanction  the  levying  of  such  oontributiona  in 
Local  Acts  or  PiovisionaL  Orders."  —  (l!k0 
Ckairman  of  Committset.') 

•The  Earl  of  ONSLOW  said,  it  was 
very  desirable  and  was  indeed  expected 
by  all  interested  in  the  question  that  the 
House  should  give  an  opinion  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  this  question  should 
be  dealt  with.  Inasmuch  as  the  ques- 
tion was  quite  novel  to  Parliament,  he 
thoaght  it  would  be  wise  to  satisfy 
themselves  not  only  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  principle  should  be  applied, 
but  al^o  as  to  whether  it  should  be 
applied  at  all.  He  hoped  their  Lord- 
ships would  agree  to  the  Motion. 

The  £i.iu.  of  ROSEBERY  :  My 
Lords,  80  far  as  the  Govemmeut  are 
conoerned,  they  have  no  objection  to  the 
Motion,  except  that  they  express  the 
hope  tiut  the  appointment  <A  this  Com- 

TAe  Earl  of  Mortey 


mittee  will  not  act  as  a  bar  to  the  con- 
sideration in  the  usual  course  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  any  Bill  coming  up  from  the 
House  of  Commons  whic£  may  include 
the  "  betterment "  clauses,  aa  they  are 
called,  whether  they  come  from  London 
or  Manchester. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

BBHBING  SEA  AWARD  BILL.— (No.  16.)  ✓ 
COUHITTEX. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Chiuse  1. 

Verbal  Amendments. 
Clause  2  agreed  to. 
Clause  3. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  moved 
an  Amendment  in  order  that  any  powers 
which  we  might  give  to  the  United 
States  cruisers  should  be  precisely  the 
same  as  those  given  to  our  cruisers,  and 
no  more. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  8,  line  8, 
after  ("  thereof  ")  insert — 

("  Or  such  of  those  powers  as  appear  to  Her 
Majesty  in  Council  to  be  exerdseable  under 
the  law  of  the  United  States  of  America  against 
ships  of  the  TTnited  Btates.")— (TVke  EaH  tf 
Ximberlej/.') 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4. 

Formal  Amendment. 
Clauses  4,  5,  and  6  agreed  to. 
Cknse  7. 

Verbal  and  drafting  Amendments. 
Clause  8  agreed  to. 

Standing  Committee  negatived ;  the 
Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received 
To-morrow;  and  Standing  Order  No. 
XXXIX.  to  be  considered  in  order  to  its 
being  dispensed  with ;  and  Bill  to  be 
printed,  as  amended.    (No.  22.) 

TBU8TEK  ACT,  1893,  AUENDHKNI  BILU 

(No.  20.)  ^ 

SECOND  BBADIKO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE:  My  Lords, 
this  is  a  Bill  to  remedy  an  Irish 
grievanoe — a  real  Iri8h''VB«v»Wf  It 

I  Dioitized  bv  VjOOQ  IC 
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comes  before  your  LordsbipB  nnder  the 
novel  cofiditioD  that  it  is  supported  by  alt 
classes  and  couditioas  of  Irish  Members, 
and  is  certaioly  opposed  by  none.  The 
point  involved  is  tbia.  Under  the 
Trustee  Act  powers  were  given  to  the 
High  Court  in  England  to  make  Ordm 
in  any  part  of  H^r  Majesty's  dominions 
ezo^t  SoocUndi  iDconTemence  has 
been  found  to  arise  from  a  similar  pro- 
vision not  having  been  made  with  regard 
to  Ireland,  and  tills  BUI  is  to  remedy  the 
defect. 


Moved, «  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a*." 
—(The  Lord  Ashbourne.) 

Lord  MONKSWELL  :  My  Lords,  on 
behalf  of  the  Irish  OiBce,  I  liave  only  to 
say  that  they  find  themselves  entirely  in 
accord  with  the  Bill  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lovd, 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

ICAREZNa  OF  FOBBION  AKD  OOLOinAL 
PBODIICK. 
aiOTION  F0&  A  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Lord  RIBBLESDALE  moved— 

■*That  a  Select  Committee  be  appoiotedto 
consider  and  report  whether  l^ilataon  for  the 
paipose  of  reqairing  the  foreign  or  colonial 
origin  of  imported  agricuttoral  and  horticultural 
produce — and  especially  meat,  cheese,  and  fruit 
— to  be  marked  thereon  or  otherwise  indicated, 
linaceswry,  expedient,  and  feasible ;  and,  if  so, 
what  are  uia  pxoviidons  which  sooh  Icfiialation 
ahtmld  c  mprise ;  and  that  the  Lords  following 
he  named  oi  the  Committee : — 


E.  Winchilsea  and 
Nottingham 

B.  Stanh(^ 

E.  Onslow 

li.  Carrington 

(X^  Ckamberlain) 

L.  Vernon 

L.  Bibblesdale 


L.  Wigan 

( Craaford) 
L.  Belper 
L.  Lawrence 
L.  Wimhome 
L.  Bothscbild 
L,  Monkswell 
L.  Mount  Stephen 

He  said,  this  was  the  same  Committee  as 
was  appointed  on  the  9th  May  last  year 
and  reported  upon  that  part  of  their 
Reference  relating  to  meat  on  the  19tb  of 
July.  It  was  now  proposed  to  go  on 
with  the  cheese  and  fmit.  He  begged  to 
move  that  the  Committee  be  appointed. 

Lord  T  £  Y  N  H  A  M  said  that, 
coming  from  a  part  of  the  country 
irhere  fmit  cultivation  formed  the 
chief  industry,  he  had  no  intention 
of  opposing  the  Motion.  Only  last 
■wvk  ft  B^  WAS  brought  forward  in 


the  HouAe  of  Commons  to  provide  for 
the  marking  of  foreign  fruit,  but  the 
President  of  the  Bowl  of  Trade  en- 
deavoured to  cover  the  Bill  with  ridicule^ 
and  made  a  number  of  jests  which  con- 
vulsed the  Irish  Nationalists  aad  London 
Radicals  with  laughter,  but  were  not 
appreeiated  by  agriculturisti.  The  result 
was  that  the  Bill  was  Uirowu  out.  Only 
five  days  aftw,tfae  Government  proposed 
this  Committee.  The  Governmoit  would 
have  given  more  evidence  of  earnestness 
if  they  had  accepted  the  Bill  of  last 
week  and  referred  it  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. No  doubt  they  would  consent 
to  continued  inquiry  by  this  Committee, 
whose  labours  might  facilitate  legisla- 
tion when  this  Government  was  dead 
and  gone. 

•The  Earl  of  ONSLOW,  on  the 
Motion  of  Lord  Ribblesdale,  called  atten* 
tioD  to  the  first  Reprat  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  inquired  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Government  proposed  to  take 
any  steps,  and,  if  so,  what,  to  put  a  stop 
to  the  widespread  misreprcKentation 
shown,  by  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Committee,  to  exist  as  to  the  country  of 
origin  of  meat  sold  in  Great  Britain, 
whereby  the  consumer,  while  paying  for 
the  highest-priced  article,  obtained  one  of 
lower  market  value,  and  had  no  secuii^ 
against  the  existence  of  disease  ?  He 
need  not  apologise  for  calling  attention 
to  this  subject,  because  it  alected  not 
one  class  only,  bat  the  whole  population 
of  the  Kingdom.  Of  the  whole  food 
supply  of  this  country  one-third  came 
from  abroad,  and  was  of  the  total  value 
of  £22,000,000 ;  and  in  25  years  the 
amount  of  dead  meat  imported  bad  ex- 
ceeded by  three  times  the  amount  of 
live  stock.  Three-fifths  of  the  meat 
eaten  in  the  Anny  was  imported, 
and  the  prices  varied  considerably. 
The  prices  for  the  last  week  of 
lost  montbi  roughly  speaking,  showed  a 
difierenee  of  Is.  a  stone  in  die  {oices  oi 
the  several  kinds  of  meat.  lAst  year  he 
introduced  a  Bill  intended  to  provide  for 
the  identification  of  different  kinds  of 
meat,  but  it  did  not  meet  with  iavour 
from  the  Government,  though  the  Go- 
vernment assented  to  iuquiry  by  the 
Committee,  the  re-appointment  of  which 
was  now  moved.  It  had  terminated  its 
iuquiry  into  the  importation  of  meat,  and 
it  proposed  to  continue  its  inquiry  into 
the  Importation  of  oUier^ood  stuffs. 
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There  existed  in  the  meat  trade  wide- 
eiffead  misrapresentation  as  to  the  plaoe* 
of  origin.  He  was  glad-  to  find  that, 
^dumgh  the  Report  spoke  in  no  meseored 
tenns  m  ibe  frails  and  misrepresentations 
that  were  practised,  the  Report  bad 
been  accepted  hy  the  butcher's  interest 
as  a  fair  statement  of  the  facts. 
An  enormoas  number  o^  cases  of 
misrepresentation  were  adduced,  A 
leading  West  End  batcher,  doing  a  large 
business  at  several  shops,  was  shown 
to  have  had  only  six  Scotch  sides  of  beef 
in  any  of  his  shops  for  two  years,  during 
which  period  he  professed  to  be  selling 
nothing  else  bnt  Scotch  meat.  Others, 
professing  to  sell  only  Welsh  mutton, 
supplied  nothing  but  New  Zealand 
mutton.  In  many  parts  of  England 
there  were  professed  agencies  of 
Sussex  fanners  and  Essex  farmers  that 
dealt  exclusively  in  American  and 
Anscralian  meat.  In  Birkenhead  it  was 
the  custom  to  dress  oxen  imported  from 
America  iu  the  Scotch  fashion,  and  to 
sell  the  carcases  in  London  to  un- 
sophisticated L<Hidoners  as  coming  from 
Aberdeen.  A  gentleman  who  had 
bought  a  leg  of  matton  as  the  best  Scotch 
found  inside  the  bone  a  piece  of  paper,  on 
which  was  written—"  Where  did  you 
buy  this  leg?  Please  inform"  so-and-so, 
of  Canterbury,  New  Zealand.  Instances 
had  been  given  in  which  householders 
had  asked  to  be  supplied  with  imported 
meat  on  condition  that  the  fact  should  be 
concealed  from  the  servants,  Iwt  they 
should  give  notice  to  leave.  There  was 
no  doubt  misrepresentation  with  reference 
to  ham,  lard,  and  other  produce  as  well 
as  bntcher's  meat,  and  that  foreign  im- 
ports were  sold  as  **be8t  Watnford," 
"best  Belfast,"  or  **be0t  WUta."  The 
Board  of  Trade  bad  power  to  prosecute 
those  who  sold  food  products  under  false 
names  ;  bnt  the  power  appeared  to  have 
been  so  sparingly  exercised  as  to  suggest 
that  the  instructions  bad  been  somewhat 
in  the  nature  of  those  given  by  Talleyrand 
to  his  subordinates,  Surtout  mesgieurs 
pas  de  zHe.  The  Committee  recom- 
mended that  the  power  of  prosecution 
should  be  extended  to  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  in  whom  those  interested 
would  place  more  confidence.  There  was 
no  sufficient  assuranoe  that  nnhealthy 
animals  were  not  slaughtered  abroad. 
Many  processes  of  marking  meat  had 
been  suggested,  but  the  Committee  did 

The  Earl  of  Omlow 


not  feel  justified  in  recommending  the 
adoption  of  any  one  of  tlient ;  but  they 
belicrred  it  would  be  useful  to  eompel 
impcntera  of  and  dealers  in  imported 
meat  to  register  themselvee  under 
that  description.  People  would  then 
obtain  foreign  meat  at  6d.  and  8d. 
per  lb.  instead  of  Is.  Inspectors  under 
the  Food  and  Dmgs  Act  said  that  with 
a  slight  increase  of  staff  it  would  be  prac- 
ticable to  prevent  imposition.  Every 
young  officer  who  left  Sandhurst  was  in- 
structed how  to  distinguish  frozen  meat 
from  fresh  meat ;  and  there  was  no  diffi- 
culty in  teaching  anyone  to  do  it.  This  . 
would  be  protection,  not  for  the  home 
grower,  but  for  the  eonsumer.  These 
measures  wonld  not  afibot  the  price  of  the 
best  English  meat,  bat  they  might  lower 
the  prices  of  inferior  English  meat  and 
bring  them  below  the  prices  of  the  best 
imported  meat.  Parliament  had  already 
accepted  the  principle  that  the  consumer  - 
was  entitled  to  be  protected  from  fraud, 
as  in  the  case  of  the  Margarine  and  other 
Acts.  His  contention  was  not  that  tbey 
should  deprive  any  person  of  opportuni- 
ties for  purchasing  imported  meat  or 
compel  him  to  purchase  British  meat,  but 
that  if  the  eonsnmer  desired  to  have  im- 
ported meat  he  should  get  it  at  the 
proper  price,  or,  if  English  meat  (and  he  ' 
was  prepared  to  pay  the  price  for  it),  he 
should  not  have  imported  meat  foisted 
upon  him.  In  that  way  the  English 
farmer  would  obtain  the  highest  price  for 
his  products,  and  the  Colonial  importer 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  submitting 
their  meat  to  the  test  of  public  opinion 
under  its  proper  name,  and  further,  it 
woiUd  not  be  an  nnmirthy  object  to  free 
the  whole  community  from  the  demorali- 
sation of  widespread  fraudulent  dealings 
in  meat. 

•Lord  PLAYFAIR  congratulated  the 
noble  Lord  upon  his  speech  on  the* 
present  occasion,  which  carried  ont  the 
moderate  spirit  of  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  over  which  he  presided.  In 
that  Report  it  was  planted  ont  that 
there  were  few,  if  any,  fraudulent  mis- 
representations in  the  wholesale  trade, 
and  that  they  principally  took  place  in 
the  retail  trade  of  ^e  country.  They 
were  frequently  gross  and  fraudu- 
lent.    The  GoTemment  would  be  ex* 
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Muks  Act  applwd  to  fraaduleot  mis- 
representation ID  regard  to  the  sale  of 
meat  as  it  did  in  regard  to  the  sale 
of  manofactured  oommodtties.  Local 
Authorities  oould  do  mnch  more  than  the 
Board  of  Trade,  harii^  ^ir  Inapeu- 
tora  under  the  Food  »nd  Drugs  Act.  If 
Local  Authorities  would  furnish  the 
Board  of  Trade  with  clear  evidence,  that 
Department  would  take  measures  to  find 
out  whether  the  Merchandise  Marks  Act 
was  as  efficient  in  regard  to  meat  as  it 
was  in  regard  to  manufactured  commodi- 
ties. The  Board  of  Trade  itself  had 
great  difficulty  in  getting  cases  likely  to 
lead  to  conviction,  becsnse  they  had  no 
Inspectors  for  die  purpose.  The  Local 
Authorities,  therefore,  might  very  well 
prosecute  cases  of  wilful  misrepresenta- 
tion, though  he  admitted  there  might  be 
Bwne  legal  difficulty  in  the  way  of  the 
Local  Authority  applying  local  funds  for 
such  a  purpose.  The  Board  of  Agriculture 
was  interested  even  more  than  the  Board 
of  Trade  in  this  subject,  and  the  Gp- 
veroment  were  quite  willing  that  a  Bill 
should  be  introduced  giving  powers  to 
the  former  Board  as  well  as  to  the  latter 
to  deal  with  the  mischief.  The  whole 
question  of  marking,  he  pointed  out, 
however,  required  serious  considention. 
It  had  been  found  from  experience  that  a 
mark  of  origin  increased  the  demand  for 
certain  foreign  goods,  it  being  supposed 
that  they  were  as  good  as  British  goods, 
while  they  were  certainly  cheaper. 
Marking,  therefore,  might  possibly  give 
a  gigantic  advertisement  in  favour  of 
foreign  production.  However  that  might 
be,  the  Government  were  willing  to 
adopt  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee by  giving  to  the  Board  of  Agri- 
cnlture  powers  to  prosecute  in  oases  of 
wilful  miBrepresentation. 

The  Eabl  of  OXSLOW  said,  this 
was  certainly  the  most  promising  utter- 
ance which  had  yet  proceeded  from  the 
Grovemment  on  this  subject,  and  the 
statements  made  by  the  noble  Lord  would 
be  very  welcome  to  those  who  bud  the 
matter  at  heart.  He  begged  to  aek  whe- 
ther the  noble  Lord  was  to  be  understood 
as  giving  an  assnranoe  that  a  Bill  would 
be  introduced  ? 

LoBB  FLATFAIB  :  I  have  no  doubt 
of  it,  though  I  have  not  had  an  oppor- 


tunity of  ascertaining  by  wfaleh  Depart- 
ment it  will  be  introdaeed. 

Motion  agreed  to.  ' 

The  Committee  to  appoint  theur  owd 
Chairman. 

QUARTER  SESSIONS  (HIDSUUHBB) 
BILL  [HX.].— plo.  4.) 
now 

QUARTER  SESSIONS  BILL  [h.l.]. 
Read  3*  (according  to  Order)  ;  Ameud- 
ments  made  ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commonsi 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS    OFFICES  'COMMITTEE. 

The  Lord  Fiivf  Seal  added  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (iRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (no.  2)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  :  read  1*  ;  to  be 
printed ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 
(No.  28.) 

Hoase  adjoomed  at  a  quarter-past  Six  o'clock^ 
till  To*morrow,a  qoaiter-paat 
Ten  u'clock. 


HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 
Monday,  16th  April  2894. 


a  TIESTIONS. 

OFFICIAL  PUBLICATIONS. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  what  is 
the  cost  of  publishing  The  Board  of 
Trade  Journal  &ad  The  Labour  Gazette, 
what  is  the  circulation  of  each,  and  how 
much  of  the  expense  is  recovered  from 
advertisers,  and  how  mnch  from  sales  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  or  the  BOARD 
op  trade  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brigbtside)  :  I  cannot  give  the  details 
for  which  the  hon.  Member  asks,  but  I 
understand  that  there  is  no  loss  to  the 
State  on  the  two  periodicals  in  question. 
The  Board  of  Trade  have  nothing  to  do 
with  the  publication  and  sale  of  The 
Labour  Gazette^  which  is  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  the  contractors. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
Then  is  no  information  whatever  obtain- 
able ?    I  will  move  for  i^r^'^^A^ 
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the  claims  of  that  Office  to  consideration  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  some  members 
of  the  junior  class  of  the  old  establish- 
meot  hare  28  and  30  jears*  service,  have 
been  for  several  years  without  increase 
of  pay,  and  are  without  any  preaent 
prospect  of  promotion;  whetiier  such  a 
condition  is  unique  in  Public  Depart- 
ments ;  and  whether,  if  the  first  and 
second  classes  can  be  amalgamated  at  a 
triSing  cost,  as  was  done  with  the  second 
and  third  classes  in  1886,  he  will  consider 
the  expediency  of  eflfecting  a  remoTal  of 
their  grievance  by  this  means  ? 

The  SECEBTAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham) : 
The  statutory  provision  quoted  was  con- 
sidered in  1865  by  a  Committee,  which 
reported  that  it  was  a  dead  letter.  No 
action  has  been  taken  under  it.  The 
present  junior  class  was  created  in  1886 
by  allowing  the  third  class  to  rise  to  the 
maximum  of  the  second.  Those  at  the 
head  of  the  class  have  thus,  in  effect,  been 
promoted  from  the  third  to  the  second 
class,  in  which  none  have  been  more  than 
10  years.  The  Royal  Commission  re- 
ferred to  recommended  that  the  ilrst  class 
should  continue  as  at  present  both  in 
numbers  and  salaries.  I  cannot,  there- 
fore, hold  out  any  prospect  of  increasing 
it  by  allowing  those  now  in  the  second 
class  to  rise  to  the  maximum  of  the  first 
class. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  In  consequence  of 
the  unsatisfactory  nature  of  the  answer 
given  b?  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
shall  raise  this  question  on  the  Estimates. 


Mb.  HOWARD  (Middlesex,  Totten- 
ham) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  be  can 
state  what  the  intentions  of  the  Canadian 
Government  are  with  reference  to  the 
alteration  of  the  Tea  Duties ;  whether 
teas  blended  in  bond  in  Great  Britain  will 
be  subject  to  any  and  what  duty  in  the 
new  tariff;  and  whether  the  Canadian 
Government  can  legally  differentiate 
against  this  country  and  home  labour  in 
favour  of  China  and  other  tea-exporting 
countries  ? 

Sir  R.  HANSON  (London)  had  also 
the  following  question  on  the  same  sub- 
jeQt :  To  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he  can 
state  if,  under  the  new  Canadian  Tariff, 
teas  in  their  original  packages  and  not 
blended  with  other  teas  are  to  be  subject 
to  a  tax  ;  and  whether  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  will  use  its  influence  with 
the  Canadian  Government  to  admit  duty 
free  from  Great  Britain  all  teas  passed  as 
pure  for  home  consumption  by  Her 
Majesty^s  Customs,  and  for  which  certi- 
ficates of  origin  ca'u  be  granted  by  Her 
Majesty's  Customs,  which  certificates 
oonld  also  state  that  the  said  teas  had 
'  been  passed  for  home  consumption,  and 
not  for  exportation  only,  thus  protecting 
Canada  from  impure  teas  from  the 
English  market  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  : 
We  have  received  a  telegraphic  com- 
munication from  the  Governor  Gteneral 
to  the  effect  that  he  is  in  communication 
with  his  Ministers  on  the  subject,  and 
that  an  answer  will  be  given  by  the 
Privy  Council  of  Canada  this  week. 
Under  these  cironmBtances,  I  wonld  ask 
my  hon.  Friends  to  postpone  their  ques- 
tions until  Thursday  next, 

IRISH  REGISTRY  OF  DEEDS. 
Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury whether,  considering  that  a  special 
statutory  responsibility  attaches  to  the 
officials  of  the  Irish  Registry  of  Deeds, 
under  the  Act  2  ft  8  Will.  lY^^  c.  87,  and 
s  Boyal  CommiBsion  reptnied  in  1882  as 
to  the  value  and  Importance  of  the  func- 
tions of  the  Department  and  th^  high- 
class  nature  of  Its  duties,  he  will  consider 


IRISH  tKLAND  BBTBKUE  EXAMINA- 
TION. 

Mk.  CLANCY :  I  beg  to  Mk  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  he  is' 
aware  that  great  dissatisfaction  exists 
among  the  members  of  the  Inland 
Revenue  Department  iu  Ireland  at  the 
result  of  the  examination  held  last  De- 
cember for  the  nink  of  expectant  super- 
visor, in  which  only  one  candidate  out 
of  more  than  20  succeeded  from  all  Ire- 
land on  that  occasion  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  none  of  the  examiners  were 
Irish  ;  that  the  names  and  nationalities 
of  the  candidates  were  affixed  to  each 
set  of  papers  ;  and  that  the  exuniners 
refused  to  publish  the  marks  given  to 
each  candidate ;  an4  whether,  if  at  all 
previous  examinations  the  papers  were 
anaUy  revised  fe^,  th^,  ,5S^j^i^"d 
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CiasS.  Inspector,  aad  Yren  not  bo  rerised 
OD  thifl  occuion,  sooh  a  revision  would 
be  ordered  even  now  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBEBT  :  I  am  not 
aware  that  anj  such  dissatisfaction  exists 
IB  is  referred  to  iu  the  first  paragraph 
of  the  question.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  of 
the  20  successful  candidates,  six  or  seven 
are  believed  to  be  Irishmen  bj  birth, 
although  none  of  them  happen  to  be  at 
present  serving  in  Ireland.  Candidates 
are  not  required  to  indicate  their  nation- 
alitj  on  their  papers  ;  nor  did  thej  do 
w  in  this  instance.  The  usual  Regula- 
tions were  observed  with  regard  to  the 
eiaminatioD  in  questiou,  and  no  re- 
viflioD  of  the  result  will  be  made  hj  the 
Board  of  Inland  Bevenne,  who  are  satis- 
fisd  tiwt  the  examination  was  conducted 
with  the  utmost  impartiality. 

RKOISTBY  OP  TITLBS,  DUBLIN. 
Ma.  M'CARTAN  (Dowu,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasur}' 
wbether  the  post  of  Chief  Clerk  to  the 
Registry  of  Titles,  Dublin,  wili  shortly 
be  filled  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
consider  the  claims  of  members  of  the 
Befristry  of  Deeds  under  Section  6  of 
"  The  Registration  of  Title  Act,  1891"  ? 
*SiR  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  lam  informed 
that  tbrae  is  no  such  office  as  Chief 
Clerk  in  the  Registry  of  Titles,  either 
DOW  existing  or  in  contemplation.  With 
the  exception  of  offices  already  filled  the 
staff  consists  of  persons  temporarily  em- 
ployed and  paid  by  the  Registrar  out  of 
s  Inmp  Bum  allowed  to  him  annually  for 
the  purpose.     It  rests  with  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
Treasury,  to  exercise    the  power  of 
appointmoit  suggested  in  the  question. 
-The  Treasury  would,  of  course,  have 
every  desire  to  concur  in  any  nomination 
made  by  his  Lordship. 

ENFIBLD ROYAL  SMALL ABUSFACTORY. 

CiPTAiN  BOWLE8  (Middlesex,  En- 
field) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
•  forWarif  he  can  state  the  number  of  hands 
working  less  than  45  hours  a  week  during 
the  last  week  at  the  Royal  Small  Arms 
Factory  at  Enfield  ;  and  how  long  this 
slackness  of  work  is  likely  to  continue  ? 

Thb  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY 
TO  THB  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodall. 
Haaley) ;  At  Enfield  Faetory  last  week 
489  men  woriced  less  than  45  hours  each, 
faatf  as  was  stated  on  Thursday,  other 


work  will,  from  this 
found  for  the  men. 


week  forward,  be 


DBCBBASING  CRIME  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  THOMAS  HEALT :  (Wexford, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Loid  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
fact  that  at  the  Wexford  Spring  Assizes 
of  1894  there  was  only  one  trifling 
criminal  case  for  trial,  that  at  the  Hilary 
Quarter  Sessions  of  this  year  the  County 
Court  Judge  was  presented  with  white 
gloves  in  both  divisions  of  the  county, 
and  that  at  the  last  Winter  Assizes  there 
was  no  criminal  case  from  the  county  ; 
and  whether,  seeing  this  crimeless  con- 
dition of  the  county,  he  will  ^ve  instruc- 
tion for  the  withdrawal  of  l£e  18  extra 
police  now  stationed  tiiere  ? 
•The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  poe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upou-Tyne)  :  I  am  aware  of  the  gratify- 
ing facts  mentioned  in  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member,  With  regard  to  the  other 
point  raised  in  the  question,  I  am  in- 
formed that  18  men  as  an  extra  force  are 
employed  on  special  protection  duty,  and 
that  their  services  at  present  canuot  be 
dispensed  with.  The  oost  to  the  county 
entailed  by  the  employment  of  this  extnt 
force  is  about  £600  per  annum. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Kerry,  N.)  :  May  I 
inquire  whether  the  general  state  of  Ire- 
land, as  evidenced  by  the  Judges'  Charges 
at  the  recent  Assizes,  is  not  such  as  to 
warrant  the  reduction  of  the  extra  police 
force  all  over  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  J.MORLEY  :Mybon.andlearned 
Friend  will  see  when  the  Estimates  aresub- 
mitted  that  it  is  proposed  to  make  a  very 
substantial  reduction  in  the  number  of  Con- 
stabulary. The  special  charge  in  the 
present  case  is  owing  to  ttu  peculiar 
oircunutanoes  of  one  particular  property 
in  Wexford  Coonty. 

FBESS  ACCOMMODATION   IN  THE 

DUBLIN  LAW  COURTS. 
Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  !U)rd 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  Ae' 
fact  that  the  accommodation  for  re* 
porters  engaged  in  the  Dublin  Law 
Courts  is  of  the  most  uosatisfactoiy 
character,  and  has  been  made  the  Bnl>- 
ject  of  repeated  protests  by  the  L*ish 
Jonrnalists*  Association,  an-^**'-* 
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oomplaiuts  have  been  endorsed  hy  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  and  by  the  memberB 
of  the  l^al  profession  geoemllj  ;  and 
whether  he  can  see  big  way  to  accepting 
an  Atneudment  of  the  Law  Library 
(Ireland)  Bill  which  would  involve  the 
provision  of  better  accommodation  for 
the  Press  among  the  improvements  to 
.which  the  sum  of  £15,0GO  therein  pro- 
vided is  to  be  devoted,  or  wheUierin  any 
otbOT  shape  instrnctiooB  can  be  conveyed 
to  the  Board  of  Works  to  bear  this  sub- 
ject in  mind  in  any  contemplated  altera- 
tions in  the  Law  Courts  ? 

•Mr.  J.  MORLET  :  I  have  not  been 
able  to  obtain  a  detailed  Report  of  the 
matters  stated  in  the  first  paragraph  of 
Uie  question,  but  I  have  no  reason  to 
doubt  that  my  hon.  Friend  is  accurately 
informed.  It  would  not,  in  my  opinion, 
be  competent  to  amend  the  Library  Bill 
as  suggested,  inasmuch  as  it  proposes  in 
its  title  to  deal  only  with  the  library,  and 
I  am  informed  that  the  sum  of  £15,000 
will  be  only  sufficient  for  that  purpose. 
I  wHl  request  the  Board  of  Works  to 
bear  this  subject  in  miud  in  reference  to 
any  contemplated  alterations  in  the 
Courts. 

Me.  bodkin  (RoacommoTi,  N.)  : 
Has  not  the  difficulty  in  this  case  been 
largely  inteosified  by  the  fact  that 
studente  for  the  Bar  are  required,  'as  a 
part  of  tbeir  preparation  for  examioa- 
tiou,  to  attend  and  report  cases  at  the 
Courts,  and  that  they  have  monopolised 
the  seats  hitherto  used  by  the  Press  ? 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  :  Do 
the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
mau  in  his  answer  apply  equally  to  the 
bnildings  of  the  Incorporated  Law 
Society  ?  Will  he  take  that  matter  into 
oonsidention  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  :  The  esse  of  the 
Incorporated  Law  Society  is  a  different 

one.  In  reply  to  the  Member  for 
Roscommon,  I  can  only  say  I  am  not 
Bufficieutty  acquainted  with  the  details  of 
legal  training  to  be  able  to  coufirm  his 
stat«nent  or  otherwise. 

Mb.  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N.)  :  Is  it 
not  a  fact  that  the  Lord  Justice  of  the 
Queen*8  Bench  has  already  made  accom- 
modation for  the  Press  in  the  Queen's 
Bench  Division  ? 

•Mb.  J.  MORLET :  I  am  informed 
that  that  Is  the  case. 

Mr,  IF.  G'Bnm 


THE  BEHBINO  8BA  QUXSTIOK. 
Sib  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Eirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  (Tnder 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  he  can  now  state  the  date  of 
the  notificatioo  said  to  have  been 
published  in  British  Columbia  warning 
sealers  that  Behring  Sea  will  be  closed 
this  year ;  whether  he  will  state  the 
terms  of  the  notificatiou  ;  and  whether, 
in  the  precedent  of  the  modus  vivendi^ 
compensation  was  awarded  to  sealers  that 
had  left  port  before  any  notifioatiou  was 
published  of  an  impending  prohibition, 
and  what  was  the  amount,  paid  in  com- 
pensation ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  No  notificatioft 
has  been  published  that  Behriug  Se» 
will  be  closed  this  year,  for,  as  the  hon. 
Member  ib  aware,  it  will  at  certain 
seasons  be  open  to  sealing  under  the 
restrictions  prescribed  by  the  Award  of 
the  Arbitration  Tribunal,  The  terms  <^ 
that  Award,  including  the  Regulations* 
were  published  in  the  Press  in  British 
Columbia  so  Long  Ago  as  August  last, 
and  the  obligation  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  enforce  a  close  time  from 
May  1  to  July  31  was,  therefore,  well 
known.  The  present  circumstances  are 
widely  different  from  those  connected 
with  the  modus  vivendi  of  1891,  in  con- 
nection with  which  compensation  waa 
granted  to  the  amount  of  £20,000. 

Me.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  received 
a  Resolution  of  the  Legialative  Assembly 
of  British  Columbia  relative  to  the 
Behring  Sea  Award  Act  and  the  ques- 
tion of  compensation  to  sealers  ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  he  can  communicate  the  terms 
of  that  Resolution  to  this  House  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  We  have  been 
informed  by  the  Governor  General  of  the 
purport  of  the  Resolution  passed  l^*  the 
Legislative  Assembly  oi  Bnttsh  Columtua. 
It  is  to  the  following  effect :  that  the 
Legislative  Assembly  of  British  Columbia 
hope  that  the  Royal  Assent  will  be  with- 
held  (to  the  Bill  now  before  Parliament) 
until  following  claims  are  acknowledged 
by  United  States  Government  :  com- 
pensation to  British  Columbia  for  vessels 
seised,  and  for  exclusion  during  1891-2-ft 
f  ran  Behring  Sea.        ^  i 
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Mb.  HANBUBY  (Preston)  :  I  beg 
to  Bsk  the  Seoretary  to  the  Treasory  why 
the  details  of  the  Estimate  are  not 
supplied  in  the  Vote  for  the  Salaries  of 
the  0£Scials  of  the  House  of  Lords ; 
whether  they  will,  as  usual,  be  supplied 
before  that  Vote  is  taken ;  how^  iu  the 
absence  of  details,  the  total  has  been 
urived  at ;  and  whether  any  arrangement 
has  yet  been  agreed  upon  as  to  giving 
«Sbct  to  the  deoisioQ  of  this  Honse  upon 
this  Vote  last  Session  ? 

Sib  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  total  of 
the  Estimate  for  1894-5  is  the  same  as 
the  reduced  sum  voted  last  year,  and 
the  details  making  up  the  total  were 
omitted,  as  no  agreement  with  regard  to 
those  details  had  been  arrived  at  when 
the  Elstimates  were  presented. 

IBISH  EDUCATION  .ACT,  1S82. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (RosoommoD,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  tbe 
Iiord  Lieatenant  of  IreUnd  whether,  in 
iDtrodncing  a  Bill  to  amend  tbe  Irish 
Education  Atjt  of  1892,  he  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  making  provision  for 
defraying  a  portion  of  tbe  expeuse  of 
putting  the  compulsory  clauses  into 
effect,  if  not  from  tbe  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer, from  some  snob  source  as  the 
Suitors^  Fund  or  the  unusable  surplus  of 
the  Intermediate  Education  Grant  ? 

Mb.  J.  MOBLEY  :  In  reply  to  this 
question,  I  have  to  say  that  the  Govern- 
noent  do  not  propose  to  ask  Parliament  to 
amend  this  Act  in  the  direction  indicated 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

LORD  DILLON'S  TENANTS. 

Mb.  HAYDEN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  be  can  state  what 
amount  of  rent  was  due  by  Lord  Dillon's 
tenants  in  Loughglynn  when  proceedings 
were  taken  against  tbem ;  how  many 
persons  were  evicted,  including  those 
reinstated  as  caretakers  ;  what  was  tbe 
amoont  of  rent  due  by  those  who  were 
evicted  without  being  reinstated  when 
proceedings  were  iaslituted  against  them ; 
and  whetlier  he  will  consider  tbe  desir^ 
abilitj  of  making  proviaion  at  an  early  day 
to  prevent  saeh  proceedings  in  f  otore  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  In  reply  to  para- 
graphs 1  and  3,  no  rent  appears  to  have 
been  due  by  the  tenants  referred  to. 
Tike  evictions  were  not  for  non-payment 
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of  rent,  bnt  were  for  overholdiog  posses- 
sion aftOT  the  expiration  of  the  leases 
under  which  the  Jioldings  bad  originally 
been  let.  With  regard  to  the  second 
paragraph,  25  tenants  and  sub-tenants 
were  evicted,  including  those  reintttated 
as  caretakers.  With  regard  to  the  last 
paragraph,  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  doubt- 
less aware  that  io  the  execution  of  the 
decrees  against  these  tenants  the  Execu- 
tive had  no  alternative  but  to  afford  the 
protection  of  tbe  police,  and  that  in  the 
present  state  of  the  law  the  Gtivemment 
is  absolutely  powerless  to  prevent  the 
service  of  notices  to  quit  and  subsequent 
evictions. 

INDIAN  TELEGRAPH  DEPARTMENT 

CONTRACTS. 
CoLOXEL  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  if  the  wires,  cables,  and  other 
apparatus  required  by  the  Indian  Tele- 
graph Department  and  other  branches  of 
tbe  India  Office  are  bought  by  asking  for 
tenders  from  all  the  respectable  British 
and  Irish  firms  capable  of  supplying 
such  material,  or  if  the  competition  is  re- 
stricted to  specially  favoured  booses ; 
and,  in  such  latter  ease,  if  he  will  con- 
sider if  some  change  in  the  system  may- 
be desirable  in  the  public  interest,  and  to 
avoid  all  suspicion  of  official  favouritism  ? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  Competition  for  the  supply 
of  telegraph  material  is  not  restricted  to 
specially  favoured  bouses.  Any  British 
or  Irish  firm  that  can  satisfy  tbe  Dei»rt- 
meut  of  its  ability  to  supply  goods  of  the 
quality  required  will  b«  placed  on  the 
India  Office  List  of  Contractors,  and  will 
be  invited  to  tender  as  opportunity  offers. 
Experience  has  shown  that  it  is  not 
advisable  to  purchase  stores  of  this  de- 
scription by  public  advertisement. 

aTAMpma  of  iribh  deeds. 
Mb.  MK:;A,RTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  tbe 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  there  is  any 
Act  of  Parliament  which  makes  it  obli- 
gatory to  have  counterparts  of  deeds  in 
Ireland  stamped  in  the  presence  of  the 
Board  of  Inland  Revenne^s  Solicitor  for 
Ireland  ;  whether  they  eould  be  legally 
stamped  as  deeds  now  are,  in  ^e  office  at 
Belfast ;  and  whether,  considering  the 
loss  qf  time  and  inconvenience  of  having 
to  send  the  conuU>^^  ^U^^^frnf,^ 
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with  the  counterpart  die  in  Dublin  at 
present,  he  will  provide  faoiUties  at  the 
Belfast  office  for  stamping  the  ooontei^ 
parts  also  there  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBEBT*:  The  stamping 
of  coanterparts  of  deeds  in  Ireland  is 
regulated  bj  Sections  11  and  72  of  the 
Stamp  Act,  1891.  To  carrj  oat  the 
reqnirements  of  those  sections,  with  due 
protection  to  the  Bevenue,  the  examina- 
tion of  the  original  and  counterpart  deeds 
must  be  made  in  the  office  of  the  solicitor 
to  the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Bevenne 
in  Dublin.  I  am  afraid,  therefore,  that  I 
oannot  see  my  waj  to  give  facUitiea  at 
the  Belfast  office  for  stamping  the  coun- 
terparts also  there. 

WAB  OFFICE  PREPABATIOKS  AGAINST 
IKVASION. 

Colonel  HOWABD  VINCENT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  the  plans  understood  to  be  in 
readiness  for  the  complete  mobilisation 
of  Her  Majesty's  Forces  for  the  defence 
of  G-reat  Britain  from  inrasion  haveerer 
been  practically  tested  in  any  td  the 
militan-  districts  ;  and,  in  the  contrary 
case,  if  he  will  consider  the  expediency 
of  ascertaining  their  efScaey  by  a  distinct 
experiment,  so  fiir  as  can  be  Ic^Uy  done 
in  the  absence  of  imminent  national 
danger,  either  at  Portsmouth  or  some 
other  point  likely  to  be  attacked  ? 

The  SECBETART  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Casipbell-Bankebkan, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  There  has  been  no  full 
practical  test  of  the  system  of  mobilisa- 
tion in  any  district,  and  such  a  test  wonld 
hardly  justify  itscost  if  attempted  without 
the  legal  powers  which  can  only  be  used 
in  case  ctf  Mnergency.  But  there  is  no 
reason  to  briers  tiiat  with  those  powers 
the  scheme,  which  has  been  carefully 
worked  out,  is  not  perfeetly  praeticaUe 
and  efficient. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTEB  (Belfast, 
W.)  :  Arising  out  of  that  answer,  may  I 
ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  consider  the  adTisability  of  ordering 
during  the  present  year  an  experimental 
mobilisation  of  the  equipment  and  store 
dep6ts  of  the  First  Army  Corps  at  Alder- 
shot,  Wsrley,  or  Colchester ;  and  whether 
he  will  also  consider  the  possibility  of 
mobilising  during  the  present  year  one  or 
more  of  the  Army  Medical  Staff  Corps 
Bearer  Companies  attached  to  the  First 
Army  Corps  ?  ^■ 

Jfr.  M'Cartan  \ 


Ms.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
If  my  hon.  Friend  will  call  attention  to 
this  matter  in  another  way,  or  will  give 
notice  of  tbo  qnestion,  I  shall  be  glad  U> 
consider  the  question. 

RAINET*S  SCHOOL,  HAaHBBAFBLT. 
SiB  T.  LEA  (Londonderry,  S.)  :  I  beg- 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  under  the  scheme  of  theCom- 
missiouers  of  Educational  Endowments 
in  Ireland,  the  present  Governors  of 
Raiuey's  School,  Magherafelt,  have  re- 
ceived an  account  of  the  former  managers 
under  audit  of  the  Local  GovernmeDt 
Board ;  that  in  this  account  of  the 
Saltera'  Company  an  amount  of  £164, 
the  annual  charge  on  property  in  County- 
Down,  has  been  disputed  by  the  present 
Governors,  and  if  the  Report  of  the  auditors 
of  the  Local  Government  is  chiefly  in 
favour  of  the  position  taken  up  by  the 
present  Governors  ;  whether  the  accounts 
of  the  Archbishop  of  Armagh  have  been 
submitted  to  the  present  Gevenuffs  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Salters* 
Company  received  a  sum  of  £154  after 
their  aceonnts  with  RaiDey*8  Schools  had 
been  closed,  and  that  the  Governors  claim 
this  sum,  bat  from  poverty  or  other 
reasons  oannot  take  legal  proceedings  to 
obtain  it ;  whether  these  aceonnts  can  be 
Bubjeoted  to  further  scrutiny,  and  steps 
taken  to  protect  the  charity  from  serious 
loss  ;  and  whether  a  Memorial  has  been 
received  from  the  School  Governors  aaking^ 
the  assistance  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  this  matter  P 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  are  Informed  by  th«r 
auditor,  who  audited  the  aceonnts  of  this 
Bcho<^  &at  a  sum  of  £150  in  the 
accounts  of  the  Saltm*  Company  has 
been  disputed  by  the  Governors  of  the 
school  and  that  he  decided  in  favour  of 
the  Salters^  Company,  and  not  of  the 
Governors.  The  accounts  of  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Armagh  are  embraced  in  the 
final  account  of  the  representative  Church 
Body,  and  were  submitted  to  the 
Governors  in  the  final  account  of  that 
body.  A  Memorial  has  been  received  by 
the  Local  Gk>vemment  Board  as  stated  ia 
the  concluding  paragraph,  and  that 
Department  has  replied  that  the  only 
duty  devolving  npon  it  under  the  scheme 
was  that  of  appointing  an  auditor  for  the 
audit  of  the  accounts  to  which  the  scheme 
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appliesj  and  that  .it  had  no  power  to 
interfere  farther  with  the  auditor  as  re- 
quested in  the  MemOTial.  So  far  as  the 
Board  is  aware,  there  is  do  appeal  to  it 
from  decisions  of  the  auditor  appointed 
under  the  Educational  Endowments  Act. 

BXPENDITURB  AT  HOME  NAVAL 
BSTABLISHHBNTS. 

Sib  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  On  be- 
half of  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Ormskirk  Diriaion  of  Lanca- 
shire, I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  if  the  annual  Navy  Expense 
Accounts  for  the  Naval  Establishments  at 
home  could  in  fnture  be  furnished  to  the 
House  separately  from  those  of  the 
foreign  yards,  either  before  or  at  the  time 
that  the  annual  Estimates  are  presented 
to  Parliament  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  to  the  AD- 
UIBALTY  (Sir  U.  Kay  -  Shuttle- 
worth,  Lancashire,  Clitheroe) :  The 
present  system  is  fixed  by  tiie  Audit  Act 
of  1889.  We  will  communicate  with  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  and  the 
Treasury  (as  the  date  of  publication  of 
the  Nary  Expense  Accounts  rests  with 
those  authorities^  and  not  with  the  Admi- 
ralty) in  order  that  the  question  may  be  con- 
sidered whether  these  accounts  could  be 
produced  somewhat  sooner  than  heretofore. 

HERCUANX  8BAMEK. 

Sm  6.  BADEN  -  POWELL  :  On 
behalf  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Hember  for  the  Ormskirk  Division  of 
Lancashire,  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  *InA»  if  he  will  include, 
in  the  Reference  to  the  proposed  Com- 
mittee on  the  Manning  of  Merchant  Ships, 
an  inquiry  into  the  supply  and  present 
means  of  training  merchant  seamen  ? 

Mh.  MUNDELLA  :  The  question  of 
undermanning  by  itself  is  a  large  one, 
and  if  the  Reference  were  extended,  as 
suggested,  the  Conlmittee  would  not  be 
able  to  report  wiAin  »  reasonable  time. 

AURAN  ISLANDS. 
Mb.  SHEEHY  (Galway,  S.)  !  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Xdeutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  relieving  officer  in  Arran 
laUuids  is  the  hftiliff  on  the  property 
vhere  the  reomt  evictions  were  canned 
out]  whethwanyspetnalprftTisltms were 
made  by  that  official  for  the  shelter  of  the 
faniliee  evicted  ;  whether  this  official  was 
the  offico-  from  whom  the  JjocaX  Govern- 
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raent  Board  Inspector  chiefly  got  inforina- 
tion  as  to  the  condition  of  the  islsnden  \ 
and  whetha*  it  is  in  acoordanoe  with  the 
Rules  enfuved  by  the  Local  Grorernment 
Board  that  a  Poor  Law  officer  should 
bold  snch  a  position  as  estate  bailiff 
within  the  district  where  he  has  to  dis- 
charge his  public  duties  ? 

Mb.  J.  MOBLEY  :  The  Local  Go- 
vernment B(»rd  inform  me  that  the 
relieving  officer  in  question  was  elected 
to  that  office  by  the  Guardians  in 
February  last,  but  that  his  appointment 
as  bailiff  is  of  subsequent  date.  I  under- 
stand that  the  relieving  officer  offimd 
to  provide  lodgings  for  the  evicted 
tenants,  but  tlwt  this  ofibr  was  not 
accepted.  The  Local  Gtovemment  Bou^ 
Inspector  states  that  he  received  no  in- 
formation whatever  from  this  officer  as 
to  the  resources  of  the  people .  upon 
which  he  founded  any  Report  to  the 
Board.  There  is  no  provision  in  the 
Board's  Regulations  to  the  effect  men- 
tioned in  the  concluding  paragraph  of 
the  question.  I  may  add,  however,  Uiat 
the  present  reliermg  officer  is  only 
acting  temporarily,  uid  that  the  per- 
manent appointment  will  be  made  by 
the  Guardians  m  the  26th  instant. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  general  desti- 
tution in  these  islands  has  during  the  last 
12  months  got  beyond  a  point  at  which 
it  is  in  the  power  of  the  Poor  Law 
Authorities  to  cope  with  it  except  by 
taking  thepeople  into  the  workhouses,  and 
wUl  he  considw  the  possibility  of  enabliDg 
the  people  to  seed  their  holdings  \3if 
undertaking  some  neeessary  trorki^  sueh 
as  roads,  Ac.  ? 

Mb.  J.  MOBLEY  :  My  hon.  Friend 
may  rest  assured  that  the  stete  of  tlie 
islands  has  been,  and  is  still,  receiving' 
my  careful  attention.  I  cannot  add  any- 
thing to  that. 

WORKING  HODRS  IN  PUBLIC  OFFICES. 

Mb.  FIELD  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether,  when  by  Order  in  Council  of 
August,  1890,  the  seven-hoar  day  was 
introdnced  into  Govermneut  Offices  is 
which  a  daily  attendance  of  six  honre 
only  wftQ  previously  reqaired,  uiy  oppoi^ 
tunito^  c£  retireBieBt  on  ponsion  wae 
afforded  to  Civil  servants  miose  <»igiaal 
tenps  of  employment  were  so  varied,  and 
who  migjit  objeet^^  f^<^^^^J^ 
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appearing  for  the  Magistrate  on  the 
appeal,  and  that  he  also  attended  at  the 
Senions  on  the  appeal  day  on  behalf  of 
the  -Magistrate  whose  conriction  was 
appealed  against.  In  so  attending  the 
Chief  Clerk  was  acting  with  the  consent 
and  at  the  request  of  the  Magistrate. 
With  regard  to  that  part  of  the  question 
of  which  my  hon.  Friend  has  given  me 
private  notice,  I  am  informed  by  the 
Chief  Clerk  that  he  did  not  atop  Mr. 
Derby  at  Fenchureh  Street,  and  did  not 
endeavour  to  induce  him  to  withdraw  his 
bail ;  nor  did  he  tell  him  that  he  would 
forfeit  hia  £40^  and  be  bimnded  aa  an 
associate  of  criminals.  The  Chief  Clerk 
states  that  he  was  stopped  by  Mr.  Derby, 
who  asked  about  bis  liability,  and  re- 
ceived the  usaal  reply  in  such  cases — 
namely,  that  in  the  event  of  the  con- 
viction being  upheld,  Mr.  Derby  would 
be  liable  on  his  recognisances  to  pay  the 
costs  of  the  appeal. 

Mb.  MACDONALD:  Is  thn  right 
hon.  Grentlenwn  aware  that,  a  few  days 
after  Ellen  Conway  was  liberated  on  bail. 

Mb.  ASQUITH  said,  he  had  no  in- 
formation to  that  effect. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  :  WUl  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  consent  to  hear  from 
Mr.  Derby  bis  version  of  what  took  place 
at  the  interview  P 

Mb.  ASQUITH  said,  that  anv  in- 
formation forwarded  to  him  woukl  be 
considered. 


tendance  thus  required ;  whether  pen- 
sions on  equitable  terms  will  now  be 
granted  to  those  who  wish  to  retire  ; 
whether  the  Treasury  will  communicate 
with  Heads  of  Departments  in  order  to 
ascertain  what  terms  might  be  proposed, 
having  in  view  Departmental  reorganisa- 
tion and  the  reduction  of  expenditure  ; 
whether  terms  of  retirement  on  the 
abolition  of  office  scale  will  be  given  in 
cases  where  the  adoption  of  such  a  scale 
will  not  put  an  increased  burden  on  the 
taxpayer  ;  and  whether,  if  no  such  oppor- 
tunities of  retirement  be  afforded,  Civil 
servants  wilt  be  permitted  to  continue 
their  employment  iu  accordance  with  the 
previous  Regulations  as  to  daily  attend- 
ance and  the  Saturday  half-holiday  ? 

Sib  J.  T.  HIBBEBT  :  I  think  my 
hon.  Friend  may  not  be  aware  tiiat  I 
answered  a  similar  question  on  the  13th 
of  February  last,  and  perhaps  he  will 
allow  me  to  hand  him  a  copy  of  the 
answer  then  given. 

THE  CASB  OF  BLUEX  COliWAY. 
Mb.  MACDONALD  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow) :  I  b^  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  on  what 
grounds  and  for  what  reasons  did  the 
Chief  Clerk  of  the  Thames  Police  Court 
attend  a  conference  on  the  evening  of 
Friday,  the  0th  instant,  at  the  chambers 
of  the  counsel  appearing  for  Messrs. 
Bell,  match  makers,  Bromley,  who  are 
prosecuting  Ellen  Conway  for  alleged 
intimidation ;  uid  why  was  he  present 
and  in  consultation  with  the  solicitors 
for  Messrs.  Bell  at  the  Sessions  on 
Saturday,  the  7th  instant,  when  the  case 
of  Ellen  Conway  was  down  for  appeal  ? 
I  should  also  like  to  ask  whether  the 
Chief  Clwk  referred  to  in  the  question 
slopped  Mr.  W.  J.  Derby,  one  of  tba 

Sirrs  sureties,  in  Fendinreh  Street 
tation,  and  endeavoured  to  induce  bim 
to  withdraw  his  bail,  and  told  him  that 
he  wonid  certainly  forfeit  his  £40  and 
would  be  branded  as  an  associate  of 
criminals  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
TBS  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQtTiTH,  Fife,  E.) :  I  understand  that 
the  case  of  Ellen  Conway  is  not  pending 
as  a  prosecution  by  Messrs.  Bell,  but  by 
way  of  *n>eal  against  the  decision  of  the 
Magistrate  at  the  Thames  Police  Coni4. 
I  am  infonaed  that  th«  Chief  Clerk^ 
attended  a  consultation  with  the  counsel 

Mr.Fi»ld 


THE  HINISTBBIAL  CBISIS  IK 
NEWFOUNDLAND. 

Sib  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for. 
the  Colonies  if  he  will  make  any  further 
statement  to  the  House  as  to  the  position 
of  affairs  in  the  Colony  of  Newfound- 
Umd? 

Mb.  S.BUXTON:  We  have  reeeivod 
from  the  Governor  of  Newfoundland 
copies  of  an-addresB  by  the  Assembly 
contesting  the  legality  of  the  judgment 
of  the  Judge,  together  with  a  Resolution 
of  the  Assembly  and  of  the  Legislative 
Council,  which  makes  a  similar  protest, 
whieb  expresses  the  opinion  that  the 
minority  of  the  House  should  not  be 
entrusted  with  tho  collection  of  taxes, 
and  which  rescinds  the  Resolution  jm- 
viou&Iy  passed  for  granting  Supply.  Tin 
Groremor  also  infbnns  ns  that  he  intends 
vjo  p«>fogue  tbc  Hoj«J«^jQ^gle 
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WATB  AMB  KBAirS. 
C9XHITTBE. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  HABCOUBT.Derbj): 
I  am  Bare,  Sir,  that  I  shall  not  ask  in 
vain  for  the  patience  and  indulgence  of 
the  Committee.   I  stand  in  gnat  need  of 
both,  tor  the  Committee  are  aware  that 
the  task  imposed  upon  me  to-day  is  one 
of  no  ordinary  difficalty.    My  first  duty 
is  to  state  to  the  Committee  the  financiid 
condition  of  the  country  during  the  year 
which  has  jnst  oonchided.   The  Com- 
mittee are  well  acquainted  with  the 
adverse  circumstances  which  beset  that 
year.    The  rise  in  commercial  and  gene- 
ral prosperity  which,  begiontng  in  1886, 
culnunated  m  1890,  has  been  followed 
by  a  gradual  fall,  accelerated  in  its  velo- 
city, till  we  may  hope  that  it  reached 
its  nadir  in  1893.    That  unfortunate  year 
has   laboured  under  accumulated  mis- 
fortune— the    financial   dtfliculUes  in 
America,    financial  embaxrassments  in 
Australia,  the  disturbance  of  trade  in 
India,  the  labour  disputes  at  home,  the 
general  depreasion  of  agriculture,  aggra- 
vated by  the  special  circumstances  of  the 
drought,  aflTectiag  crops  in  the  South  of 
England ;  each  and  all  of  these  might 
in  themselves  have  been  causes  which 
would    adversely    have    affected  the 
Revenue,  but  which,  in  their  combined 
effect,  might  have  been  expected  to  pro- 
duce the  most  unhappy  of  consequences 
and  a  collapse  of  the  public  finance,  such 
aa  that  which  we  have  witnessed  in 
several  f(»«ign  States  in  the  present  year. 
England,  from  her  univerul  trade,  is 
more  snsoeptible  than  any  other  State  to 
external  disturbances  of  this  character. 
In  spite  of  these  adverse  circumstances, 
the  Committee  are  already  aware  that 
the  condition  of  the  public  balance-sheet 
is  by  no  means  so  deplorable  as  a  few 
months  ago  most  people  anticipated  and 
believed.    On  the  contrary,  taking  into 
account  the  whole  situation,  that  balance- 
sheet  will  show,  I  think,  in  a  striking 
manner,  the  soimdness  of  your  finance 
and  the  unbroken  solidity  ot  the  resources 


of  the  nation.  The  first  six  months  of 
the  year  were  apparently  disastrous  ; 
but  the  law  of  average  has  prevailed, 
and  the  second  half  has  redressed  the 
balance,,  as  the  summer  drought  has  been 
succeeded  by  the  winter  raina.  My  first 
business  is  to  lay  before  yon  the  yield  ci 
the  Revttine  in  the  year  just  concluded, 
as  compared  with  the  Budget  Estimate 
and  with  the  yield  of  the  preceding  year. 
In  doing  this,  I  am  afraid  X  shall  trespass 
much  on  the  patience  of  the  Committee, 
although  I  will  endeavour  to  do  so  as 
little  as  possible.  The  first  bead  is 
that  of  Cfustoms.  The  Budget  Esti- 
mate was  £19,650,000.  The  amount 
paid  into  the  Exchequer  in  the 
year  1893-94  was  £19,707,000,  or 
exceeding  the  Estimate  by  £57,000. 
I  venture  to  think  Aat  this  is  a 
pretty  close  and  satisfootory  calculation. 
What  is  more  material  to  observe  in  all 
these  cases  is  the  net  receipt,  which  is 
the  true  comparison  of  the  yield  of 
Revenue  belonging  to  the  several  years. 
The  net  receipt  on  the  Customs  had  been, 
for  1893-94,  £19,712,000,  as  compared 
with  £19,619,000  for  the  year  1892-93— 
that  is,  yielding  an  increase  in  1893-94 
of  £93,000.  Under  the  circumstances,  I 
tbittk  I  may  say  that  is  an  astonishing 
figure.  The  principal  items  which  de- 
serve observation  are — first,  foreign 
spirits.  In  these  there  is  an  excess  of 
£39,000  on  the  whole ;  a  large  diminu- 
tion on  rum  ;  but  still  larger  increase  on 
other  spirits.  Rum  seems  to  be  a  very 
fluctuating  quantity.  The  consumption 
of  it  prevailed  largely  in  former  years. 
Next,  as  to  tea.  Here  there  has  been  an 
excess  of  £101,000  over  the  receipt  in  the 
preceding  year,  and  an  increase  of 
6,000,0001b.,  or  3  per  cent,  on  the  whole 
consumption.  Coffee,  including  cocoa, 
shows  a  decrease  of  £15,000.  Coffee  is 
always  a  diminishing  quantity,  even 
with  increase  of  population'.  Tobacco 
shows  an  increase  of  £2,000.  It  has 
been  a  stagnant  quantity,  and  a  good 
deal  below  the  estimate.  In  dried  fruits 
there  is  an  increase  of  £20,000.  On 
wines  there  is  a  decrease  of  £58,000. 
The  consumption  of  wine  has  been  con- 
stantly and  rapidly  diminishing.  In  1876 
the  total  quantity  consumed  was 
18,600,000  gallons.  In  1893  it  was 
14,150,000  ^lons,  or  a  diminution  of 
4,450,000  i^ons.  Strong  wines — ia^ 
port,  sherry,  &c.— have  ^len  fimm 
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11/)00,000  gallonB,  in  1876,  to  4,700,000 
gidlons  in  1893 — a  decreue  of  6,800,000 
gallons,  showing   the    great  chaoLe 
of  taste  for  these  stronger  wines.  Light 
wines^  including  sparkling  wineH,  on 
the    contrary,    have    increased  from 
7,600,000  gallons,  in  1876,  to  9,500,000 
gallons  in  1893,oraninGreaseof  1,900,000 
gallons.    These  lighter  wines  come  in  at 
a  lower  dutj,  and  the  yield  to  the 
Revenue  has  fallen  from  £1,750,000,  in 
1876,  to  £1,200,000  in  1893,  or  a  loss  of 
£650,000,  equivalent  to  one-third  of  the 
whole  duty,  since  1876.    The  loss  this 
year  has  again  been  far  bevond  the 
estimate.    If  we  leave  out  of  account 
wines,  which  are  an  article  of  consump- 
tion of  the  wealthier  classes,  the  total 
produce  of  the  Customs  for  the  year 
1898-94  would  be  £15^,000  in  excessof 
the  preceding  year,  on  what  may  be 
called  the  staple  articles  of  consumption 
of  the  mass  of  the  people.    I  venture  to 
think  that  this  is  not  only  financially,  but 
Bociaiiy,  a  most  satisfactory  return.  It 
shows  that  on  the  main  taxable  articles, 
which  constitute  the  comforts  of  the 
people,  there  is  no  evidence  of  pinching, 
no  sign  of  diminished  resources  or  con- 
suming powers  in  the  mass  of  the  nation ; 
bat  that,  even  in  this  trying  year,  there 
has  been  a  substantial  iocrmBe.    I  now 
turn  to  Excise,   The  estimated  yield  for 
the  year  1893-94  was  £25,100,000.  The 
amount  paid  into  the  Exchequer  was 
£25,200,000,  or  £100,000  more  than  the 
estimate.    The  net  receipts  have  been 
£25,247,000,  as  compared  with  the  net 
receipts  of  £25,283,000  in  the  preceding 
year.    That  is  a  net  decrease  of  £36,000, 
which  is  insignificant  on  such  a  total  as 
£25,000,000.   Pursuing  the  remarks  I 
have  made  on  the  Customs,  I  may  say 
that  it  ia  upon  Excise,  perhaps,  that 
falls,  first  and  most  heavily,  the  weight 
of  unprosperous  times,  of  diminished 
wages,  and  lessened  consuming  power  in 
the  people.    A  decrease  of  £36,000  on  a 
Revenue  ot  over  £25,000,000  does  not 
indicate  any  falling  off  of  consuming 
power.    The  particulars  of  this  head  are 
deserving  of  notice.    As  to  spirits,  the 
Spirit  Duty  receipts  were  £15,190,000, 
or  £50,000  more  than  the  estimate.  Up 
to  the  middle  of  August,  1893,  the  duty 
had  fallen  off  by  £310,000.    But  by  the 
end  of  the  year  the  decline,  as  compared 
with  the  former  year,  was  only  £94,000. 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  this  u  possibly 
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and  erap  prohaUy  due  in  part  to  those 
nervous   anticipations   of    the  Budget 
which  overtake  some  members  of  the 
trade  in  the  last  days  of  the  financial 
year.   Very  often,  just  before  the  Budget, 
larger  quantities  of  spintai  we  taken  out 
than  properly  belong  to  the  consnmption 
of  the  year.    It  is  remarkable  that  the 
toss  on  spirits  has  been  compensated  by 
Che  gain  upon  beer.    On  beer  the  net 
receipts    have    been    £9,537,000,  or 
£132,000  more  than  the  estimate,  and 
£91,000  more  than  the  receipts  of  the 
previous  year.   The  consumption  is  the 
highest  on  record,  exceeding  any  former 
year  by  £80,000.    I  believe  that  this 
has  something  to  do  with  the  drought. 
I  am  told  that  wbeu  the  weather  is  hot 
there  is  more  beer  and  less  spirits  drunk, 
and  that  when  the  weather  Is  cold  there 
is  more  spirits  and  less  beer  drunk.  At 
any  rate,  we  find  that  the  decrease  in  the 
consumption  of  spirits  is  almost  exactly 
compensated  by  the  increased  revenue 
from  beer.    The  Land  Tux  and  House 
Duty  was  estimated  at  £2,460,000,  and 
the  amount  paid  into  tlie  Exchequer  was 
exactly  the  same.    Post  Office  and  Tele- 
graphs were  estimated  at  £13,080,000, 
and  the  actual   receipts    have  beea 
£ 1 3,010,000.  The  Post  Office  receipts  have 
been  £1 30,000  less  than  the  estimate,  and 
the  Telegraph  receipts  have  been  £60,000 
more  than  the  estimate.  Miscellaneous 
receipts  were  estimated  at  £1,950,000, 
and  the  actual  receipts  were  £2,058,000. 
I  next  turn  to  the  important  and  critical 
head  of  the  Income  Tax.    There  has 
probably  been  no  year  more  adverse  in  itg 
circumstances  to  the  yield  of  that  impost 
than  the  year  1893.    The  estimated  pro* 
dnoe  was  £15,150,000.      The  amount 
paid  iatotheExchequerwas£15,200,000, 
or  £50,000  beyond  the  estimate.    It  ia 
said  that  that  is  due  to  measures  taken 
to  get  in  the  Income  Tax.    But  that  is 
not  so.   We  have  not  in  the  ^last  year, 
because  it  was  a  year  of  deficit,  pressed 
in  the  last  penny  we  could  get.    Had  we 
done  so  we  should  have  avoided  a  deficit 
altogetiier.    It  was  rather  tempting  whea 
I  had  the  money  in  hand  ;  but  we  have 
not  sought  to  deplete,  nor  have  we  de- 
pleted, the  Income  Tax  receipts  of  this 
year  to  make  up  a  deficiency  in  last. 
Now,  if  you  add  together  the  heads  of 
revenue  which  I  have  enumerated,  and 
also  Crown  Lands  and  interest,  you  will 
find  they  represent  rocei^^^gng  U> 
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£78^73,000,  and  the  varmtion  from  the 
estimate  apon  this  Tut  Btun  amounts  to 
only  :e233,000,  and  that  is  in  excess  of 
the  estimated  receipts  on  tfacoe  heads. 
We  may  say,  therafwe,  that  on  mora  than 
thrae-fouruB  (A  tiie  whole  Rerenne  Ae 
ontoone  has  fairly  exceeded  the  estimate. 
There  remains  practically  only  the  Stamp 
Reveuue  to  be  taken  into  consideration, 
upon  which  alone  there  appears  a  serious 
falling-off.  The  Stamp  Bevenue  was 
estimated  to  yield  £13,600,000,  as 
against  the  net  receipt  for  1892-93  of 
£13,788,000.  The  net  receipts  in  1893- 
94  ander  this  head  have  been  £1 2,799,000, 
ahowug  a  falling-off  of  £989,000  as 
eomparod  with  the  weviaas  yearns  yield, 
and  £800,000  bdow  the  estimate. 
Stamps  ara  dirided  into  two  primupal 
heads — first,  what  may  be  called  business 
stamps  ;  and,  secondly,  the  Death  Duty 
stamps,  which  form  the  far  larger 
portion  of  the  whole.  The  figures  for 
(be  business  stamps  are  as  ■  follows  : — 
Estimated  receipts,  £5,500,000 ;  net 
receipts.  £5,222,000.  That  is,  less  than 
the  estimate  by  £278,000 ;  and  the 
falling -off  io  the  net  receipts  as  compared 
with  1892-93  was  £215,000.  The  stag- 
nation on  the  Stock  Exchange  and  the 
Money  Market  and  the  wise  ii^isposition 
to  embark  on  new  enterprises  at  hcnne 
and  abroad  fully  account  for  this  decrease. 
The  yield  of  the  Death  Duties  requires 
apeciol  notice.  The  net  receipts  on  Pro- 
bate and  EsUte  Duty  are  £60,000  less 
than  the  preceding  year.  This  is  not  a 
material  reduction  on  a  total  of  nearly 
£4,000,000,  it  being  merely  a  decrease  of 
about  1}  per  cent.  Shrinkage  of  values 
in  so  many  seourities  shows  there  must 
have  been  large  increase  of  wmlth  and 
•aTingfl  in  other  direotitnis.  On  L^iwy 
and  Succession  Duty  there  is  a  very 
heavy  falling-off  m  net  receipts — 
£71^000  as  compared  with  1892-93,  and 
£316,000  as  compared  with  the  estimate. 
The  produce  of  these  duties,  however, 
depends  so  much  upon  consanguinity — a 
large  property  going  to  a  child  producing 
comparatively  little,  while  a  property  of 
aimilor  value  going  to  a  stranger  produces 
a  eonaidOTable  sum — ^that  it  is  difficult  to 
make  an  estimate  of  its  yield.  The  yield 
of  these  duties  during  the  year  1892-93 
ooropares  not  unfaTourably  with  that 
1891-92.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  and  hon.  Members  generally 
Iniow  what  an  extraordinary  rise  thwe 
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was  in  these  duties  in  the  year  1891-92, 
which  is  called  the  "influenza  year," 
when  the  increase  in  consequence  of  the 
great  numher  of  deaths  amounted  to 
nearly  £1,000,000,  and  therefore  in 
estimating  the  produce  of  these  duties  we 
must  not  judge  by  the  standard  of  that 
year.  Taking  the  whole  into  account, 
the  total  Revenue  paid  intothe  Exchequer 
in  the  year  was  £91,133,000,a8  compared 
with  the  Estimate  of  £91,640,000, 
showing  a  deficiency  of  Revenue  of 
£507,000,  a  variation  from  the  Esti- 
mate of  about  ^  per  cent.  only. 
Before  we  leave  the  Revenue  Accounts  I 
should  like  to  make  the  remark  that  the 
fact  that,  after  a  period  of  disturbance 
andde^ession  like  that  through  which 
we  have  passed,  we  should  have  realised 
the  Estunate  within  k  P^r  cent,  on  a 
total  of  over  £91,000,000  (or,  if  we  add 
the  revenue  paid  to  Ixical  Authorities,  on 
a  total  of  over  £98,000,000)  is,  I  think, 
a  marvellous  accomplishment.  It  is  a 
striking  testimony,  first,  to  the  solidity 
of  your  financial  system  and  resources  ; 
and,  secondly,  to  the  great  sagacity  and 
experience  of  the  able  permanecit  staff 
upon  whom  its  administration  mainly  de- 
pends. Those  who  have  watched  this 
matter  willi  a  knowledge  of  the  vicissi- 
tudes which  put  at  hasard  such  calcula- 
tions in  the  most  serene  times  may  well 
applaud  tiie  skill  of  those  who,  in  the 
exceptional  difficulties  of  the  last  year, 
have  achieved  so  auccessfulafOTOcast,  and 
I  am  sure  I  may  invite  for  them  the 
merited  approbation  of  the  Committee. 
Besides  this  evidence  from  the  Revenue 
Receipts,  the  indications  of  the  Savings 
Banks  are  equally  satisfactory.  The  net 
receipts  on  the  Post  Office  and  Trustee 
Savings  Banks,  which  were  in  1888-89 
£966,000,  in  1892-93  £2,200,000,  were 
in  1893-94  £3,400,000.  There  has  been 
an  increase  of  £1,000,000  since  the  Sav- 
ings BouIe  Act  of  last  Session  came  into 
operation.  The  most  recent  figures  siuee 
tbe  date  of  the  enlarged  limits  of  deposit 
are  very  remarkable  and  encouraging. 
Tbe  net  cash  depositH  .from  December 
21,  1892,  to  March  31,  1893,  were 
£2,1 47,000,  and  from  December  21, 1893, 
to  March  2A,  1894,  which  was  one  week 
less,  they  were  £3,220,000,  or  an  excess 
in  l^iree  months  of  over  £1,000,000, 
LeaTing  this  question  of  the  Revenue, 
a  general  review  of  the  condition  of  the 
people,  derived   from  ibese  ditoettt 
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soureea,  is  not  nniatis&otoiy.   In  the 
fint  place,  Uiere  is  do  sign  of  my 
diminution  in  the  Tesouroes  or  consuming 
power   of   the    wage-earning  cUse. 
Secondly,  the  Savings  Banks  Return 
proves  that  they  have  the  power  and 
the  desire  to  lay  by  their  economies. 
Thirdly,  as  regards  the  wealthier  classes, 
though,  as  we  are  well  aware,  there  have 
been  mrioas  diminutions  of  income  from 
agricultural  depression  and  shrinkage  of 
dlTidenda,  the  stabiliW       the  Income 
Tax  and  the  Probate  Duty  shows  that 
their  losses  have  been  to  a  great  extent 
recouped  by  a  growth  of  wealth  and 
savings  io  other  directions.   I  n  ill  ask 
the  Committee  to  pause  for  a  moment  at 
this  outcome  of  what  may  truly  be  called 
an  ill-starred  year.    I  ask  you  in  no  in- 
vidious spirit  to  consider  how  the  British 
system  of  finance,  currency,  and  commerce 
has  stood  the  storm  and  weathered  the 
gale.  Compare  it  with  the  results  iu 
other  States  who  have  relied  upon  dif- 
ferent j^ndples  of  commercial,  financial, 
and  monetary  policy.  You  will  find,  I  think, 
nothing  which  should  encourage  you  to 
adopt  ioflationist  doctrines  or  protectiooist 
practice   under   the   severe  experience 
through  which  we  have  passed  compara- 
tively nnscathed.  It  isapractical  warning 
not  toallow  ourselves  under  the  occasional 
pressure  of  distress  to  listen  to  the 
counsels  of  empirics  and  shake  the  solid 
fouDclatious  upon  which  British  credit 
stands.   I  DOW  have  to  set  against  this 
history  of  the  Revenue  of  189S-94  that 
of  the  Expenditure  defrayed  within  the 
year.   The  Budget  Estimate  for  1893-94 
was  £91,464,000,  and  the  amount  issued 
to  meet  expenditure  was  £91,803,000,  or 
£161,000  less  than  the  Budget  Estimate. 
There  were  Supplementary  Estioiatea  as 
follows: — For  the  Army  £195,000,  for 
Education  £224,000,  for  South  Africa 
£89,000,  and  for    sundries  £84,000, 
making  a  total  of  £692,000.    If  there 
bad  been  no  Supplementary  Estimates 
there  would  have  been  a  good  surplus  : 
bat  I  do  not  complain,  because  the  Sup- 
plementary sEatimatee  amount  to  about 
£135,000  less  than 'the  average  of  the 
previous  five  years.    Oii-the  other  hand, 
the  savings  from  issues  of  the  previous 
year  and  on  the  year  amounted  to  the 
sum  of  £743,000.    This  shows  a- duffer- 
ence  of  £161,000,  and  that  on  the  right 
side,  on  an  estimated  expenditure  .  of 
£91,600,000^  whieh  is  pretty  olose.  As 
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I  have  already  said,  if  I  had  chos&ct  to 
press  the  collection  of  Berenue  abnor- 
mally, and  especially  the  Income  Tax,  I 
could  easily  h&ve  transformed  this  deficit 
into  a  moderate  surplus.     But  I  did  not 
regard  ^s  as  sound  finance.    As  it  is, 
I  may  incidentally  mention   that  the 
Revenue  of  the  year  has  beeu,  in  fact, 
more  than  sufficient  to  meet  the  true  Ex- 
penditure  properly  bdonging    to  the 
year,  for  were  was  und»  the  head  of 
Expanditore  a  sum  of  £290,000  issued 
to  the  Naval  Defence  Account,  whieh 
belongs  to  the  Naval  Defence  Debt  Fund^ 
and  not  to  the  proper  Expenditure  of 
the  year.   I  shall  have  occasion  to  refer 
to  this  item  later  on.    With  regard  to  the 
balances  in  the  Exchequer,   we  com- 
menced the  year  1893-4  with  a  balance 
of  £6,088,000.    We  closed  the  year  with 
a  balance  of  £6,977,000.     There  was 
outstanding  on  March  31,  1894,  and 
since  repaid,  £750,000  in  the  form  of 
advances  on  Ways  and  Meaoa,  making 
the  true  balance  £6,237,000,  or  £144,000 
better  than  last  year.    Z  will  now  state 
the  figures  relating  to  the  National  Debt. 
The  Funded  Debt  in  the  course  of  the 
year  has  been  reduced  by  £1,902,000,  the 
capital  value  of  the  Terminable  Annuities 
by  £3,629,000,  the  Savings  Banks  de- 
ficiency by  £385,000,  and  the  other 
liabilities  by  £158,000,  making  a  total 
redaction  of  £6,074,000.    On  the  other 
hand,  there  were  additions  under  the 
Barracks  Act  £673,000,  and  under  the 
Telegraph  Act£164,000,makingatotal  of 
£837,000;  so  that  the  gross  liabilities 
were  reduced  by  £5,237,000.  After 
deducting  a  small  diminution  of  assets, 
£264,000,  the  net  reduction  will  be 
£4,973,000.   In  addition  to  this,  there 
is  available  the  greater  part  of  the  New 
Sinking  Fund,  £1,601,000,  on  which  I 
shall  have  somethiug  to  say  presently. 
So  that  we  may  consider  that  the  sum 
available  for  redaction  in  the  year  will  be 
£6,574,000.  I  have  always  been  desirous 
that  the  amount  of  the  Unfunded  Debt,, 
so  far  as  it  may  be  considered  a  Floatii^ 
Debt  in  the  hands  of  the  pnblic,  sfaonld 
be  reduced.   This  has  been  effected  in 
the  present  year  by  close  upoa£3,0UU,000» 
which  have  passed  from  the  hands  of 
the  public  into  those  of  the  National 
Debt  Commissioners,  though  the  amount 
of  the  Unfunded   Debt  has  actimlly 
been  decreased  by  an  inconsiderable  sum 
only.   The  Unftandod  Debt  in  the,  hud* 
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of  the  public  is  now  only  £11,600,000, 
Md  it  is  expected  diwieg  4he  oonrBe  of 
the  present  year  it  will  be  farther  r&' 
dnced  hy  £750,000.  This  eompletse  the 
Statement  relAting-  to  the  jmr  which- hM 
jost  eonoluded.  I  now  turn  to  the  more 
iDterestii^  prospeets  of  the  coming  year. 
I  wish  I  oonld  promise  they  would  ptwn 
eqn^ly  satisfactory.  The  Gemmittde 
are  familiar  with  the  eedmated  Expendi- 
ture for  which  i  hmve  to  provide.  The 
total  for  which  I  hare  to  proTide,  being 
£95,468,000,  is  larger  Umn  the  amount  I 
had  to  provide  a  year  ago-^namely, 
£91,464,000— by  the  sum  of  £3,994,000. 
The  only  bead  nudo-  which  there  is  any 
materia  deneaae  is  under  Consolidated 
Food  Services,  mainly  owing  to  the 
cesser  of  the  anouity,  £300^000,  set  up 
to  repay  debt  mated  for  purchase  ctf 
Snes  Canal  abaree,  and  now  discharged. 
Of  the  total  increased  provision  that  has 
to  be  made,  the  demands  of  the  Admiralty 
account  for  £3,126,000.  The  increased 
provision  for  the  Civil  Service  is  £558,000, 
of  which  the  main  item  is  £470,000  for 
Education.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  has  his 
quiver  full,  and  I  do  not  grudge  bim  that 
inoreased  sum  for  the  better  education  of 
the  country.  The  remainder  of  the  in- 
crease, £88,000,  is  for  Public  Works. 
There  is  an  incroapod  provision  .of 
£800,000  to  be  made  for  the  Postal  Ser- 
vices, balanced,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  by  an 
estimated  increase  in  revenue  of  only 
£180,000.  But  this  great  total  of 
£95,458,000  does  not  represent  the  entire 
amount  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  to  provide.  He  has,  in 
addition,  to  find  about  £7,250,000  for 
local  expenditure — that  is,  for  expendi- 
ture met  out  of  revenue  which  is  banded 
over  to  the  Local  Authorities ;  so  that 
the  real  total  which  lie  has  to  raise  for 
the  service  of  the  year  has  now  amounted 
to  about  £102,700,000.  It  is  not  my 
business  to  discuss  the  Estimates  or  Ex- 
penditure. What  I  have  to  do  is  to  find 
the  money.  1  should,  however,  like  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 

riwth  of  Expenditure  in  this  country, 
yon  take  the  Return  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  present  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  and  compare  the  Expenditure  in 
1875-6  with  the  estimated  Expenditure 
for  1894-5,  I  find  that  the  increase  in 
ihe  total  annual  Expenditure  in  those  20 
years  is  £28,823,000.   Of  this  the  in- 


crease on  the  Army  and  Kavy  amounts 
to  £12,000,000,  the  inerease'on  Ednoatibn 
is  £6,200,000,  and  the  increase  -in  grants 
to  Leoal  Authorities  is  £6,500^000. 
These  reiveseut  the  main  Iterafl.  There 
is  only  one  head  of  reduction,  and 
that  not  a  very  satisfaetuy  itmn 
of  eoolutay*  I  -  refer  to  the  dimt- 
uutiod  for  the  liqnidatiou  of  the 
NMioual  Debt,  amounting  to  £1,739,000. 
I  ask  the  Committee  to  observe  these 
figures.  Your  Expenditure  has  increased 
far  more  rapidly  than  your  Revenue,  and, 
-in  tbese  conditions,  you  must  expect  the 
consequeooes.  Tou  are  not  in  a  position 
to  remit,  but  you  are  under  the  obl^a- 
tiob  to  impose,  taxation.  That  is  the 
rate  at  which  you  are  living.  Uoder 
such  conditions  r^ief  at  taxation  is  im- 
practicable ;  your  Expenditnra  grows 
foster  than  your  Bevenoe.  What  lure 
the  resources  with  which  we  have  to 
meet  this  Expenditure  ?  I  now  come  to 
the  Estimate  of  Revenue  for  the  current 
year.  There  is  a  popular  impression 
that,  looking  at  the  results  of  last 
quarter,  we  coald  anticipate  this  year  a 
considerable  increase  of  Revenue.  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  is  not  the  case.  In 
some  items,  yes ;  but  not  upon  all.  Cos* 
toms  for  the  currwt  year  we  take  at 
£19,850,000,  an  increase  of  about 
£140,000  above  the  Exchequer  receipts 
of  last  year.  Excise  we  take  at 
£25,060,000,  or  £140,000  less  than  the 
Exchequer  receipts  of  last  year.  This 
is  due  to  accelerated  .  payments  at  the 
close  of  the  last  financial  year.  Stamps 
we  put  nt  £13,080,000,  or  mora  than 
the  Exchequer  receipts  of  last  year  by 
£220,000.  We  count  upon  some  recovery 
on  this  head.  We  estimate  the  duties 
from  Land  Tax  and  House  Duty  at 
£2,470,000,  or  £10,000  more  than  the 
Ekoheqner  receipts  uf  last  year.  Income 
Tax  we  take  at  £15,200,000.  This  is 
the  same  as  the  Exchequer  receipts  of 
last  year.  The  arrears  at  the  7d.  rate 
are  set  off*  against  the  expected  decrease 
in  the  yield  owing  to  the  substitution  of 
a  bad  year  (1893)  for  a  good  year  (1890) 
in  the  assessment  on  trade  profits. 
Each  penny  we  estimate  will  yield 
£2,130,000.  I  take  the  Reveuue 
from  the  Post  0£Sce  and  Telegraph 
Services  at  £13,190,000,  that  is  an 
■inerease  ovw  last  year  of  £180,000 — 
£100,000  on  Post  Office  and  £80,000 
00  Telegraph..   Cn,™  I^^^^f  1 1 
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the  Mme  figure  as  last  jaar — oamely, 
£480,000.  In  regard  to  iuterest  on 
loaiu,  &0.,  this  hewl  of  BoTenue  rarely 
Taries  ;  hot  this  year  it  will  be  £82,000 
iofls  tbao  nsaal,  owing  to  the  oesiation  of 

Siymant  by  Egypt  in  tespeot  of  the  Snei 
anal  shares.  JlisceltoDeoiu  Berenae 
we  cannot  pat  higher  than  £1,550,000, 
about  £500,000  leas  than  the  receipts  of 
last  year.  The  decrease  is  mainly  due 
to  oar  not  hariog  again  such  windfalls 
as  we  had  in  1893-94  in  the  shape  of — 
(1)  a  payment  from  the  Treasury  Chest 
Fund,  £800,000  j  and  (2)  arrears  of  the 
prerioas  year,  nearly  £200,000.  This  is 
the  main  item  in  the  decreased  Estimate 
of  Revenue  for  the  eurrent  year.  The 
total  estimated  Rerenne  will,  tiberefore, 
be  uken  at  £90,956,000,  or  less  by 
£177,000  than  the  Exchequer  receipts  of 
last  year— namely,  £91,133,000.  Bat,  if 
we  leave  out  of  acoount  the  decreases 
onder  the  bead  of  Interest  and  Mis- 
cellaneous Revenue,  amountiag  to 
£590,000,  the  yield  of  the  taxes  and 
Post  Office  combined  is  taken  at  an  in- 
crease of  £413,000  over  last  year — not 
•o  large  an  increase  as  baa  been  generally 
supposed,  bat  as  large  as,  under  the  clr- 
eumstaoces,  I  feel  justified  in  making.  I 
will  now  give  the  balance-sheet  for  the 
year  1894-95,  on  the  basis  of  the  existing 
taxee  as  they  stand.  The  total  Revenue 
is  £90,956,000 ;  the  total  Expenditure 
is  £95,458,000  ;  and  the  deficit  to  be  met 
will  thus  be  seen  to  be  £4,502,000--a 
very  formidable  sum  to  deal  with.  How 
is  this  vast  deficit  to  be  met  ?  I 
answer,  first,  and  emphatically,  not  by 
borrowing.  Not  by  abandoning  the 
fixed  and  permanent  provisions  for  the 
liquidation  of  the  Debt.  This  Expendi- 
ture does  not  partake  in  any  sense  of 
a  permanent  character.  It  relates  to 
things  which  perish  in  the  nsing,  which 
perish  still  more  in  the  fashion.  The 
period  of  a  battleship  is  as  fickle  as  that 
of  a  lady's  bonnet.  Next  season  we  shall 
be  told  that  all  we  have  done  and  are 
doing  is  superseded,  and  the  amateurs, 
like  the  ladies,  will  tell  us  we  have 
nothing  to  wear.  We  do  not,  therefore, 
propose  to  break  up  the  fixed  charge  or 
permanent  fund  set  apart  for  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Debt.  To  take  such  a  coarse 
in  time  of  peace  in  luder  to  meet  ax- 
penditnre  which  we  regard  as  indis- 
pensable, not  exceptionally,  but  as  a 
part  of  the  regular  demands  for  the 
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defenee  of  the  country,  would  be  a 
fatal  and  a  cowardly  error,  unworthy  of 
a  great  nati<m.  I  pray  the  Committee  to 
eoasidw  the  vital  conseqawwes,  altko  in 
peace  and  In  war,  <^  this  gnat,  perhaps 
the  greatest  of  all  natiouad  resarvos — « 
reserve  not  Iflse  valuable,  even  mora 
valuable,  than  the  Naval  and  Military 
Besffi-ves.  In  peace  time  our  financial 
credit  depends  upon  the  confidence  which 
is  felt  that  the  nation  is  ready  and  will- 
ing to  make  all  the  sacrifices  neoessaiy 
to  meet  its  needs  and  obligations ; 
that  its  policy  is  not  to  increase,  but  to 
diminish,  the  Public  Debt.  The  stability 
of  your  oarrency  and  your  commercial 
prosperity  is  very  greatly  mistained  by 
the  oonatanoy  and  fOTtitude  with  which 
this  principle  is  maintained.  I  will  in- 
vite anyone  who  doubts  this  to  r^ud 
the  effect  upon  their  finance  in  otlier 
8tates  where  great  military  expenditure 
is  promoted  in  peace  time  by  borrowed 
money.  In  time  of  war  this  fund  be- 
comes a  priceless  resource— -a  resource 
not  less  powerful  than  ships,  or  guns,  or 
men.  Indeed,  it  is  the  source  from  which 
all  these  are  provided  and  maiutaioed. 
What  is  indispensable  is  that  at  the 
commeneement  of  the  war  you  should  be 
in  a  position  to  expend  at  once,  and 
instantly,  vast  sums,  which  are  neces- 
sary under  the  conditions  of  modern, 
warfare,  for  a  sudden  and  vital 
struggle.  The  Permanent  Debt  Fund 
provides  you  with  this  reserve.  A 
fund  of  £6,000,000  or  £7,000,000  will 
enable  you,  even  without  raising  taxa- 
tion, to  command  an  immense  sum.  The 
Debt  Fund  represents  the  interest  of,  say, 
£200,000,000  of  money.  You  could  not 
do  a  more  unwise  or  spendthrift  act  than, 
to  dissipate  in  peace  wis  great  reserve. 
It  is  your  "  war  ohest."  Let  nothing  in- 
duce you  to  shirk  this  jwimary  obliga- 
tion. If  yon  desire  to  impress  on 
foreign  nations  a  conviction  of  your 
strength  and  your  resolution  to  maintain 
your  £mptre,  do  not  by  a  culpable  weak- 
ness give  any  room  for  the  belief  that 
you  are  wanting  in  the  resolution  to 
make  the  sacrifices  which  are  necessary. 
The  opinion  of  strength  is  as  potent  as 
the  means  to  exert  it.  Let  as  sustain 
by  our  oonduet  the  might  of  this  opinion. 
These  are  preeent  demands  to  meet  pre- 
sent needs.  We  have  no  right  to  shuffle 
them  off  oar  own  shouMm  and  foist 
them  on  our  snoeesson. 
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•Mriftoe8.-«4iidi  your  fathers  made  in 
iwpaM  of -t«xatieD  for  "Uiat  which  thej 
detned  MMBurf  for  the  fi^ood  of  their 
ooastry,  with  not  one-half  the  popola* 
tion,  with  not  one-tenth  of  jov  wealth. 
What  wae  the  tucation  ikvy  oouiented 
t»  endure  ?     The  burden  (rf  the  interest 
«l  the  Debt,  in  their  days,  wa«  a  great 
deal  more  than  half  the  Revenue  ;  to- 
day it  is  not  on^flfth  part.      We  bare 
BO  proposals  to  make  which  will  have  the, 
effoet  of  dirertiiig  from  Ae  disehargie  of 
Debt  any  part  of  the  Pennaoent  Fund 
wbioh  is  now  appHoable  to  its  liquida- 
tion.   With  ufl  that  is  fundamental.  But 
there  ue  debts  and  debts.  -There  is  the 
eld  debt  beqnenthed  to  ns  by  past  gene- 
nrtaone.    There  is,  nnfbrtnnately, «  new 
debt,  transmitted  to  us  by  the  last 
Parliament.     Th^   are    both  debts 
which  we  are  equally  boand  to  dis- 
charge.    I  wilt    speak  now  of  the 
most  recent  debt.    It  conBistB  of  Tarioua 
eoms  which  have  been  borrowed  under  the 
Imperial  Defence  Act  and  the  Naval 
Defence  Act ;  which  were  borrowed  for 
wtn^s  now  completed,  and  which  have 
no  applioation  to  any  existing  expendi- 
ture. They  constitute  a  mortgi^e  on  our 
present  Bsvenue.   Their  amount  is: — 
Under    the    Impwial    Defence  Act, 
£2,600^000;  under  the  Naval  Defence 
Aet,  £3,146,000~total,  £5,7^,000.  In 
order  to  defray  these  new  debts  a  charge 
has  been  created  on  what  would  other- 
wise be  the  Revenue  of  the  present  year. 
I  venbired  at  the  time  to  protest  against 
this  proceeding,  as  throwing  on  future 
years  a  bnrden  which  they  ought  not  to 
bear,  and  which,  as  has  proved  to  be  the 
ease,  they  might  be  less  able  to  bear  than 
the  years  in  which  the  debt  wae  in- 
curred.   This  plan  of  proceeding  can 
never  have  been  adopted  except  under 
the  belief  that  the  programme  of  the 
Imperial  and  Naval  Defence  Acts  would 
have  so  abundantly  equipped  our  naval 
and  military  establishments  that  upon 
their  completion  there  would  arise  an 
opportunity  for  reduction  rather  than 
an  increase  of  Expenditure.    This  was 
the  view  taken  in  1887  and  1888  by  the 
inte  Government,  when  large  reductions 
were  made  in  the  Naval  Estimates  on 
^  ground  (rf  the  great  additions  made 
-nnder  the  Northbro^  programme.  Ex- 
cept upon   this  hypotfaeeis  the  whole 
proceeding    would   have  been  utterly 
unjustifiable.     I  deeir«  to  make  my 


acknowledgment  to  the  right  hou.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  the  author  of  that  plan, 
for  the  statement  he  made  in  the  House 
of  Comnons  on  Thursday  last — a  state- 
ment vhioh  was  extremely  candid  and 
extranolv  honourable  to  him.  I  wilt 
remind  tnoee  who  were  not  present  of 
what  my  right  hon.  Friend  said — 

"  I  will  be  quite  frank  with  the  Commfttee. 
The  Seoietaty  to  the  Admiralty  hasiaidt^he 
it        that,  it  I  bad  known  thst  oar  naval 

defence  pn^Czamme  was  not  to  be  an  «xO0p- 
tioDal  effort,  I  should  not  hare  taken  the  par- 
ticular flnancial  step  I  did  take.  I  think  he  is 
right.  I  acbnii  that  we  did  consider  it  to  be  an 
ezoeptioaal  effort ;  we  were  wtok.  At  that 
time  DO  one  thought  that  it  would  be  neoeniiry 
to  make  additional  propoaals,  like  those  now 
made,  and  I  make  a  present  to  my  polltic&l 
opponents  of  this  statement,  that  it  we  had 
fomeen  the  final  lesttlt  we  should  not  have 
taken  the  partioolai  flnancial  itepe  which  wo 
did  take." 

I  think  that  is  a  most  eandid  and  honour- 
able statement,  and  I  hope  I  shall  not, 
therefore,  be  regarded  as  acting  in  any 
manner  as  hosUie  to  bis  policy  when  I 
suggest  to  the  Committee  a  method  for 
dealing  with  that  debt.   I  hope  even  to 
have  the  assent  in  the  manner  of  dealing 
with  it  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self. This  is  a  debtin  the  plainest  sense  of 
the  wf>rd,  and  it  must  be  cleared  off. 
Indeed,  a  new  debt  is  worse  than  an  old 
debt,  because  it  is  the  mark  6t  an  active 
detOTioration  and  decay.    It  is  a  new 
encumhrancef  which  must  be  liquidated 
either  before  or  concurrently  with  the  old 
debt.    The  least  we  can  ask  is  that, 
wheu  we  are  called  npoo  to  cope  with  the 
immense   charges   we   hare   to  meet, 
the  existing  revenue  of  the  year  should 
he   relier^   of   these  extraordinary 
burdens  before  we  are  called  upon  to 
impose  new  taxes.    This  new  debt  so 
contracted  must  be  wiped  out  as  part  of 
the  general  debt  charge  out  of  the  fixed 
fund  appropriated  for  that  purpose.  Let 
me  remind  the  House  of  what  are  the 
constituent  parts  of  the  present  fixed 
fund  for  the  liquidation  of  debt.  In 
round  figures  they  are— {1)  Annuities 
(about)  £4,800,000,  (2)   new  Sinking 
Fund  £1,800,000,  making  £6,600,000. 
The  old  Sinking  Fund  is  unfortunately  at 
present  a  minus  quantity.    As  regards 
the  Terminable  Annuities,  I  see  the 
greatest  objection  to  meddling  with  them. 
They  ought  not,  exeept  under  the  greatest 
extiemity,  to  be  disturbed  at  all.   I  held 
that  view  in  1886,  and  I  do^  not  mppose 
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to  disturb  the  TOTnuaaUe  Aanuitiw  at  all. 
There  remains  the  new  Sinkii^  Fuad, 
which  I  propose  to  appropriate  to  the 
discharge  of  this  neir  debt  until  ib  is 
liquidated.  The  new  Sinking  Fund  for 
the  past  year  amoanted  to  £1(827,000,  of 
which  £226fiOO  has  been  shvady  appio- 
priated  to  U^e  payment  off  of  the  8^  per 
cent.  Annuities,  so  that  the  balance  was 
£1,601,000,  which  has  been  held  back  in 
the  hands  of  the  National  Debt  Commis- 
sionera.  The  new  Sinking  Fnnd  of  the 
current  year  will  amount,  at  a  moderate 
estimate,  to  £1,850,000.  I  ^hall  have 
this  year  from  the  two  Sinking  Funds  a 
sum  of  £3,451,000,  which  will  go  in 
part  discharge  of  this  debt.  At  the  close 
of  the  present  financial  year  the  Imperial 
and  Naval  Defence  Loans  (£5,746,000) 
should  be  reduced  to  abont  £2,800,000, 
which  will  nearly  be  cleared  off  by  the 
new  Sinking  Fund  in  1895-96.  In  this 
way  the  KeTenue  of  the  present  and 
future  years  will  be  relier^  from  this 
enonmbrance,  and  there  will  be  the  addi- 
tional advantage  that  the  public  accounts 
will  be  freed  from  the  confusion  in 
which  they  are  now  involved  by  these 
enactments.  Provisions  will  be  in- 
serted in  the  Budget  Bill  to  enable 
these  tmnsactions  to  be  carried  out.  As 
a  coiwequenee  of  the  liquidation  of  the 
debt  the  Revenue  will  be  reUeved  of 
these  charges  to  the  extent  I  have  stated. 
They  will  also  enable  the  Berenne  to  re- 
ceire  sums  of  money  of  which  it  has  been 
deprived  by  the  plan  of  the  Imperial  De< 
fence  Act.  The  interest  on  the  Snec 
Canal  shares  is  mortgaged  for  four  yeus 
to  come  to  the  extent  of  £600,000  a  year. 
If  the  captal  sum  so  borrowed  is  dis4 
chained  the  Revenue  derived  Inm 
these  dividends  will  be  available  for 
the  Exchequer,  and  for  the  present 
nar  they  will  amoout  to  £260,00a 
We  shall  have  further  relief  from  the  dis- 
charge of  this  debt  in  regard  to  the  in- 
terest on  the  debt  which  is  now  charged 
upon  the  Army  and  Navy  Votes.  Those 
Votes  bear  a  charge  of  £145,000.  There 
is  also  a  sum  of  £289,000,  which  belongs 
to  the  Naval  Defenoe  Aocount.  4t 
is  money  which  has  been  paid  over  to 
the  Naval  Defence  Account  in  excess 
of  the  authorised  expenditure  of 
£10,000,000.  This  sum  under  the  exist- 
ing law  would  be  applied  to  r^tay  the 
loui  under  the  Naval  Defence  Act,  but, 
the  loan  b^ng  llqnidatod  by  the  Sinking 
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Fund,  this  sum  may  be  properly  restored 
to  tiie  Exoheqaer.  I  will  just  sum  up 
whatwill'be  Uie  ^ect  upon  theRevenne 
of  the  present  year.  The  annuity  now 
chsrged  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund. and 
the  Naval  Defenoe  Act  is  £1*489^; 
interest  on  the  Am^  ud  Navy  Vetea  ia 
£145,000,  making  £1,574,000.  Tha4 
will  reduce  the  estimated  Expenditure 
from  £95,458,000  to  £93,884,000.  Be- 
sides tha^  we  shall  get  is  increased  B»- 
vanue  £260,000  from  the  Suez  Canal, 
from  the  Naval  Defence  Fund  £289,000, 
or  £549,000  in  all,  and  that  will  increase 
the-  Revenue  from  £90,956,000  to 
£91,505,000,  the  result  of  the  whole  of 
these  transactions  being  that  if  they 
are  carried  out  they  will  reduce  the 
deficit  with  which  we  have  to  deal 
to  to  amoont  of  £8,879,000.  If  we 
had  been  free  .fr<»B  the  incubus  61 
this  new  debt,  aoA  if  the  naval  expendi- 
ture had  stood  at  th^  figure  of  last  year, 
we  should  have  had  £747,000  avaikhle 
for  the  reduction  of  taxation.  As  it  is, 
we  have  to  put  on  additional  taxation  to 
meet  a  deficit,  which,  having  been  re- 
duced in  the  manner  I  have  proposed, 
amounts  to  £2,379,000.  Now,  Sir,  I  am 
coming  to  a  more  serious  matter.  I  am 
afraid  I  have  to  inflict  upon  the  Com- 
mittee a  dull  haU-hour,  but  I  have  to 
deal  with  a  difficult  and  compUcated 
subject.  In  order  to  grapple  with  » 
subject  tA  that  magnitude  it  will  be 
necessary  to  have  recourse  to  the  great 
staple  branches  of  the  Revenue.  It  is  no 
use  peddling  with  small  taxes  which 
irritate  and  embarrass  small  trades  with- 
out producing  any  considerable  revenue,  ij 
The  Committee  will  anticipate  that  the/^ 
first  subject  to  which  I  shall  refer  is  the' 
Death  Duties.  Even  wlUiout  the  pressure 
of  immediate  necessity,  it  would  be  a 
mere  aot-  of  financial  justice  to  redress 
inaqoaUUee  which  have  too  hmg  existed. 
It  is  difficult  to  understand  how  the  in- 
tolerable in  jusUca  of  the  relations  between 
the  taxation  of  various  kiuds  of  i»Y>perty 
under  the  Death  Duties  has  been  so  long 
endured.  We  are  bound  to  undertake  the 
solution  of  this  question  by  the  pledge 
given  in  the  important  Resolution  moved 
by  the  right  hon.  Membw  for  Midlothian 
on  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Budget 
Bill  in  1888.  I  will  renund  the  Com- 
mittee of  that  BesoltttioB.   It  wan— 

<*  Hist,  in  the  oplnlrai  tA  this  Hoosst  sAar 
Itoliaaent  shall  have 
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tions  it  voMj  deem  joBt  in  the  relief  of  local 
rates,  the  duties  accruiag  upon  death  sbaU  be 
ao  lixed  as  to  equalise  the  charge  npon  real  and 
penonal  property  respectively/* 

I  have  not  time  to  enter  on  s  lengthened 
diBquiBition  on  tlie  history  of  those  duties 
and  their  uwmaloiu  ineidenoe.  In  a 
general  way  they  are  familiar  to  most 
people.  A  sort  of  defence  hae  been  set 
up  that  there  was  a  compensation  to  be 
foDud  in  the  heaTier  buiden  to  which  par- 
ticular kinds  of  property  were  subject 
nnder  other  taxes.  But  these  sorto  of 
compensation  are  unsound  in  principle 
and  mischievous  in  practice.  It  is  far 
better  to  place  both  taxes  on  a  fair  and 
equal  basis  than  to  attempt  to  counter- 
balance one  inequality  by  the  creation  of 
another.  The  whole  subject  is  admit- 
tedly difficult  and  complicated.  The 
Death  Duties  have  grown  up  piecemeal, 
and  bear  traces  of  their  fr^;meu  ary 
origin.  They  have  never  been  establish^ 
upon  any  general  principles,  and  they 
present  an  extraordinary  specimen  of 
tessellated  legislation.  Varioas  endea* 
TOUTS  have  been  made  at  different  times 
to  redress  some  of  their  inequalities. 
Hoe  a  patch  and  there  a  patch,  but  each 
fluccessive  modification  has  only  left  con- 
fusion worse  confounded.  In  the  fraction 
of  time  which  I  cau  devote  to  this  sub- 
ject I  cau  only  present  to  the  Committee 
a  very  faint  outline.  There  exist  at 
present  five  duties — the  Probate  Duty, 
the  Account  Duty,  the  Estate  Duty 
(wMch,  however,  was  only  imposed  for 
fleven  years  and  expires  in  1896),  the 
Legacy  Duty,  and  the  Suooession  Duty. 
The  I^bate,  Account,  and  the  Legacy 
Duties  affect  pereonalty ;  the  Estate  and 
Succession  Duties  affect  both  personalty 
and  realty.  But  there  is  a  more  impor- 
tant distinction — namely,  the  point  of 
view  fronj  which  these  duties  are  levied. 
The  difference  may  be  illustrated  by 
the  examples  of  the  Probate  and  the 
Legacy  Duties.  Probate  is  a  duty  im- 
posed on  the  whole  corpus  of  the  personal 
property  which  passes  to  a  man's  executor 
or  administrator  at  his  death.  The 
Account  Duty  and  the  Estate  Duty  are 
riuiUr  to  it  in  that  they  deal  with  the 
corpus  of  the  estates  to  which  they  apply 
and  that  the  duty  is  charged  on  ^e 
amount  of  the  capital  passing,  irrespec- 
tive of  its  destination.  For  shortness,  I 
will  call  these  the  A  duty  class.  The 
principle  of  this  A  duty  is  to  look  solely 
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at  the  anonnt  of  property  passing,  with- 
out regard  to  its  subsequent  destination 
or  distribution.  I  now  turn  to  what  I 
wilt  call  the  B  class  of  duty.  Of  this 
the  Legacy  Duty  is  an  example.  The  B 
class  of  duty  is  an  additional  tax 
posed  on  the  interest  which  a  man  dwives 
from  property  left  to  him  or  devolving 
upon  him.  This  duty  r^^rds  not  the 
amount  of  the  estate  which  the  deceased 
leaves,  but  the  amount  of  interest  which 
the  successor  takes,  and  the  rato  of  it  is 
determined  by  his  relationship  to  the  man 
from  wbom  he  takes  it — a  distinction 
which  is  not  made  in  the  case  of  the  A 
duty.  This  is  the  general  character  of 
the  Legai^  and  Snceeasion  Duties.  The 
point  of  view  of  the  A  duty  class  is  the 
amount  of  property  left.  The  point  of 
view  of  the  B  duty  class  is  the  interest 
of  the  individual  successor  and  his 
relationship  to  the  predecessors.  It  is 
obvioOB  that,  accepting  these  principles, 
these  dnties  should  severally  be  applied 
with  equality  to  all  classes  of  property. 
But  it  is  not  so.  The  A  dnty  is  imposed, 
in  the  shape  of  E^bate  Duty,  on 
personalty  passing  by  will  or  intestacy, 
and,  in  the  shape  of  Account  Duty,  on 
personalty  included  in  voluntary  settle- 
ments and  Bome  other  things,  but  it  is  not 
imposed  on  perscmalty  included  in  other 
forms  of  setuement,  or  on  any  form  of - 
realty,  settied  or  unsettled.  In  the  case 
of  the  B  duty,  the  principle  is  not  equally 
applied.  There  is  an  unfair  distinction 
between  personalty  and  realty.  In  tlie 
case  of  personalty  the  duty  is  in  all  oases 
charged  according  to  the  interest  of  the 
beneficiary— that  is,  if  he  takes  a  life 
interest,  he  pays  on  the  value  of  that 
interest ;  whereas,  if  he  takes  an  absolute 
interest,  he  pays  on  the  wincipal  value  of 
what  he  takes.  But,  in  tne  case  of  realty, 
the  beoefitiary  pays  in  all  oases  only  on 
his  lifto  interest,  even  when  he  takes  an 
absolute  interest — fee-ein^e — in  pro- 
perty. These  inequalities  are  not  denied. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  St.  Gem^'s,  Hanover  Square,  at- 
tempted in  some  degree  to  redress  them. 
He  somewhat  raised  the  B  duty  on 
realty,  in  order  to  compensate  its  exemp- 
tion from  datf  A.  He  imposed  also  an 
Estate  Duty,  the  ob^  of  which  he  thus 
described — 

"The  new  duty  wtll  bediamd  ilmUs^m 
both  realty  and  penonaltir— that  is  to  i^,  oir 
tbb  capital  nine,  when  the  Acoperty  mmsob 
abwlDtely."  Digitized  by  Google 
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I  eotirelj  accept  this  principle,  and  what 
we  desire  is  to  carry  it  out  to  its  legiti- 
mate conclasioo.  I  have  not  time  now 
to  discuss  the  right  bon.  Grentleman's 
plans  in  detail ;  but  they  have  failed  of 
their  avowed  intentioo — they  hare  not 
redressed  the  ineqaaltty,  either  in  respect 
of  settled  propekrty  or  of  realty.  Eealty 
is  not  taxed  upon  the  principal  value  ; 
it  is  taxed  on  the  value  of  mo  life  in- 
tereat  of  the  snecessor.  The  basis  of 
calcolation  is,  not  the  principal  value  of 
the  land,  but  the  annual  rental.  It  is, 
in  effect,  a  tax  upon  rent,  which  is  a 
wholly  different  thing.  I  have  here  a 
table  which  will  illustrate  this  matter  by 
concrete  instances  better  than  any  elabo- 
rate statement.  1  will  take  the  case  of  a 
property  of  the  market  value  of  £15,000. 
If  it  is  what  is  called  free  personal  pro- 
perty, or  anything  else  aot  settled,  that 

B'operty  wUl  pay  8  per  cent.  Probate 
uty,  £450  i  and  Estate  Duty,  1  per 
cent.,  £150,  making  £600.  Supposing 
the  same  property  is  under  settlement,  it 
will  pay  Succession  Duty,  £225  ;  Estate 
Duty,  £150,  or  a  total  of  £375,  instead 
of  £600.  If  it  wero  divided  into  two 
properties  it  would  only  pay  £225  in- 
stead of  £600.  Now,  let  us  take  the 
case  of  land,  or  real  property,  of  the 
market  value  of  £15,000.  I  take  the 
age  of  the  successor  at  35.  The  net 
rental  at  per  eent.  ie  £675 ;  the 
Succession  Duty  would  be  £189  IObh 
the  Estate  Duty  £L80  lOs.,  or  a  total 
of  £270,  aa  against  £600^  or  about 
one-half.  If  there  were  two  succes- 
sors and  no  personalty  there  would  be 
no  Estate  Duty,  and  the  charge  would  be 
only  £139  10s.,  instead  of  £600.  I  do 
not  go  into  the  figures,  but  upon  col- 
laterals generally  the  oharge  in  the  case 
of  realty  will  not  be  much  more 
than  half  that  on  free  pen<NMdty,  and, 
when  there  are  two  sneeessors  to 
realty  alone^  less  than  one  -  half. 
There  is  a  gnat  distinotion  between 
leasehold  and  lieebold  property.  Tlte 
one — that  is  the  kasehold— is  taxed 
for  the  purpose  of  probate  as  persoD*! 
property,  and  ^6  other  —  the  free- 
hold— is  exempted  from  probate  as 
realty.  Leaseholds  are  always  dimi- 
nishing in  value ;  bat  freehokls,  od  the 
other  hand,  are  generally  increasing  in 
value.  [  Oppotitim  cries  "  Ob  I "  and 
'^H^rl"]  I  am  afr»id  that  there  are  some 
freeholds  that  are  not  increasing  in  value, 
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but  there  are  a  good  many  that  are.  I 
should  think  if  you  took  some  of  the 
ground-rent  proprietors  in  London  they 
would  not  tell  you  that  their  receipts 
were  decreasing.  Now,  I  will  suppose  a 
person — — who  owns  two  sets  of  trade 
premises,  each  worth  £200  per  annum  net 
annual  value,  the  one,  a  leasehold,  having, 
say,  60  years  to  run,  and  the  other,  a  free- 
hold. The  properties  are  rated  equally  for 
local  purposes,  but  mark  the  difference 
of  their  coutributioa  under  the  Death 
Duties  to  Imperial  taxation.  A,  the 
father,  leaves  the  leasehold  to  his  son  B, 
who  pays  probate  at  3  per  cent,  on  £3,000, 
which  is  15  years^  purchase.  The 
amount  of  probate  he  will  pay  is  £90. 
He  leaves  the  freehold  to  aiiother  son, 
C.  The  freehold  at  20  years*  purchase 
is  worth  £4,000,  but  the  tax  in  this  case 
being  under  the  Succession  Duty  is  only 
valued  on  the  life  interest.  Assuming 
C  to  be  44  (the  average  age  of  suiNiee- 
sors)  his  life  interest  in  the  property,  of 
£200  net  annual  value,  would  be  £2,800, 
and  on  that  he  would  pay  1^  per  cent.,  or 
£42.  Therefore  the  leasehold,  which  is 
really  worth  £3,000,  pays  £90,  while  the 
freehold,  which  is  worth  £4,000,  only 
pays  £42.  It  ought  at  equal  rates  to 
pay  £120.  That  is  to  say,  the  leasehold 
pays  nearly  three  times  aa  much  as  the 
freehold.  Now,  is  it  possible  to  justify 
a  system  of  taxation  of  that  kind  ?  I 
beg  IWe  to  call  the  attention  of  people 
interested  in  urban  populations  to  this 
question  of  the  position  of  the  lease- 
holder and  the  freeholder.  I  have  re- 
ceived a  Memorial  from  the  Associated 
Chambers  of  Commerce  of  the  XJuited 
Kingdom  urging  a  reform  of  the  Death 
Duties,  and  they  give  the  foUowtug  illus- 
tration of  the  inequalities  of  taxation 
according  to  the  different  character  oi 
the  property.  The  figures  they  gave  were 
not  absolutely  correct,  but  I  have  hadthena 
corrected  by  the  Inland  Bevenue  authori- 
ties. They  sappose  the  ease  of  a  testator 
leaving  a  nephew,  aged  85,  a  property  of 
£100,000,  yieldinga  net  income  of  £5,000. 
They  show  that  if  the  property  were  & 
freehold  mill  with  fixed  machinery  the 
Succession  Duty  would  be  £3,543.  If 
the  same  property  were  directed  to  .be 
sold  and  the  proceeds  paid  to  the  nephew^ 
though  he  elected  to  take  ihe  property 
unconverted,  the  duty  would  be  £4,500. 
If  the  same  property  were  leasehold  the 
Probate  and  Succession  ^Dutv  would  be 
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£4,662,  and  if  the  testator  directed  the 
^operty  to  be  sold  as  before  thednty 
would  be  £6,000.  I  have  girea  these 
examples  io  order  to  conviDce  the  Com- 
mittee that  tho  present  state  of  the  law  is 
nnjnstifiable  and  intolerable.  The  object 
ai  the  proposal  the  GoTerDment  have  to 
make  is  to  effect  completely  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
G«schen)  avowed  to  be  his  object — to 
make  as  complete  an  assimilation  of  the 
charges  on  all  kinds  of  property  in  respect 
of  Death  Dnties  as  the  nature  of  the 
case  permits.  The  proposal  of  the  Go- 
Temment,  thovfore,  is  this.  We  propose 
to  clear  the  ground  by  abolishing  or 
merging  die  present  Probate  Duty,  the 
Aoeonnt  Duty,  the  Estate  Duty,  and  the 
addition  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  to  the  Succession  Daty  and 
to  start  afresh.  We  constitute  in  their 
place  a  single  duty  of  the  A  class,  of 
which  pro^te  is  the  type,  which  we 
propose  to  call  the  Estate  Duty.  We 
borro  ir  the  right  hon .  Gentleman^s 
{ninciple,  and  we  borrow  fais  name.  We 
carry  out  his  principle,  however,  to  its 
legitimate  conclusion.  The  Estate  Duty 
wUl  be  charged  according  to  the  principal 
value  of  all  property,  whether  real  or 
pmona],  settled  or  unsettled,  which 
panes  on  the  death  of  any  person,  whe- 
ther by  the  disposition  of  ihe  deceased  or 
by  a  settlement  made  by  others.  That  is 
the  broad  and  general  principle.  In  this 
duty  regard  will  only  be  had  to  the  snm 
total  of  the  property  passing,  and  not  at 
all  to  the  persons  to  whom  or  the  shares 
in  which  it  passes.  The  governing 
prineii^  is  tlus.  Upon  the  devolution 
of  property  of  all  descriptions  the  State 
takes  its  share  first — ^bdore  any  of  the 
successors  in  title  Or  bai^ciartes. 
The  reason  on  which  this  is  founded  is 
plain.  The  title  of  the  State  to  a  share 
in  the  accumulated  property  of  the 
deceased  is  an  anterior  title  to  that  of 
the  interest  to  be  taken  by  those  who 
are  to  share  it.  The  State  has  the  6r8t 
title  upon  the  estate,  and  those  who  take 
afterwards  have  a  subsequent  and  subor- 
dinatetitle.  Nature  gives  a  man  no  power 
over  his  earthly  goods  beyond  the  term 
nt  ius  life.  What  power  he  possesses  to 
pn^Dg  his  will  after  his  dewth — the  right 
of  a  dud  hand  to  dispose  of  property — is 
a  pure  creation  of  the  law,  and  the  State 
IiM  the  right  to  prescribe  the  conditions 
«id  limitations  nnder  which  that  power 


shall  be  exercised.  The  right  to  make 
wills  or  settlements  or  successions  is  the 
creation  of  positive  law.  In  case  off 
default  of  disposition  by  intestacy,  the 
State  settles  the  destination  of  the  pro- 
perty under  the  Statute  of  DistrilHi- 
tion.  It  is  most  important  to  keep  that 
clearly  in  view.  The  objection  is  often 
taken  that  taxes  of  this  kind  are  so  hard 
open  this  person  or  that  person,  but  a 
duty  like  the  Probate  Duty,  where  pro- 
perty is  bequeathed  by  will,  knows 
nothing  of  distinctions  of  persons  who 
are  to  be  benefited  by  the  will.  We 
deduct  the  share  of  the  State,  and  then 
the  persons  interested  take  according 
to  thmr  several  shares.  Suppoee  a 
man  leaves  property  amounting  to 
£100,000,  the  Probate  Duty,  which 
will  now  be  the  Estate  Doty,  is  deducted 
b^ore  anyone  gets  anything.  The 
deduction  may  be  £4,000.  What  really 
belongs  to  the  beneficiaries  is  not 
£100,000  but  £96,000,  and  they  never 
had  aright  to  anything  more.  [^Opposition 
laughter.']  That  is  the  principle  of  the 
new  Estate  Duty.  Those  who  laugh 
CMinot  have  read  the  most  elementary 
books  on  political  economy  and  finance. 
The  State  is  to  take  its  share  from  the 
corpus  of  the  whole  property  passing  on 
the  death  of  the  de(»ased,  of  whatever 
kind  or  description  that  property  may  be. 
That  principle  is  so  simple  and  so  just — 
[Opposition  laughter,"]  I  never  sup- 
posed till  this  moment  that  that  was  a 
principle  which  anyone  disputed.  It  is 
a  principle  which  has  been  laid  down 
in  this  House  for  a  very  long  time, 
and  it  had  been  lud  down  in  every 
work  that  has  ever  professed  to  deiU 
with  political  economy.  Therefore 
I  was  not  prepared  to  anve  it.  I  have 
taken  it  as  an  axiom  of  finanoe.  The 
real  difficulty  wises  in  the  application  of 
the  principle.  The  difficulty  arises  from 
the  complication  of  the  Law  of  Settle- 
ment, and  the  Law  of  Real  Property,  and 
likewise  from  the  nature  of  real  property. 
As  to  free  personalty,  yon  have  to  deal 
only  with  the  executors,  but  in  the  ease 
of  settlements,  you  must  have  recourse  to 
trustees,  and  yon  may  often  have  to  ded 
with  the  dispositions  of  persons,  other 
tlun  the  deceased.  Real  property  passes 
immediately  to  die  devisee  or  faur,  and, 
when  settled,  presents  the  same  diffioalttes 
as  those  to  which  I  have  referred  in  the 
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tutes,  DO  doabt,  a  difficulty  in  regard  to 
«oUeotioD.  The  evils  from  which  we 
snffer,  not  onW  in  this  respect,  but  iu  ail 
dispoaitioDa  of  property,  exiat  to  a  d^ree 
which  makes  the  United  Kingdom  the 
most  lawyer-ridden  country  in  the  world. 
These  complications  are  the  work  of  the 
■astute  and  iDgenioua  professors  of  the 
law.  They  are  the  result  of  the  accumu- 
lated subtleties  of  conreyanciag.  They 
are  expenaive  and  unintelligible  to  every- 
one who  ia  not  well  paid  to  underataad 
them.  It  is  a  difficult  business  to  un- 
ravel and  break  through  all  their  cobwebs, 
but  in  principle  there  is  no  rei»on  why 
settled  property  should  be  favoured  in 
comparison  with  unsettled  property. 
Settlements  may  be  good  things  in  some 
■cases,  but  they  are  certainly  very  bad 
things  in  othen,  sod  there  is  assuredly 
no  reason  why  t&ey  should  be  favoured 
by  any  fiscal  exemptions.  You  cannot 
by  fiscal  enactments  alter  the  Law  of 
■Settlement,  but  yon  may  provide  that 
^ettlementa  ahall  not  be  unduly  favoured 
in  respect  of  taxation.  To  show  again 
what  a  faithful  diaciple  I  am  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  I  should  like 
to  read  a  sentence  upon  the  subject  of 
settlements  from  his  Budget  Speech  of 
1889.    He  aatd— 

"  The  whole  theoiy  of  the  Death  Ihities  ia 
that  the  State  claims  a  share  in  all  property 
pasfling  on  death.  If  I  may  oee  a  phrase  of 
le^timate  ex^geration,  a  portioD  of  the  Death 
Duties  is  practicaUy  eraoed  by  settlement. 
From  my  point  d  view,  eveiy  aettlementif  not 
•a  fraud  upon  the  Death  Dnnea,  at  all  events, 
makes  a  serious  inroad  on  what  I  may  term  the 
lights  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  E  xchequer." 

I  beg  attention  to  what  follows — 

« I  do  not  feel  sore  that  equity  and  analt^ 
■do  not  require  that  a  hl^ier  duty  shonld  be  put 
upon  BattlBments  to  compensate  for  the  heavy 
ioss  to  the  Death  Duties  which  they  Ixring 
about." 

Aa  regards  real  property,  there  is  no 
jeason  why  it  should  be  charged  at  a 
•different  rate  from  other  property,  why 
4he  duty  on  it  should  be  ohargad  on  a 
life  interest  when  the  real  tnterest  taken 
is  the  fee-simple,  why  it  should  be  esti- 
mated on  an  annuity,  which  in  the  case 
•of  the  best  classes  of  property,  such  aa 
ground  renta,  produces  a  sum  far  below 
Ahe  principal  value  on  which  other  pro- 
perty ia  valued.  This  is  one  of  the  few 
countries  in  the  world  where  such  a  prin- 
ciple is  adopted.  I  find  in  The  Utatit' 
Meal  Socie^*t  Joumalf  Fart  85,  this 
■statonent — 
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"  Coming  next  to  the  question  of  this  modifi- 
cation or  mode  of  estimatingthe  value  of  real  pro- 
perty, and  the  substitution  olt  the  actual  realisable 
value  for  the  fictitioos  value  obtained  1^  multi- 
plying the  iucome  by  a  given  quantity,  we  find 
there  are  only  two  couutriee  besides  Franco  in 
which  the  assessment  of  Succession  Duties  on 
real  estate  is  based  on  the  fictitious,  and  not  the 
real,  value.  Those  couutriei  are  England  and 
Be^nm.  In  detennining  the  value  of  real 
estate  in  all  other  ooontrio,  the  duty  is  levied 
on  the  realisable  value  of  the  property." 

I  have  forgotten  to  mention  that,  in 
taking  principal  value  as  the  basis  of 
the  tax,  we  reform  a  glaring  injustice  of 
exempting  property  which  has  a  high 
selling  value,  though  yielding  little  or  no 
annual  rent.  There  is  the  well-known 
Lord  Sefton's  case,  where  there  was  pro- 
perty yielding  no  rent  at  all,  on  the  banks 
of  the  Mersey.  Well,  he  paid  no  Succes- 
sion Duty  upon  that,  and  veiy  shortly 
afterwards  he  sold  the  property  fw  a 
very  large  snra.  The  Inland  Revenue 
claimed  Soccessiou  Duty  upon  what  he 
had  received,  bnt  the  land  had  no  annual 
value,  and  it  therefore  paid  nothing. 
This  applies  to  the  question  of  ground- 
rents  and  ground  values.  You  may 
have  a  ground  value  which  is  very  amall, 
and  yet  you  may  sell  that  property  to- 
moiTOw  for  an  immense  sum  of  money. 
There  is  no  more  difficulty  in  estimating 
the  principal  value  of  real  property  tbaa 
that  of  jewels  or  pictures.  The  real 
test  is  what  experienced  persons  esU- 
mate  would  be  the  fair  market  value  at 
the  time  and  under  the  circumstances. 
That  real  estate  should  not  be  treated  on 
a  more  favourable  footing  than  other  pro- 
perty was  laid  down  by  Mr.  Pitt  in  1795. 

"  In  a  war  for  the  protecUon  of  property  it 
was  just  and  equitable  that  property  should 
bear  the  burden,  and  as  it  was  in  the  nature  of 
things  that  landed  property  was  the  most  per- 
manent it  was  fit  that  it  shonld  contribute 
aoocHdlo^y." 

That  principle  was  rejected  then  by  the 
House  of  Commcma  of  those  days,  but  I 
venture  to  say  that  it  will  not  be  rejected 
by  the  House  of  Commons  of  to-day.  But, 
to  take  a  later  example,  the  right  hon. 
Geotleman  fMr.  Goschen),  in  his  able 
Report  of  1871,  stated  tfaat-^ 

"  Out  of  the  total  Imperial  taxation,  land  in 
England  paid,  in  1S68,  5-28  per  cent.;  in 
France,  18-48  per  cent. ;  in  Prusbia,  11-89  per 
cent. ;  in  Belginm,  30-73  per  cent. ;  in  Bnssia, 
11-31  per  cent. ;  in  Austria,  17-(4  per  cent. ;  la 
Hungary,  83-80  per  cent;  and*'  (bo  added) 
"from  these  figures  it  is  apparent  to  what  a 
■mall  extent  the  taxation  ca  land  has  been 
avaUaUa  for  Ii^eilal  pBrp^^^^|i^nited 
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Kingdom  as  compared  with  the  whole  of  the 
Contiaeat." 

If  it  is  urged,  as  is  unfortonatelj  true, 
tliat  the  value  of  land  has  greatly  falleu 
in  this  country,  it  will  be  remembered 
that  the  charge  will  be  the  less  in  propor- 
tion to  the  fall  in  value,  aud  that  Und  | 
will,  like  otber  properties,  only  be  taxed 
on  what  it  is  worth  and  what  it  will 
fetch.    Oue  difficulty  we  have  to  meet  is 
one  which  would  have  beeu  remedied  if 
the  House  of  Lords  had  not  rejected  the 
Land  Transfer  Bill  introduced  by  the  late 
Government  in  1889,  by   which  land 
would  have  passed,  like  personal  property, 
to  the  lauds  of  the  executors.  There 
may  be  more  difficulty  in  realising  at 
once  the  tax  on  real  property,  and  regard 
should  he  had  to  this  consideration,  so 
long  as  in  the  end  the  same  amount  is 
realised  on  real  property  as  that  which 
is  levied  in  other  cases.    Tbe  situation 
of   settled   property   will   also  require 
special  treatment,  but  the  charge  in  the 
^id  should  be  the  same.     AH  these  are 
questions  of  the  manner  of  collection, 
which  will  have  to  be  dealt  with  at  a 
later  date,  and  their  difficulty,  no  doubt, 
is  great ;  but  I  have  not  time  to  enlarge 
on  them  now.     We  have  done  our  best 
to  solve  them  ;   and  I  have  no  doubt 
that,  with  the  assistance  of  the  Com- 
mittee, we  shall  be  able  to  arrive  at  some 
reasonable  couclusion.    So  long  as  the 
equal  contribution  of  all  classes  of  pro- 
perty is  kept  intact  we  have  a  very  open 
mind  aa  to  the  method  of  effecting  it.  It 
is  very  desirable  and  very  important  to 
interfere  as  little  as  possible  with  the 
existing  system  of  administering  the  law, 
round  which  has  grown  up  a  great  mass 
of  established  decisions  and  practice.  I 
have  said  that,  whilst  nutking  an  equal 
cha^^  on  all  kinds  of  property  under  the 
Katate  Duty,  we  accommodate  the  method 
of  collection  and  payment  to  the  different 
conditions  of  various  kinds  of  property. 
It  would,  obviously,  be  impossible  to 
realise  at  once  the  capital  value  of  landed 
property  in  like  manner  as  in  the  case  of 
Stocks  or  other  personalty.      We  eoo- 
tinne,  therefore,  the  existing  system  of 
payment  by  instalments ;  but,  in  order 
that  the  ultimate  payment  may  be  the 
same  as  on  other  property,  we  charge  iu- 
tereat  ou  the  money  remaining  due  until 
the  whole  is  diseharged.     These  instal- 
ments will  be  a  charge  on  the  estate,  and 
will  not  lapse  with  tbe  death  of  the  per- 
son primarily  liable  to  pay  them.  lu 
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the  case  of  settlement,  when  property  is 
now  settled  by  will,  probate  is  charged 
once  On  the  corput  of  the  property,  and 
this  payment  covers  all  the  limitations  of 
the  settlement.      It  is  felt  that  it  would 
not  be  fair  to  require  a  full  payment  on 
each  devolution  within  tbe  scope  of  the 
settlement  when  the  beneficiary  takes 
only  limited  interest',  and  thus  treat  a 
man  with  only  a  life  interest  on  the 
same  footing  as  one  who  had  the  abso- 
lute disposal  of  the  estate.      We  now, 
therefore,  propose  to  assimilate  the  treat- 
ment of  property  uuder  all  kinds  of  settle- 
ments to  that  uow  in  force  respecting 
settlements  made  by  will.    But,  as  the 
single  payment  in  respect  of  the  whole 
settlement  may  result  in  a  diminished 
total  produce  of  the  tax,  we  propose  to 
levy  an  additional  1  per  cent  on  all  pro- 
perty under  settlement  to  recoup  this  loss. 
I  have,  in  fact,  adopted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  policy.    I  have  sat  at  his 
feet  for  some  years,  and  have  learned 
something  from  him.    In  this- manner  we 
levy  the  same  amount  from  the  estate  as 
if  it  were  left  absolutely,  but  each  bene- 
I  ficiary  will  contribute  according  to  the 
\  extent  of  his  interest  by  the  reduction  of 
his  income  resulting  from  the  original 
diminution  of  the  capital.    In  tbe  case 
of  realty,  where  the  duty  will  be  payable 
in  the  first  instance  by  the  life  tensint, 
he  will  have  the  power  to  charge  the 
amount  of  it  on  the  property.    I  do  not 
propose,  at  the  present  moment,  to  argue 
this  question  in  detail.    The  proper  time 
for  that  will  be  when  the  Resolution  re- 
lating to  the  Death  Duties  comes  sepa- 
rately under  discussion.    I  have  not 
found  it  necessary  to  go  into  any  elabo- 
rate calculations,  such  as  those  which 
were  discussed  in  tbe  Debate  of  1888,  as 
to  tbe  relative  amount  of  various  kinds 
of  property  and  the  charges  upon  them. 
Our  plan  does  not  require  any  such  cal- 
culation, becanse  it  is  proposed  to  place 
exactly  the  same  charge  on  every  sort 
of  property,  of  whatever  kind  it  may  be. 

Sir  M.  hicks-beach  :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  state  the  per- 
centage ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  i  I  am  coming 
to  that  directly,  I  now  come  to  a  point 
in  this  matter  which  is  (tf  still  greater 
importance.  Hitherto  I  have  discussed 
the  propriety  of  bringing  all  kinds  of 
property  under  the  same  tax — a  tax  in 

the  nature  of  the^l^l^Bt^fe^^fc*?- 
This  we  h*ve  soognt  to  aooraiplish. 
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When  we  have  collected  all  the  different 
heads  of  property  passing  at  a  man^s 
death,  and  aggregated  them  in  one 
sam,  the  question  arises,  shall  the  pro- 
perty he  taxed  at  the  same  rate,  whether 
it  he  great  or  small  ?  Shall  a 
property  of  £100,000  not  contri- 
bute on  a  higher  scale  than  a  property  of 
£1,000;  a  property  of  £500,000  more 
than  £100,000;  and  £1,000,000  more 
than  £500,000?  This  raises  in  its 
simplest  form  the  vital  question  of 
graduated  taxation.  To  my  mind,  the 
principle  if  applied  with  fairness  and 
justice  is  a  most  equitable  and  politic 
principle.  Every  writer  on  political 
economy  and  finance  has  laid  down  the 
doctrine  that  taxation  should  be  propor- 
tionate to  the  ability  to  bear  it  of  those 
on  whom  it  is  imposed.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Goschen)  admitted,  and 
indeed  proclaimed,  these  principles  when 
he  established  the  Estate  Dutr.  He 
stated — 

"  On  the  whole,  I  think:  it  will  be  generally 
recognised  that  it  is  the  men  whose  lortuues 
are  considerable  who  pay  least  in  proportioD  to 
their  abrogate  jncome  and  property. 

He  proceeded  to  act  to  a  limited  extent 
on  this  principle  by  imposing  the  Estate 
Duty  on  estates  amounting  to  £10,000, 
and  excepting  all  estates  below  that  sum. 
I  pointed  out  at  the  time  that  this  fact, 
and  tiie  principle  upon  which  it  was  pro  • 
pounded,  contained  the  germ  of  gradua- 
tion. It  was,  iu  fact,  the  first  rung  of 
the  ladder,  and  we  propose  to  ascend  the 
scale.  I  read  last  week  a  very  able 
article  in  The  Economist  on  this  sub- 
ject, which  pointed  out  how  this  principle 
might  be  applied  even  on  a  small  scale. 
Mr.  Pitt  suggested  that  a  man  who  could 
afford  to  keep  two  carriages  should  be 
taxed  on  each  a  higher  rate  than  his 
neigh  boar  who  could  only  afford  to 
keep  one.  This  system  of  graduation  is 
in  force  in  many  of  our  colonies.  In 
Victoria  an  estate  of  £10,000  to  £20,000 
pays  4  per  cent.,  rising  by  steps  to  estates 
of  £100,000,  above  which  10  per  cent,  is 
paid.  We  propose  a  much  more  moderate 
graduation,  rising  to  8  per  cent,  at 
£1,000,000,  or  double  the  existing  maxi- 
mum. I  now  propose  to  tell  the  Com- 
mittee how  I  intend  to  fix  the  gradua- 
tion. On  estates  exceeding  £100  and 
not  exceeding  £500  the  rate  will  be  1 
per  cent. ;  exceeding  £500  and  not  ex- 
ceeding £1,000,  2  per  cent.,  including  in 
both  cases  Legacy  and  Succession  Duty ; 
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exceeding  £1,000  and  not  exceeding 
£10,000,  3  per  cent. ;  exceeding  £10,000 
and  not  exceeding  £25,000,  4  per  cent. ; 
exceeding  £2a,CK)0  and  not  exceeding 
£50,000, 4|  per  cent. ;  exceeding  £5U,000 
and  not  exceeding  £75,000^  5  per  cent. ; 
exceeding  £75,000  and  not  exceeding 
£100,000,  5^  per  cent.;  exceeding 
£100,000,  and  not  exceeding  £150,000. 
6  per  cent. ;  exceeding  £150,000  and 
not  exceeding  £250,000,  6^  per  cent.; 
exceeding  £250,000  and  not  exceeding 
£500,000,  7  per  cent. ;  exceeding 
£500,000  and  not  exceeding  £1,000,000, 
7^  per  cent.  ;  over  £1,000,000,  8  per 
cent.  Properties  below  £500  will  pay 
1  per  cent,  instead  of  a  miuimam  of  2 
per  cent,  on  personalty  and  of  per 
cent,  on  realty  as  at  present,  but  they 
will  be  relieved  from  L^acy  and  Suc- 
cession Duty,  which,  under  the  con- 
sanguinity scale,  may  now  render  sucb 
properties  subject  to  a  much  higlio- 
charge.  Properties  between  £500  and 
£1,000  will  pay  2  per  cent.,  but  they 
will  be  similarly  relieved  from  Legacy 
and  Succession  Duty.  The  30s.  pay- 
ment below  £300gross  will  cease.  Proper- 
ties of  capital  value  between  £1,000  and 
£25,000  in  free  personalty  will  pay  as 
they  now  do.  It  is  above  £25,000  that 
the  new  graduation  will  commenee. 
There  is  one  more  point  I  must  mention, 
and  that  is  the  existing  mortgage  to  the 
Local  Authorities  of  half  the  Probate 
Duties.  I  always  strongly  objected  to  that 
proceeding  as  hampering  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  and  embarrassing  the 
Imperial  finance.  These  objections  are 
emphasised  by  the  actual  situation.  As 
the  Probate  Duty  will  be  merged  in  the 
new  Estate  Duty,  it  is,  of  course,  im- 
possible to  maintain  this  particular  form 
of  assignment.  I  cannot  here  undertake 
to  reform  the  system,  as  I  think  it  ought 
to  be  reformed  altogether  ;  but  I  propose, 
for  the  present,  to  continue  it  by  an 
equivalent,  which  is  calculated  to  bring 
about  similar  pecuniary  results,  through 
an  arrangement  which  will  secure  to  the 
Local  Authorities  out  of  the  new  Estate 
Duty  the  same  contribution  to  which, 
under  the  law  as  it  at  present  stands, 
diey  are  now  entitled.  I  will  not  go 
now  into  the  details,  which  will  be  better 
uoderstood  when  the  Bill  is  presented. 
I  have  hitherto  dealt  only  with  the  A 
class  of  duty,  the  class  of  which  Probate 
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the  iatereeta  of  the  beneficiaries,  or  their  i 
retatioDsbip  to  the  deceased  owner.    1 1 
have  jet  to  mention  the  changes  which  I  ' 
propone  to  make  in  the  B  class  of  duty, 
the  daty  which  falls  upon  the  interest  of 
the  iadividual  beneficiary,  and  is  gradu- 
ated according  to  the  degree  of  his  rela- 
tionship to  the  person  from  whom  he 
derives  his  interest.     There   are  two 
daties  of  the  B  class — Legacy  and  Suc- 
cession Duty.    Thej  always  used  to  be 
--«nd  now  that  the  additional  1}  per 
cent.  Sncceasion  Duty  is  to  be  swept 
away  and  the  Succession  Duty  on  lineals 
is  merged  in  Estate  Duty  they  once  more 
will  be — identical  in  respect  of  the  rates 
of  doty.    The  "consanguinity  scale,"  as 
it  ia  called,  will  be  the  same  in  either 
case.    But,  in  order  to  make  tbem  iden- 
tical, it  is  necessary  to  remove — and  I 
propose  to  remove— the  anomaly  by  which 
Saecession  Duty  is  in  all  cases,  even 
where  the  successor  takes  an  absolute 
iBlerest,  charged  only  on  his  life  interest, 
and  the  further  anomaly  that  Succession 
Daty  is  payable  by  instalments  free  of 
interest,  whereas  Legacy  Duty  is  payable 
in  one  lump  sum.    In  both  these  respects 
we  propose  to  place  Succession  Duty  on 
exactly  the  same  footing  as  Legacy  Duty. 
It  will  in  future  be  charged  upon  the 
capital  value  of  the  property  where  the 
saccessor  takes  absolutely.    Though  still 
payable  in  instalments,  these  instalments 
will  be  chained  with  interest,  thus  ren- 
dering them  really  equivalent  to  the 
lamp  sum  paid  at  once  under  Legacy 
Duty.   With  these  changes  Legacy  and 
Saecession  Duties — though    kept  up 
DomiDally  as  separate  duties  for  the  sake 
of  administrative  convenience   and  on 
account  of  the  body  of  law  and  legal 
decisiona,  which  has  grown  up  around 
them — will  be  identical  in  their  incidence. 
There  will,  in  fact,  be  only  one  B  duty, 
equal  in  its  incidence  on  all  kinds  of 
property,  real  and  personal,  settled  and 
unsettled,  just  as  there  will  be  one  A 
dnty,  the  Estate  Duty,  instead  of  tiiree, 
and  that  one  daty  likewise  equal  in  its 
incidence  all  round.    There  will  he  two 
duties  instead  of  five  duties,  and  two 
equal  duties  in  the  place  of  the  chaotic 
inequality  of  incidence  which  now  pre- 
vails.   I  come  now  to  the  question  of 
what  the  change  is  expected  to  bring  in. 
The  Estate  Duty  will  take  the  place  of 
the  present  Probate,  Account,  and  Estate 
Duties,  of  the  additional  ^  and  1^  per 
cent.  Sufleessioii  Dnty,  and  of  the  Suooes- 


sioD  Duty  on  lineals,  diminishing  the 
yield  of  Succession  Duty  by  more  than 
one-half.      The    portion    which  will 
remain  will  be  to  some  extent  augmented 
by  the  proposal  to  charge  the  duty  on 
capital   value   and   to   charge  interest  • 
where  it  is  paid  by  instalmeuts.  As 
against  thifl,  however,  there  will  \>e  the 
loss  of  the  Succession  Duty  on  properties 
under  £  1 ,000,  and  there  will  be  a  small 
loss  of    Legacy  Duty  on  the  same 
account.   It  is  difficult  to  ascertain  the 
exact  balance,  hut  the  result  of  the  whole 
is  that  we  estimate  an  ultimate  increase 
upon   the   Death   Duties   of  between 
£3,500,000  and  £4,000,000.    They  wiU 
then  amount  td  about  £14,000,000,  of 
which  £2,500,000  goes  to  the  local  taxa- 
tion account.  What  we  shall  gain  will  be 
about  double  the  yield  of  Probate  and 
Estate  Duty  to  Imperial  Revenue.  The 
experience  of  the  Succession  Duty,  which 
so  largely  disappointed  the  expectations 
formed  of  it,  and  which  has  not  yet 
realised  three-fourths  of  what  was  ex- 
peot«i  40  years  ago,  teaches  a  lesson  of 
caution  and  diffidence  in  prediction  of  the 
results  of  so  great  a  change  in  which  we 
have  so  little  experience  to  guide  us. 
Nevertheless,  on  the  best  calculations 
we  can  get,  I  estimate  that  we  stiall  not 
in  the  long  run  fall  short  of  an  annual 
increase   of   £3,500,000.    But   only  a 
small  part  of  this  increase  will  accrue  to 
the  benefit  of  the  Exchequer  in  the  pre- 
sent financial  year.    Supposing  this  Bill 
to  become  law  by  June  1,  several  months 
must    elapse    before    the    estates  of 
persons  dying  after  that  date  will  be 
brought  in  for  payment  of  duty.  Thus 
we  shall  only  have,  say,  seven  months  of 
the  present  year  under  the  new  system. 
During  the  first  five  months  we  shall  be 
taking  the  existing  duties.    But  even 
during  those  seven  mouths  we  shall  only 
be  receiving  the  new  duty  on  personalty. 
Realty  being  allowed  to  pay  by  instal- 
ments, the  full  increase  under  that  head 
will  take  several  years  to  realise.  Taking 
all  this  into  consideration,  I  cannot  count 
for  1894-95  upon  more  than  a  net  gain 
of  £1,000,000  from  the  substitution  of 
the  new  Estate  Duty  for  the  duties  which 
it  replaces.  The  yield  may  be  somewhat 
greater,  but  it  would  not  be  safe  to  reckon 
on  it.    Up  to  this  point  I  have  only 
succeeded  in  providing£l,000,000  out  of 
the  additional  £2,379,000  of  which  I  am 

in  need.  The  Comntj|i^^l^^^>oge'- 
pated  that  the  aid  of  tiie  Incom^ax 
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must  be  invoked.  lu  the  great  naval 
and  military  scare  some  35  years  ago, 
when  it  was  necessary  to  raise 
£S,000,000  within  the  year,  the  Income 
Tax  was  at  once  raised  to  4d.  in  the 
£1 — from  5d.  to  9d. — and  the  whole 
was  to  be  collected  within  six  months. 
Do  not  let  the  Committee  be  too  much 
alanned.  I  have  no  snch  heroic  proposal 
in  store  for  them.  The  addition  to  the 
Income  Tax  I  shall  a^  them  to  make  is 
Id.  in  the  £1,  from  7d.  to  8d., 
which  would  yield  iu  the  present  year 
£1,780,000.  We  must  in  any  event 
have  broQgbt  the  Income  Tax  under 
review,  because,  as  I  stated  last  year, 
it  is  obviously  just  that  if  real  property 
is  to  be  assimilated  in  burden  to  per- 
sonalty uuder  the  Death  Duties  it  has  a 
claim,  which  cannot  be  neglected,  to  be 
relieved  from  the  exceptional  charge 
vhidi  in  most  cases  it  bears  under  its 
aasessment  to  the  Income  Tax.  The 
fact  that  real  estate  is,  as  a  general 
rule,  in  Great  Britain,  assessed  upou  its 
gross  and  not  upon  its  net  income,  has 
long  been  aground  of  complaint.  It  has 
been  recognised  by  those  who  have  con- 
sidered the  subject  that  the  inequalities 
iu  the  position  of  real  estate  must  be 
dealt  with  together.  We  propose, 
therefore,  that  in  future  an  allowance 
shall  be  made  on  the  gross  income 
as  assessed  under  Schedule  A.  The 
question  of  what  allowance  shall  be 
deducted  from  the  gross  income  is 
one  of  considerable  diffioulty.  We  have 
taken  the  best  means  in  our  power  to 
arrive  at  a  fair  oouclusion  on  this  matter. 
We  cannot  be  guided  by  "  rateable  value," 
because  not  only  do  the  deductions  made 
from  gross  value,  to  arrive  at  "  rateable," 
vary  in  different  parts  of  the  country, 
but  the  gross  value  as  estimated  for  local 
purposes  itself  varies  so  much  that,  while 
in  certain  places  it  is  the  same  as  the 
Income  Tax  assessments,  in  other  places 
it  is  much  below  it.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  the  deductions  made  to  arrive  at 
"  rateable  value "  in  these  parts  of  the 
country,  where  local  valuations  are  most 
careful  and  systematic,  are  some  guide  to 
US  in  determining  what  allowance  should 
be  made  from  the  Schedule  A  assess- 
ment. Now,  from  a  comparison  of  a 
number  of  such  valuations,  it  appears 
that  the  allowance  made  on  agricultural 
land,  in  respect  of  landlord's  expenses, 
is  generally  1-I2tfa,  in  a  few  cases  1-lOth. 
Hr.  Hubbard's  Committee  of  1861  pro- 
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posed  those  figures  which  have  been 
adopted  for  the  county  rate  in  Lanca- 
shire, the  West  Riding,and  Northampton- 
shire. We  propose  to  take  the  more 
liberal  view,  and  to  allow,  not  l-12th 
but  1-lOth.  Iu  the  case  of  houses  where 
the  burden  of  repairs  falls  on  the  landlord 
the  allowance  is  commonly  15  per  cent, 
or  16|  per  cent.,  which  is  l-6tb, 
and  it  is  this  figure,  l-6th,  which 
we  propose  to  take.  This  allow- 
ance, based  on  these  principles,  will  have 
to  be  deducted  from  the  produce  of  the 
additional  Id.  on  the  Income  Tax.  If 
1-lOth  and  l-6th  be  taken,  it  will  cost 
nearly  £100,000  per  penny  in  a  full  year. 
Therefore,  the  loss  with  an  8d.  tax  will 
be  little  short  of  £800,000.  But  this  wilt 
uot  be  fully  felt  in  the  first  year.  I  may 
point  out  that  this  will  constitute  an  imme- 
diateand  annual  relief  to  real  property  both 
in  land  and  houses,  and  that  it  will  be  en- 
joyed before  any  additional  burdens  from 
the  increased  charges  on  the  Death  Duties 
are  suffered.  I  am  not  sorry  that  in  the 
present  condition  of  the  landed  interest 
we  should  be  able  in  this  manner  to  afford 
them  an  immediate  and  sensible  relief. 
It  will  be  a  boon  to  the  living  owner ; 
the  Death  Duty  will  be  a  tax  on  bis 
successor.  This  is  the  first  large  deduction 
which  I  have  to  make  in  reforming  the 
Income  Tax  upon  amore  equitable  footing. 
Now  I  come  to  a  still  more  important 
matter  from  my  point  of  view  ;  and  I 
shall  be  able  to  give  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Islington  the  information  for 
which  I  have  asked  him  to  wait.  But  I 
have  always  felt — and  I  think  it  is  a 
universal  sentiment — that  if  the  Income 
Tax  is  to  be  maintained  at  a  high  figure 
— and  the  present  rate  of  your  expendi- 
ture holds  out  little  hope  of  its  reduction 
— that  we  should  make  some  attempt  to 
adjust  its  pressure  so  as  to  make  it  less 
intolerable  to  those  who  are  least  able  to 
bear  it.  Everybody  must  agree  that  the 
presanre  of  the  Income  Tax  is  most 
severe  upon  the  class  of  men  of  small 
and  very  moderate  incomes.  At  present 
the  limit  of  total  ex«nption  is  £150, 
which  just  fails  to  clear  the  man  who 
earns  £3  a  week.  Above  that  figure  at 
present  an  abatement  is  allowed  of  £120 
on  incomes  up  to  £400  a  year.  It  has 
often  been  urged  with  absolute  justice 
that  it  is  the  class  with  incomes  under 
£400  or  £500  who  most  deserve  con- 
sideration and  require  relief.  '^|f07 
a  large  and  most^esetynigQIfignwwtly 
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«mergiDg  Into  an  independence  they  have 
€arned  for  themselves,  and  rising  by 
their  own  industry  from  the  stratum  of 
exemption  to  that  of  Income  Tax-pay- 
ing mesne.  In  raisiug  the  Income  Tax 
to  8d.  we  are  desirous  that  the  extra 
burden  shall  not  fall  upon  this  class. 
This  may  be  accomplished  in  a  simple 
aod  easy  manner  by  extending  the  prin- 
ciple of  abatement.  We  propose  that 
the  abatement  shall  be  £l^  instead  of 
£120  on  incomes  under  £400,  which 
will»  of  course,  make  the  lower  limit  of 
exemption  £160  instead  of  £150.  We 
propose,  further,  to  relieve  incomes  be- 
tween £400  and  £500  a  year  by  an 
abatement  of  £100.  This  is  a  class 
which  has  hitherto  borne  the  full 
burden  of  the  tax.  It  may  seem  at 
first  sight  that  this  is  a  trifling  measure 
of  reHef,  but  it  affects  a  vast  number 
of  the  Income  Tax  payers— over  500,000. 
The  Committee  will  apiH*eeiate  how  great 
the  relief  is  when  I  say  that  the  exten- 
sion  of  the  abatement  to  £160  under 
£400  will  cost  £640,000,  and  the  new 
abatement  between  £400  and  £500  will 
cost  £200,000  per  annum,  or  £840,000 
on  a  full  year.  Tbe  loss  on  these  two 
deductions — namely,  on  Schedule  A  and 
abatements  on  incomes  below  £oOO — will 
amonnt  to  £1,450,000  in  the  cnrrent 
year,  which  will  reduce  the  yield  of  the 
additional  Id.  to  £330,000.  I  should 
like  to  show  the  House  exactly  how 
^Ib  abatement  will  operate  on  the 
humbler  classes.  I  have  a  table  here 
which  will  show  the  exact  character  of 
the  relief  which  it  affords,  and  that  the 
results  of  this  change  will  be  that  no 
one  with  an  income  under  £500  a  year 
will  pay  more  (but  that,  in  fact,  he  will 
pay  somewhat  less)  on  au  Sd,  Income 
Tax  than  he  does  now  when  the  Income 
Tax  is  at  7d.  Income  of  £200  a  year, 
with  an  8d.  tax  (and  an  abatement  of 
£160),  will  pay  at  the  rate  of  1  3-5d.  in 
Ute  £1,  as  against  the  rate  of  2  4-5d.  in 
the  £1  paid  last  year,  with  a  7d,  tax,  and 
an  abatement  of  £  1 20.  Incomes  of 
£250  will  pay  at  the  rate  of  2-  4-5d. 
instead  of  3  3-5d.  in  the  £1  ;  incomes 
of  £300  will  pay  at  the  rate  of  3  2-3d. 
instead  of  4  l-5d.  in  the  £1 ;  incomes 
of  £350  will  pay  at  the  rate  of  4  l-3d. 
instead  of  4  3-5d.  in  the  £1  ;  incomes 
of  £400  will  pay  at  the  rate  of  4  4-5d. 
instead  of  4  9-lOd.  in  the  £1  ;  incomes 
of  £460  (with  an  abatement  of  £100) 
will  pay  at  tbe  rate  of  6  2-9d.  instead 


of  7d.  in  the  £1  ;  and  incomes  of  £500 
(with  an  abatement  of  £100)  will  pay 
at  the  rate  of  6  3-5d.  instead  of  7d.  in 
the  £1.     Therefore,  on  this  graduated 
scale  each  man  up  to  £500  pays  less 
than  he  did  last  year  with  a  7d.  Income 
Tax,    I  shall  be  asked  the  question, 
"  If  you  graduate  the  Income  Tax  down 
on  the  lower  scale,  why  not  graduate 
it  up  on  the  larger  incomes  ?  "    In  prin- 
ciple there  is  nothing  to  be  said  against 
such  a  system ;  indeed,  there  is  every 
argument  in  its  favour.    Tbe  difficulties 
wbich  lie  in  the  way  are  of  an  admin- 
istrative and  a  practical  nature,  which, 
as  yet,  I  have  not  been  able  to  find 
means  to  overcome.     The  reason  why  it 
has  been  found  possible  to  collect  so 
vast  a  sum  of  money  with  such  compara- 
tive facility  has  been  that  you  collect  the 
bulk  of  the  Income  Tax  at  its  sotuve,  and 
from  persons  on  whom  the  burden  does 
not  ultimately  fall.    The  real  Income 
Tax  payer,  like  the  landlord,  is  charged 
indirectly   and   by   deduction.    In  the 
greater  part  of   the   collection  (about 
three-fourths  of  the  whole)  it  is  simply 
automatic.     There   is   no  iuquisitorial 
prying  into  the  ways  and  means  of  each 
individual.    You  do  not  demand  a  sight 
of  his  cash-book  and  his  pass-book,  but 
the  tax  is  deducted,  in  the  majority  of 
cases,  from  his  income  before  it  reaches 
him.    Many  people  are  in  a  happy 
ignorance  of  the  Income  Tax  which  they 
my.    I  wish  there  were  mora  of  them, 
£veo  in  the  case  of  trades  and  professions 
where  you  require  a  declaration  of  a 
man's  profits  you  do  not  attempt  an  in- 
vestigation of  the  income  the  individual 
derives  from  other  sources.    I  have  made 
a  careful  investigation  of  this  matter  in 
consultation  with  the  authorities  of  the 
Inland  Revenue,  and  they  are  strongly  of 
opinion  that  the  measures  of  penal  dis- 
covery and  irritating  ioquisltioo  which 
would  be  involved  in  any  plan  which  re- 
quired the  determination  of  every  man's 
income  from  all  sources  would  rendor  the 
collection  of  the  Income  Tax  so  odious 
as  to  imperil  its  existence,  and  in  all 
probability  make  it  impossible  to  main- 
tain the  tax.  The  graduated  Estate  Duty 
may  be,  in  fact,  reckoned  in  terms  of  an 
annual  charge  upon  the  estate  ;  and  in 
that  shape  may  be  regarded  as  a  graduated 
Income  Tax  which  is  levied  only  upon 
realised  property,  aod  does  not  fall  upon 
what  are  called  "  preeariowv**  incomes. 
So  that,  in  point  of^mt^ythi^Q^^ 
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the  result  which  is  aimed  at  in  the  de- 
mand for  a  graduated  looome  Tax  failing 
upon  what  are  called  "  spontaneoua,"  as 
distinguished  from  "  industriaV'  iocomes. 
The  proposals  I  have  hitherto  made  are 
estimated  to  jield  £1^30,000,  but  I  have 
still  upwards  of  £1,000,000  to  provide. 
I  propose  to  find  the  balance  from  on  addi- 
tloa  to  the  duties  on  spirits  and  beer-~ 
6d.  a  g^lon  opon  spirits  and  6d.  a  barrel 
upon  beer.  These  are  duties  to  which 
this  House  has  always  had  recourse  when 
it  was  necessary  largely  to  increase  the 
Revenue,  and  that  not  upon  moral  or 
social  considerations,  but  upon  purely 
fiscal  grounds, which  are  those  upon  which 
alone  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is 
entitled  to  proceed.  Many  years  ago 
Mr.  Gladstoue  stated  that 

"  The  principle  upon  which  the  House  of 
Commons  has,  I  thmk,  uniformly  proceeded 
with  respect  to  spirits  has  been  not  that  we 
ought  to  lower  the  dnttes  upon  them  aa  much 
as  we  can  consiBtently  with  the  interests  of  the 
Revenue,  but  that  we  ought  to  raise  the  duties 

rn  them  as  much  as  we  can  consistently  with 
policy  and  necessity  of  preventii^  the 
growth  of  a  contiahand  trsde." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  acted 
on  this  principle  in  1889  when  he  re- 
quired an  additional  revenue  for  Imperial 
Defence  purposes,  and  continued  it  as  a 
substitute  for  the  Wheel  and  Van  Tax. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  had  no 
hesitation  or  diffiooltj  in  resorting  to  an 
increased  duty  on  beer  and  spirits.  The 
necessity  nnd&r  which  we  now  find  our- 
selves is  of  a  far  higher  and  more  urgent 
character.  I  have  taken  much  pains  to 
inquire  whether  the  trade  in  beer  and 
spirits  is  capable  of  bearing  increased 
burdens  without  oppression,  I  find  that, 
while  prices  to  the  individual  consumer 
have  remained  almost  constant,  the  cost 
of  materials,  and  therefore  presumably 
of  manufacture,  has  greatly  and  rapidly 
decreased.  I  have  also  means  at  my  dis- 
posal for  convincing  myself  of  the  great 
profits  of  these  trades,  both  wholesale 
and  retail,  and  their  ability  to  bear  addi- 
tional bni^ens.  I  can,  if  I  am  challenged 
—which  I  do  not  expect  to  be — lay 
before  the  Committee  some,  figures  on 
this  head  which  will  surprise  both  them 
and  the  country.  It  is  a  tax  which,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
pointed  out,  can  hardly  fall  upon  the  in- 
dividual consumer  of  a  glass  of  spirits 
or  a  pot  of  beer.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  in  the  course  of  his  Budget 
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Speech  in  1889,  referring  to  his  pro- 
posal to  increase  the  dnty  upon  beer, 
said— 

**ln  doing  BO  I  shall  obtain  the  £S00,0O(> 
which  I  want,  while  adding  something  perfectly 
imperceptible  to  the  cost  of  a  barrel  of  beer. 
The  duty  on  beer  is  at  present  2d.  per  gallon, 
and  the  addition  proposed,  if  it  could  be  thrown 
on  the  consumer,  would  only  increase  the  cost 
of  beer,  on  the  average,  by  about  1-I4th  part  of 
a  penny  per  gallon.  Tbe  fact  iij,  the  aislltion 
is  so  extremely  small  it  will  Jx  felt  In  no 
quarter  whatever.  I  beg  the  Committee  to 
obeerre,  therefore,  that  I  am  obtainiue  my 
revenne  by  an  addition  to  the  tax  which  cannot 
be  felt  by  the  oonflomw." 

In  respect  of  beer,  the  duty  of  6d.  & 
barrel  could  hardly  be  levied  upon  the 
quart  pot,  which  would  represent  the 
24th  part  of  a  penny.  I  hope,  therefore, 
that  we  shall  not  be  told  that  this  is  a 
proposal  to  "  rob  a  poor  man  of  his  beer." 
It  is,  in  fact,  a  tax  on  large  and  growing 
profits.  It  is  notorious  that  this  trade  is 
falling  more  and  more  into  fewer  hands, 
with  greater  capital,  aod  improved 
methods  of  economical  manufacture, 
which  leave  a  larger  margin  of  profit 
than  was  attainable  formerly  by  the 
smaller  brewers.  The  case  of  spirita 
stands  on  very  much  the  same  footing. 
A  gallon  represents  six  reputed  quart 
bottles  of  proof  spirit,  but,  in  point  of 
fact,  at  the  strength  below  proof  at 
which  spirits  are  usually  sold  it  would 
represent  eight  bottles.  If  the  spirits 
wore  equal  to  proof  the  additional  tax 
would  amount  to  Id.  a  bottle.  The  real 
incidence  of  the  tax  will  not  be  above  |d. 
per.  bottie.  I  find  that,  when  the  ri^t 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  a  few  years 
ago  imposed  a  similar  addition,  Id.  per 
bottle  was  imposed  by  some  classes  of 
vendors,  but  some  of  the  greatest  traders 
never  altered  their  prices  at  all.  It 
seems  obvious  that  if  the  consumer  had 
to  pay  Id.  per  bottle  more  it  would  be 
impossible  to  charge  the  fraction  of  the  Id, 
upon  those  who  invest  only  in  the  glass 
or  the  qnartem.  In  this  matter  en- 
lightenment and  advice  have  come  to  me 
from  an  unexpected  quarter.  I  find 
from  The  Mormng  Advertiser  of  April  7 
of  the  present  year  that  the  third  annual 
diQuer  of  the  Winchester  and  District 
Licensed  Victuallers^  Society  was  held 
at  the  George  Hotel.  All  the  proper 
people  were  there.  There  was  the 
Mayor,  Alderman  T.  Stopher,  who  pre- 
sided, and  the  Member  for-the  city  was 
present,  and  Msig  tlUaiQlV^tCK^lgJtt  of 
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«  The  National  Trade  Defeoce  Fund," 
and  members  of  the  trade  from  various 
plaoes  within   the    Society's  district. 
Mr.  Kiach  was  good  enough  to  make 
a  Budget  for  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.    That  gentleman  said  that, 
aa  to  the   Budget  proposals,  if  the 
Cbaneellor   of   the  Exchequer  raised 
the  tax  <»i  beer  only  from   6e.  3d. 
to  7b.   it   would  produce  £1,100,000, 
which  must  come  out  of  the  pockets  of 
brewers  ;  a  tax  of  Is.  on  spirits  he  did 
not  tbink,  on  the  whole,  would  be  unde- 
sirable, as  it  might  be  got  back  from  the 
customer  with  very  fair  profit,  but  that 
would  ]ux>duce  an  additional  revenue  of 
£1,475,000,  the   two   impositions  pro- 
viding rather  more  than  half  of  the  anti- 
cipated deficit.    Thus  did  Daniel  come 
to  judgment,    I  am  more  moderate  than 
the  i^ent  of  the  National  Trade  Fund. 
My  estimated  yield  of  this  increased 
duty  is — on  spirits,  £760,000,  and,  on 
beer,  £580,000,  making  a  total  during 
the  present  year  of  £1,340,000,  including 
Customs  and  Excise,  aud  allowing  for  a 
certain  fallLng-off  iu  consumption.  This 
added  to  the  former  figures  will  make  up 
an  estimated  increase  of  Revenue  of 
£2,670,000  from  taxation.    I  have  now 
nearly  completed  my  task,  but  before  I 
conclude  I  abould  like  to  place  before  the 
Committee  a  general  review  of  the 
heftriugs  and  results  of  our  proposals  as  a 
whole.    Let  me  now  finally  review  the 
proposals  as  a  whole.    I  had  to  meet  a 
deficit  of  £4,502,000.   I  have  reduced 
this  deficit  by  clearing  the  Revenue  of 
the  year  from  the  charges  arising  out  of 
recently  contracted  debts  by  £2,123,000, 
leaving  a  sum  of  £2,379,000  to  be  met 
by  additional  taxation.    The  additional 
taxation  is  thus  distributed : — Estimated 
additional  yield  of  the  new  Death  Duties 
during  the luresent  year  will  be  £1,000,000, 
the  additional  Beer  and  Spirit  Duty  will 
produce  £1,340,000,  and  tbe  additional 
Id.     on    Income    Tax    will  yield 
£1,780,000,  making  a  total  additional 
Revenue  of  £4,120,000.     From  these 
there  has  to  be  deducted,  under  the  pro- 
posed abatements  and  allowances  under 
Schedule  A,  a  total  of  £1,450,000,  giving 
a  net  additional  Revenue  of  £2,670,000. 
Setting    this   against    the   deficit  of 
£2,379,000,  we   have   a   surplus  of 
£291,000  for  the  present  year.  The  final 
balaoce  sheet  ita  the  present  year  will, 
therefore,  now  stuid  as  follows : — 
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RZTBinTS. 

«  £ 

I.  Customs.  Original 

EBtimate   19,860,000 

Add  additional  Spirit 

Duties    160,000 

"°  ^   L—  30,010,000 

3  Excise.  Original  Bsti- 

mate   28,060,000 

Add   additional  Beer 

and  Spirit  Doties  ...  1,180,000 

 .  36,340,000 

3.  Stamps.  Original  EBti- 
mate  13,080,000 

Add  new  Estate  Daty  1,000,000 


4.  Land  Tax  and  House 

Duty  

6.  Income  Tax.  Original 

Eatiraate  18,200,000 

Aild  additional  Id.  in 

the  Al    1.760,000 

16,980,000 

Deduct  loss  from  reliefs  1,460,000 


14/180,000 
2,470^000 


6.  Post  Office  and  Tele- 

graphs  • 

7.  Crown  Lands   

8.  Interest  on  Advances. 

Original  Estimate...  136,000 
Add  Bnez  Canal  Share 

dividends   260,000 

9.  MiscellaneoasBevenne. 

Original  Estimate...  1.560,000 
Add  receipt  from  Naval 

Defence  Account  ...  289,000 


13,190,000 
420,000 


396,000 


1,689,000 


TotaLEstimatedBevenne...  £94,176,000 


■XPBHDXTUBB. 

A 

1.  Consolidated  Fund  Ser- 
vices. 

Original  Estimate    ...  28,083,000 
Deduct  Naval  Defence 
Fund  Annuity      ...  1.439,000 


26.668,000 


16,011,000 


2.  Supply  Services. 

(1)  Army.  Original 
Estimate   18.081,000 

Deduct  Interest  on  Im- 
perial Defence  lioan  70,000 

(2)  Navy.  Original 
Estimate   17,366,000 

Deduct    Interest  on 
Naval  Defenoe  Loan  75,000 

 —  17,291,000 

(3)  Civil  Services   18,688,000 

(4)  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  3,677,000 

(5)  Postal  Services    10,564,000 

Total  Sstiniated  Expendltnie  93,884,000 
Snrplus  or  Maigin    mfiOO 

£94,176,000 
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Let  me  now  attempt  briefly  to  review 
as  a  whole  the'  plan  I  have  endea- 
voured to  lay  before  the  Committee. 
I  have  been  invited  to  introduce  a  parti- 
san Budget.  That  is  not  my  view  of 
the  duty  of  a  Finance  Minister  in  this 
country.  The  responsibility  for  the 
finances  of  an  Empire  like  this  is  no  light 
msttM-.  The  Minister  is  the  trustee  for 
every  class  and  for  every  interest  in  the 
community.  He  has  not  the  right  to 
employ  those  powers  to  serve  sectional 
or  Party  pm-poses.  Where  it  is  his  happy 
fortune  to  relieve  the  burdens  of  the 
people,  he  is  bound  to  distribute  that 
relief  with  an  impartial  hand.  Where  it 
is  his  harder  fate — as  it  is  mine — to  call 
upon  the  community  for  great  sacrifices 
to  support  great  national  ioterests,  it  is 
his  business  to  distribute  the  increased 
bw^en  upon  just  principles,  so  that  its 
weight  may  be  endured  by  those  who  are 
best  able  to  bear  it.  The  guiding  prin- 
ciple of  taxation  is  that  the  liability 
should  be  imposed  where  it  shall  be  least 
heavily  felt.  In  that  consists  the  whole 
science  of  equitable  finance.  Let  me 
invite  a  candid  examination  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  proposal?  of  the  GoTern- 
ment,  regarded  from  this  point  of  view. 
We  find  ourselves  called  upon  to  raise 
£2,379,000  by  extra  taxation  for  the 
diafeooe  of  the  Empire.  How  is  it  to  be 
raised,  and  bow  is  the  burden  to  be  dis- 
tribated  ?  I  will  first  regard  the  opera- 
tion of  our  scheme  upon  the  wage^ming 
class  who,  it  will  be  admitted,  have  the 
smallest  margin  beyond  that  which  is 
required  for  the  necessities  of  life.  No 
one  will  dispute  that  it  is  upon  them  the 
lightest  part  of  the  burden  should  weigh. 
I  would  point  out  that  in  our  proposal, 
upon  men  earning  less  than  £160  a  year, 
or  £3  a  week,  no  additional  taxation  will 
be  imposed  except  possibly  Id.  upon  a 
bottle  of  spirits.  That  is  not  a  large 
contribution  to  asic  of  th«n  for  the 
national  defence,  and  it  is,  at  all  events, 
a  voluntary  subscription.  Upon  a  glass 
of  spirits,  or  pot  of  beer,  as  I  have  pointed 
out,  there  will  be  no  increase  in  price  ; 
it  might  be  Hi,  on  a  uine-galton  cask  of 
beer.  That  is  the  extent  of  the  burden 
imposed  upon  the  means  of  the  great  mass 
of  the  people  who  earn  their  livelihood 
by  the  sweat  of  their  brow.  Ascending 
now  to  the  next  stratum — namely,  the 
classes  with  incomes  between  £160  and 
£500  a  year — I  hare  already  shown  under 
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the  head  of  the  Income  Tax  that  the 
additional  Id.  that  we  impose  will  not  in- 
volve any  increased  bni^en  upon  them, 
but  that,  on  the  contrary,  the  augmenta- 
tion of  the  allowance  will  place  the 
numerous  class  between  £160  and 
£500  a-year  —  a  most  deserving  class, 
whose  mai;gin  is  very  narrow  —  in  a 
more  favourable  position  than  they 
now  oceupy  with  the  Income  Tax 
at  7d.  Incomw  above  £500  a  year 
will  be  called  upon  to  pay  an  additional 
Id.  for  national  defence.  The  man 
with  £1,000  will  contribute  £4  Ss.  4d. 
more  than  he  does  now ;  the  man  of 
£5,000  a  year  will  contribute  a  little 
more  than  £20  ;  the  man  of  £10,000  a 
year  £40  ;  and  the  man  of  £50,000  some- 
thing above  £200.  So  much  for  the 
Income  Tax.  As  to  Death  Duties.  Pro- 
perties below  £1,000  will,  as  I  have 
already  shown,  pay  less  than  they 
now  do.  Properties  of  the  capital  value 
of  £25,000  in  free  personalty  will  pay 
upon  no  higher  rate  than  they  do  at 
present — namely,  4  per  oent.  Realty 
and  settled  property  will  be  placed  upon 
an  equal  footing  wiu  unsettled  personalty. 
They  will  lose,  it  is  true,  the  advantage 
of  the  exemptions  they  now  enjoy.  That 
is  a  just  and  equitable  provision  which 
must  have  been  made  quite  apart  from 
the  exigencies  of  increased  taxation.  As 
regards  realty,  it  will  have  the  compen- 
sation that  the  disadvantage  which  it 
snfi^ers  under  Schedule  A  will  be  removed. 
That  is  an  immediate  and  present  gain 
to  a  distressed  intovst.  The  additional 
weight  on  realty  from  the  estate  duty 
belongs  to  the  future.  No  increased  tax- 
ation from  this  source  will  occur  during 
the  present  year.  It  will  accrue  gradu- 
ally and  at  intervals  of  time,  and  will 
always  be  proportionate  to  the  actual 
value  of  the  estate.  You  may  take  it 
generally  that  the  period  of  a  Death 
Duty  extends  over  a  generation  of  SO 
yienrs  over  which  the  burden isdistributed. 
I  venture  to  claim  for  this  plan  that  it 
is  a  fair  plan,  conceived  with  a  due 
regard  to  the  interests  of  all  and  to  the 
capacity  of  each  class  of  the  commuoiiy 
to  bear.  Yon  have  to  consider  not  only 
the  objections  to  this  plan  snd  the  taxes 
we  propose,  but  you  have  to  tell  us  what 
you  are  prepared  to  put  in  their  place  if 
you  reject  this  plan.  It  is  not  a  pleasant 
task  for  any  Government  to  be  called 
upon  in  any  shape   to^add  to  the 
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burdens  of  the  people.  No  form 
of  taxation  uao  be  otherwise  than 
difltastefnl  and  nnpopular  to  those  on 
whom  it  most  foil.  You  hare  roted  jom 
vast  Estimates  from  a  cODviction  that 
the  expenditare  was  necessary  and  politic. 
If  yon  have  performed  your  duty  in  that 
respect  you  will  not  fail  in  the  obligation 
to  meet  that  charge.  The  House  of 
Commons  wilt  never,  I  am  persuaded, 
shrink  from  or  refase  any  effort  which  is 
necessary  to  sastaio  the  honour  and  pro- 
vide for  the  safety  of  the  country. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
Tea. 

"  That  the  Dotlea  of  Customs  now  chargeable 
npon  Tea  shall  continae  to  be  levied  and  charged 
on  sod  after  the  first  day  of  August,  one  thoasaDd 
eight  handled  anil  ninety-four,  until  the  firet 
dar  of  August,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
ninety-fiTC,  on  the  importation  thereof  into 
Great  Britain  or  Ireland  (that  is  to  say)  : — 
Tea  .  .  .  the  pound  .  .  Four  Pence. — 
Chancellor  of  th/f  Exchequer. ) 

Mr.  G0SCH£N  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  Following  the  example  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Midlothian,  and  other  ex  Cliancellora 
of  the  Exchequer,  I  do  not  propose  to 
review  the  long  and  interesting  and  very 
clear  statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  this  evening.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
has  often  suggested  that  when  large  pro- 
posals are  placed  before  this  House  there 
is  much  disadvantage  in  discussing  them 
on  the  First  Reading ;  and,  therefore,  so 
far  as  I  am  myself  concerned  at  all  events, 
I  do  not  propose  to  review  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now.  If  I 
were  disposed  to  do  so  I  think  I  should 
have  some  title,  considering  that  about 
■  quarter  of  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  be  made  up 
of  quotations  from  ray^  own  speeches. 
I  regret,  if  I  may  say  so,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  accentuated  so 
much  the  views  of  any  single  Member 
of  this  House,  becaiise  the  questions  we 
have  to  discuss  are  far  too  large  to  allow 
of  their  developing  into  any  kind  of  per- 
sonal controversy  between  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  myself.  I  hope  that  not 
only  to-night  hut  on  future  occasions  I 
may  be  able  to  give  to  a  great  extent  the 
go-by  both  to  his  ironical  compliments 
and  to  his  veiled  attacks.  There  are  two 
points  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  die  House.    The  first  is  the  remark- 


able contrast,  the  descent  from  the 
sublime  heights  that  took  place  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  having  spoken 
of  the  duty  of  the  Committee  as  l«ing  not 
to  borrow  or  to  suspend  the  Sinking  Fund 
bnt  to  pay  their  way,  proceeded  to  sus- 
pend the  new  Sinking  Fund,  and  to  apply 
it  to  the  payment  of  new  debts  ioritead  of 
old  debts.  I  do  not  object  to  the  pro- 
ceeding, but  I  think  there  was  some  sur- 
prise felt  in  the  Hcuse  even  amongst  his 
own  supporters  when  the  sublime  appeal 
to  virtue  ended  with  such  a  plan  as  he 
has  suggested.  The  other  point  to  which 
I  wish  to  call  attention  is  this.  What 
prospect  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
think  there  will  be  of  passing  this  highly 
complicated  and  to  a  great  extent  con- 
troversial Budget  during  the  time  which 
he  suggested  himself  ?  Hemade  his  Esti- 
mates as  if  the  Act  might  be  passed  by 
June  1.  Let  me  remind  him  that  the 
right  hoD.  Member  for  Midlothian  always 
held  that  the  regulation  of  the  Death 
Duties  would  absorb  an  entire  Session. 
These  are  the  words  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  used  in  1881  with  reference 
to  the  Death  Duties  : — 

"  I  am  quite  convinced  that  when  such  a 
plan  "  (that  is,  a  complete  plan,  dealing  with 
the  Death  Duties)  "  is  propoaed,  it  ought  to  be 
proposed  by  a  GoTemmeDt  to  a  Parliament, 
which  has  plenty  of  what  I  may  call  elbow- 
room — plenty  of  free,  unoccupied  available 
space  for  itfl  discussions." 

I  hope  we  shall  find  that  there  is  plenty 
of  elbow-room,  plenty  of  time  at  our  dis- 
posal for  this  discussion.  And  why  ?  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian  said — 

"  Its  application  is  such,  the  diversity  and 
largeness  or  the  interests  are  such,  that  it  would 
never  bet  got  through  except  with  a  liberal 
allowance  of  the  time  of  Parliament  for  its  dis* 
cuBsion." 

Now  we  shall  be  invited  to  a  discussion 
of  the  Death  Duties,  and  we  shall  also 
be  invited  to  a  consideration  and  re- 
armugement  of  some  of  the  most  impor- 
tant clauses  of  the  Income  Tax  Act.  I 
think  we  may  promise  that  we  will 
devote  ourselves  with  industry  to  these 
tasks,  but  we  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  say  that  ample  time  will  be 
given  for  the  discussion  of  as  complicated 
measures  as  have  ever  been  submitted  to 
Parliament.  I  should  not  liketo  sit  down 
without  echoing  the  compliments  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  paid  to  the 
authorities  of  the  Inland  Revenue  and  of 
the  Cnstoms  for  the  extretjO^^;^^)^  of 
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Huii  EstiniBtes  in  such  a  year  as  this.  I 
also  echo  everything  that  was  said  by  the 
right  bon.  GrentlemaD  with  regard  to  the 
proof  of  the  solidity  of  the  finance  of  this 
coantj-y  and  of  its  prosperity,  which  has 
been  furnished  by  the' figures  wliich  he 
has  put  before  us.  I  am  sure  the  House 
will  feel  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
placed  a  very  difficult  Budget  before  us 
with  great  lucidity,  and,  on  die  whole,  as 
much  as  was  possible  for  him,  with  bis 
lore  of  oontrOTersy,  iu  an  nnoontroversial 
spirit.  He  did  not  entirely  discard  con- 
troversy, and  hu  speech  was  marked  by 
more  attacks  upon  his  predecessors  than 
is  usual  on  such  occasions.  [Crie«  of 
**  No,  uo  !  "]  I  think  so.  I  am  sure  hon. 
Members  will  feel  that  I  am  treating  the 
matter  with  the  utmost  good  humour. 
Every  Member  was  not  perhaps  aware  of 
the  insidious  and  veiled  attacks  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  making 
apon  me.  But  we  shall  cross  swords 
with  regard  to  these  points  on  another 
occasion.  There  may  be  questions  and 
disciusion  on  minor  points,  but  I  diink  it 
would  be  premature  to  raise  at  this 
moment  a  discussion  upon  the  larger 
propmals  of  the  Budget. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  suggested  that 
with  reference  to  the  Death  Duties  the 
course  should  be  taken  which  was  taken 
on  the  Succession  Duties  in  1853 — namely, 
that  there  should  be  a  separate  discussion 
on  that  Resolution.  With  reference  to 
the  other  Resolution,  he  hoped  they 
would  be  allowed  to  be  taken  to-night. 
The  course  he  indicated  was  takeu  in 
1881  and  1885. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  had  looked 
to  the  precedent  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Membw  alluded.  In  those  years  toe  Death 
Duty  was  the  only  great  change  in  the 
Budget,  but  on  this  occasion  the  Budget 
contained  more  controversial  matters — 
for  instance,  there  was  the  proposal  as  to 
dealing  with  the  whole  of  the  Income 
Tax.  What  be  would  suggest  was  that 
the  discussion  on  the  Death  Duties  should 
take  place  separately  on  the  Resolution 
with  regard  to  the  Dasth  Duties,  and  then 
that  the  other  matters  should  be  discussed 
on  the  BesoluUons  which  referred  to 
them.  For  instanee,  the  Resolution  con- 
nected with  Uie  Inconie  Tax  would  form 
the  subject  of  a  separate  discussion.  He 
did  not  think  they  could  cousent  to  take 
the  Resolution  relating  to  the  increase  of 
the  Income  Tax  U^night,  nor  was  there 
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any  occasion  to  do  ao.  That  would  be  in 
accord  with  precedent.  What  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  might  fairly  expect  was 
that  the  Resolution  for  the  increase  oi 
taxation  on  Spirits  aud  Beer  should 
be  taken,  and  then  that  the  Resolution 
relating  to  the  Death  Duties  should  be 
made,  as  far  as  possible,  a  separate  Reso- 
lution. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  observed,  that 
certun  of  the  Resolntions  it  was  necessary 
should  be  taken,  such  as  those  rdating 
to  the  duties  on  tea  and  spirits. 

Ur.  GOSCHEN  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  propose  to  take  the  Resolution 
with  regard  to  the  Sinking  Fund  to- 
night ?  I  cannot  see  that  any  advantage 
would  be  gained  by  it.  There  can  be  no 
haste. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  did  not  know 

that  there  was  any  particular  baste.  In 
postpoaing  the  Resolution  as  to  the 
Death  Duties,  be  was  really  departing 
from  the  ordinary  preoedeiA  of  the  year 
1881.  In  the  year  1885,  when  Mr. 
Childers  introduced  a  very  elaborate 
Budget  which  dealt  with  Succession 
Duties,  Beer  Duties,  and  Spirit  Dutira, 
there  was  a  whole  list  of  Resolutions 
which  were  passed  together,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  urging  ou  that 
occasion  that  it  was  very  important  the 
House  should  see  the  Bui. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  in  bis  experi- 
ence the  Budget  Resolutions  were  or- 
dinarily postponed,  only  snoh  being 
proceeded  with  as  were  necessary  for  the 
collection  of  the  Revenue.  In  1885  Mr. 
Childers  circulated  a  Paper  showing  the 
effect  of  the  collection  of  the  Revenue 
before  the  Budget  Bill  was  brought  in, 
and  showing  the  effects  of  the  general 
changes  which  were  made.  He  asked 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whe- 
ther he  would  furnish  them  with  a  state* 
ment  which  would  put  hon.  Members  in 
possession  of  the  various  changes,  and  of 
their  financial  effect.  The  statement 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Geutleman  was 
most  clear.  Still,  if  the  figures  were 
precisely  put  upon  paper,  bon.  Membo'B 
would  be  able  to  follow  them  more 
readily.  In  1881  there  were  no  changes 
in  the  Budget,  except  the  D^tti  Duties, 
and  on  that  occasion  only  the  formal 
Resolutions  were  takeu.  If  the  Resolu- 
tion increasing  the  Income  Tax  were 
taken,  it  would  not,  he^^ougbt.  be  ia 
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aocordance  with  precedence.  He  urged 
that  they  should  have  more  time. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Bodmin)  thought 
that  in  late  years  the  practice  had  been 
to  pass  the  first  Resolution,  and  the  first 
ooly,  and  to  defer  the  others  till  a  later 
day.  That,  no  douht,  was  a  departure 
frmn  the  practice  which  prevailed 
formerly,  when  all  the  Resolations  were 
passed  ;  bnt  the  experience  of  recent 
yeatv  was  bo  strong  that  he  doubted  if 
tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able 
to  withstand  following  the  more  recent 
rather  than  the  more  ancient  practice.  He 
did  not  rise  at  all  for  the  purpose  of 
entering  into  a  discussion  of  the  policy  or 
to  deal  with  the  particular  proposals 
involved  in  the  Bndget  which  had  been 
introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  was  always  indiscreet  to  enter  into  such 
discussion  immediately  after  a  Budget 
speech,  and  it  would  be  especially 
iodiscreet  on  an  occasion  like  this,  with  a 
Budget  so  complex,  bo  intricate,  and 
involviag  such  far-reaching  issues.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  made  an 
admiral  speech,  but  he  (Mr.  Courtney) 
desired  to  ask  one  or  two  questions  in 
order  to  elucidate  certain  points  upon 
which  he,  at  all  events,  had  some  doubt. 
With  respect  to  the  first  part  of  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
was  very  much  possessed  with  admiration 
im  the  noble  ana  lofty  maxims  which  he 
enUDoiated  with  regard  to  the  provision 
adopted  for  the  redemption  of  the  Debt. 
There  had  been  some  suggestions  as  to 
suspending  these  payments  ;  and  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  indulging  in 
language  of  a  very  lofty  strain,  refused 
to  entertain  any  suggestion  for  inter- 
fering with  the  redemption  of  the  Debt, 
he  was  delighted  with  that  sentiment, 
because  he  entirely  sympathised  and 
admired  it ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  carried  out  that  determiuation 
to  the  end,  be  should  have  heartily  ap- 
proved of  it.  Bnt  instead  of  refoeing  to 
snapend  the  payment  of  the  Debt, 
especially  the  old  Debt,  he  had  divai»d 
trom  the  old  Debt  £2,000,000,  which 
were  presently  to  be  devoted  to  redemp- 
tion. Would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
provide  that  that  should  be  an  absolutely 
temporary  diversion  of  the  New  Sinking 
Fund  for  the  purpose  of  the  redemption 
of  the  balance  in  respect  of  the  Naval 
Defence  Act  ?  The  other  point  he  was 
in  doubt  about  referred  to  the  Death 


Duties.  As  he  understood  it,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  establish  in 
lien  of  the  Estate  Duty,  Probate  Duty, 
and  Account  Duty,  a  sii^Ie  duty  which 
was  to  be  called  the  Estate  Duty,  which 
was  to  be  levied  upon  the  corput  of  the 
estate  devolved.  Was  it  devised  to  one  or 
more  persons  or  was  it  devised  in  strict 
settlement  ?  He  wuited  to  know  was  this 
the  meaning  intended :  Suppose  a  person 
devised  an  estate  considerable  value — 
say,  £500,000 — in  strict  settlement,  there 
would,  upon  his  death  and  upon  the  first 
succession  to  the  estate,  be  levied  a  con- 
tribution amounting  to  7  per  cent, 
upon  the  value  of  the  estate,  which  would 
be  paid  by  the  person  who  succeeded  as 
life  tenant.  Would  the  7  per  cent,  on 
the  £500,000  never  be  levied  again  until 
all  the  interests  under  the  settlement 
were  exhausted  ?  The  first  person  who 
paid  the  7  per  cent,  as  a  capital  sum 
would  be  entitled  to  eliarge  it  upon  his 
successors,  and  it  wonld  pass  ou  to  the 
several  persons  who  succeeded,  but,  as  he 
understood  it,  there  would  be  no  levy 
again  of  a  second  duty  until  the  whole  of 
the  interests  under  the  settlement  were 
exhausted.  It  was  intended  there  should 
be  one  levy  upon  the  commencement  of 
the  settlement,  and  until  all  the  interests 
arising  out  of  such  settlement  were  ex- 
hausted there  was  not  to  be  a  removal  of 
the  charge. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  There  would 
be  the  additional  1  per  cent. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  that  would 
come  as  the  next  point.  Did  he  under- 
stand correctly  that  that  would  come  in 
lieu  of  the  present  Succession  Duty  upon 
llneals  ?  What  he  wished  to  know  was 
whether  the  tenant  for  life  who  paid  the 
7  per  cent,  on  the  £500,000  would  also 
pay  1  per  cent.  ?  He  understood  not. 
But,  suppose  that  the  person  died  without 
issue,  and  the  property  devolved  to  a 
nei^ew,  in  whioh  case  the  rate  would  not 
be  the  same,  the  consanguinity  being 
different,  did  the  capital  oharge  of  7  per 
cent,  absorb  all  the  interests  or  prevent  ik 
person  coming  in  under  the  settlement  of 
a  difierent  degree  of  relationship  ?  He 
did  not  uuderataud  how  the  A  duty  was 
to  work  with  the  B  duty,  or  bow  far  the 
B  duty  survived  the  A  duty  levied  in  the 
circumstances  he  had  suggested.  He 
undentood  that  the  A  duty  absorbed  all 
the  duties  to  be  paid  hy>  the  Xiaaml 
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successors  ;  but  did  it  absorb  all  the 
duties  to  be  paid  bj  the  collateral 
sucoessore  who  came  in  under  the  settle- 
meut  ?  This  point  was  left  obscure,  and 
it  would  be  useful  if  the  right  boo.  Gen- 
tleman would  make  a  statement  which 
would  remove  a  doubt  on  the  subject. 
He  did  not  in  the  least  propose  to  enter 
into  an  examination  of  the  policy  of  the 
propoeals  of  his  right  hon.  Friend.  He 
would  simply  remark  that  they  saw  that 
the  persons  who  were  living,  and  who 
were  voters,  would  gain  relief,  while  the 
persons  who  were  to  succeed  hereafter, 
and  who  might  not  be  voters,  would  not 
get  relief.  He  could  not  but  admire  the 
ingenuity  of  such  an  arrangement. 

•Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.)  said,  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  allow 
him  to  do  so,  he  would  offer  his  tribute 
of  admiration  also  to  the  extraordinarily 
clear  manner  in  which  he  had  presented 
matters  which  were  somewhat  oompU- 
cated.  But  he  regarded  it  as  remarkable 
that  one  who  had  always  prided  himself 
as  being  a  6nancial  puritan  should,  in 
this  electioneering  Budget,  as  it  might 
fairly  be  called,  have  violated  one  of 
those  canons  which  he  himself  used  for 
electioneering  purposes  when  he  was  in 
Opposition.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  St.  George's,  Hanover 
Square,  described  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  being  a  diver- 
eton  of  the  New  Sinking  Fund  in  order  to 
extinguish  an  old  debt,  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  have  appropriated 
£1,600,000  in  order  to  pay  off  liabilities 
amounting  to  £1,400,000.  The  Com- 
mittee must  have  heard  with  great  satis- 
faction what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  as  to  the  accumulations  in  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Bank  as  the  result  of  the  Act 
passed  last  year.  So  far  ae  he  knew,  that 
increased  deposit  by  the  artizan  classes 
bad  not  been  attracted  by  the  Post 
Office  by  any  diminution  of  deposits  in 
the  great  joint-stock  and  private  banks 
of  investment  throughout  the  country. 
It  was  clear  that  the  classes  who  put 
their  money  in  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Bank  were  not  the  classes  who  deposited 
their  money  with  the  joint-stock  and 
private  banks,  and  it  was  satisfactory  to 
see  that  the  legislation  of  last  year  had 
not  interfered  with  the  legitimate  banking 
operations  of  the  country,  but  had  pro- 
bably attracted  to  the  citadel  of  the 
Po»t  Office  Saving  Bank  money  which 
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might  have  been  placed  in  much  less 
secure  positions.  He  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  give  the  assurance 
that  the  New  Sinking  Fund  would  be 
applied  to  no  purpose  other  than  that 
mentioned  in  the  Statement  which  be 
had  circulated — namely,  to  the  Naval 
Defence  Fund ;  that  was  to  say,  the  sum 
of  £1,429,000. 

Ms.  FICTON  (Leicester)  said,  in 
common  with  all  the  hon.  Members  who 
bad  spoken,  hefelt  thoroughly  impressed 
with  the  greatness  of  the  Budget.  The 
one  thing  in  it  which  he  admired  more  than 
anything  else  was  the  establishment  of 
the  principle  of  graduated  taxation,  and 
he  believed  the  Budget  would  mark  an 
era.  He  also  tendwed  thanks  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  marvellous 
lucidity  with  which  this  great  and  difficult 
subject  had  been  expounded.  His  pro- 
posals would  be  welcomed  by  all  financial 
and  social  reformers  throughout  the 
country.  So  high  did  he  estimate  the 
powers  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer that  he  had  thought  he  might 
be  capable  of  swallowing  not  only  the 
deficit  on  the  year,  but  the  relinquish  meat 
of  the  Tea  Duty  in  addition,  so  that  the 
people  might  have  had  a  free  breakfast 
table,  and  that  might  have  been  done  by 
still  further  increasing  the  Death  Duty 
scale.  So  wrong  did  he  regard  it  for 
anyone  to  leave  £1,000,000  behind  him 
that  he  thought  he  might  be  taxed  at  50 
per  cent.  He  had  no  desire,  however,  to 
quarrel  with  the  principle,  because  he 
thought  it  would  turn  out  to  be  a  valu- 
able one.  The  principle  of  graduated 
taxation  might  be  applied  hereafter  in 
various  other  directions,  and,  if  so,  he 
did  dot  think  they  had  to  look  for- 
ward very  far  to  the  time  when  the  Rame 
Chancellor  of  the  Sxcbequer  would  be 
able  by  means  of  this  new  principle 
to  provide  ample  means  of  ourying  on 
the  Government  while  the  poor  people's 
bre^fast  table  was  set  entirely  free. 

Mb.  BBODBICK  (Surrey,  GuUdfoid) 
said,  he  had  no  wish  to  criticise  the 
statements  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
but  he  desired  to  ask  for  an  explanation 
upon  one  matter — whether,  inJibe  event 
of  a  man  leaving  an  estate  consisting  of 
£100,000  in  value,  of  which  £50,000 
was  settled  land  and  £50,000  personalty, 
he  would  pay  half  the  duty  on  settled 
land  and  half  on  personalty  ?  The  right 
hon;  Gentleman  would  see-thep^nL  for 
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he  had  himself  said  it  would  make  a  con- 
siderable differeoce.  To  what  exteut 
would  the  £4,000,000  which  he  expected 
to  get  from  Uiese  new  Estate  Duties  fall 
upon  land  ?  If  the  charge  would  not 
Decessaiily  fall  upon  land  the  position 
would  be  altered. 

•Sm  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Univer- 
sitj)  said,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  paid  a  just  tribute  to  the 
heads  of  the  Treasury  for  the  care  and 
accuracy  with  which  these  Estimates 
were  prepared.  Perhaps  he  might 
apecially  mention  Sir  R.  Welby,  the  per- 
manent head  of  the  Treasury,  who,  he 
believed,  was  on  that  very  day  retiring 
from  the  Service.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  congratulated  hims^  on 
the  large  increase  in  the  Savings  Banks 
deposits.  He  wished  be  could  think  thai 
this  might  be  taken  as  evidence  of  in- 
creased prosperity  on  the  part  of  the 
working  classes,  but  be  feared  it  was  to 
a  great  extent  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  rate  of  interest  allowed  was  higher 
than  usual  in  relation  to  that  obtainable 
at  present  elsewhere.  He  was  glad 
to  bear  that  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
was  able  to  reduce  the  amount  of  the  Un- 
funded Debt — a  wise  and  prudent  course 
•*-and  it  was  to  be  hoped  he  would  be 
able  to  still  further  reduce  the  amount  in 
the  coming  year.  He  greatly  regretted 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
proposed  to  find  £2,000,000  of  his  defi- 
ciency by  diminishing  the  amount  ap- 
plicable to  the  reduction  of  Debt.  In 
Opposition  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
cootinually  attacked  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  St.  George's  for 
having  diverted  £:f,000,000  of  the  Sink- 
ing Fund,  and  yet  he  was  now  doing  the 
same  thing  himself.  As  regarded  the 
Death  Duties,  he  would  not  now  discuss 
the  {Hvposals  of  graduation,  but  some 
explanation  would  be  advisable,  as  several 
hon.  Gentlemen  near  him  did  not  undei^ 
stand  bow  the  Legacy  Duties  would 
stand.  He  understood  that  no  change 
was  made,  but  perhaps  the  Chancellor 
would  give  some  explanation  on  this 
point.  With  respect  to  the  Income  Tax, 
he  referred  to  the  hardship  with  which 
it  bore  on  industrial  incomes.  At  present 
iDComea  were  assessed  on  the  average  of 
three  years,  and  if  the  income  feU  the 
tax  was  still  levied  on  the  same  amount, 
though  it  had  never  been  received. 
Formerly  rebate  was  allowed,  and  he 


thought  it  would  be  only  just  to  revert  to 
the  old  system.  He  proposed  to  put 
down  an  Amendment  to  this  effect  when 
the  Bill  got  into  Committee.  He  was 
surprised  to  hear  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  say  that  the  profits  of  brewing 
were  in  fewer  bands  than  formerly.  The 
very  reverse  was  the  case.  Many  of 
the  great  brewing  firms  throughout  the 
country  had  been  turned  into  Joint  Stock 
Companies,  and  the  shares,  instead  of 
being  divided  among  a  few  partners  as 
was  the  case  a  few  years  ago,  were  now 
parcelled  out  among  an  immense  number 
of  small  holders,  who  thus  derived  the 
profits  from  brewing.  There  was  always 
a  considerable  amount  of  public  feeling 
against  the  Income  Tax,  which  made  it 
difficult  to  defend  and  maintain.  A 
national  feeling  existed  that  its  incidence 
was  unjust,  and  be  would  urge  again 
upon  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
the  desirability  of  considering  in  Com- 
mittee the  points  he  had  raised. 

Sir  A.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
whatever  might  be  the  views  of  the 
House  as  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer's proposals — and  to  express 
them  would  be  premature — nobody  could 
fail  to  admire  the  ability  and  lucidity  of 
his  statement.  It  must  be  apparmit  to 
everyone  that  the  difficulties  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  to  conteud  with 
were  owing  principally  to  the  expendi- 
ture that  had  been  undertaken  in  connec- 
tion with  the  national  defence.  The 
nation,  however,  would  not  begrudge 
him  the  money  necessary  for  this  pur- 
pose, because  it  was  recognised  as  really 
an  insurance  payment  for  the  protection 
of  the  trade  and  prosperity  of  the  nation. 
With  respect  to  the  excise  on  spirits,  he 
might  direct  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  a  fact  worth  noting.  There 
could  be  little  doubt  tliat  the  extent 
the  consumption  of  alcohol  was  an  indi- 
cation of  the  state  of  trade  in  the  country,, 
and  the  official  statistics  showed  thero 
had  been  a  considerable  increase  in  the 
consumption  of  alcoholic  liqnors.  He 
agreed  with  the  criticism  that  had  been 
passed  on  the  action  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  in  availing  himself  of  the 
Sinking  Fund  in  order  to  meet  the  de- 
mands upon  him.  He  certainly  under- 
stood that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
protested  loudly  against  any  vaxsk  course,, 
but  his  practice  was  quite  the  contranr. 
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hon.  GeDtleman  did  not  say  whether  they 
were  altto  favourably  affected  in  regard  to 
the  enlargement  of  the  limit  of  deposits. 

Sir  W.  UARCOURT  :  To  a  certain 
extent. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  was  glad  to  hear  it, 
because,  although  there  had  been  some 
cnaes  of  criticism  in  connection  with 
those  banks,  be  was  happy  to  state  tliat 
he  believed  they  were  generally  sonnd. 
The  country  owed  a  great  obligation  to 
the  voluntary  trustees  for  the  interest 
they  had  taken  in  the  welfare  of  the 
banks,  which  had  undoubtedly  done  much 
to  encourage  thrift  among  the  poorer 
classes.  He  could  not  agree  with  the 
criticism  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite,  that  these  institutions  minis- 
tered to  a  class  for  which  they 
were  not  intended,  and  int-erfered  with 
the  interests  of  tbe  private  banks. 
They  heard  tbat  sort  of  criticism  fre- 
quently applied  to  Free  Libraries  and 
other  such  institutions  which  he  was 
satisfied  were  doing  real  service  to  tbe 
working  classes.  He  was  glad  to  hear  the 
admission  from  one  of  his  hon.  Friends 
who  preceded  him  in  the  discussion 
that  the  Post  Office  banks,  so  far 
from  conflicting  with  the  interest  of 
private  banks,  really  increased  the 
resources  of  Uioso  banks  by  in  time, 
through  tbe  thrift  they  encouraged, 
transforming  the  small  trader  into  the 
large  trader.  He  was  satisfied  tbat  the 
private  banks  of  tbe  country  could  not 
minister,  at  least  in  their  early  stages, 
to  the  class  of  small  accumulators  who 
used  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks. 
He  believed  the  banks  were  a  great 
benefit  to  the  people,  and  be  was  glad 
that  the  increase  in  the  deposits  allowed 
had  led  to  good  results.  In  the  Act 
there  was  an  automatic  provision  for  the 
investment  of  savings  and  interest  in 
Stock  ;  but  it  was  not  used  so  generally 
as  one  would  wish.  He  thought  the 
funds  of  tbe  country  were  a  reservoir 
into  which  the  savings  of  the  poor  might 
be  largely  diverted,  with  the  rranit  that 
they  would  have,  as  in  France,  a  larger 
class  having  a  distinct  iuterest  in  the 
welfare  of  the  country  and  closely 
identified  with  its  institutions.  He 
hoped  that  that  provision  would  be 
extended.  Tbe  existing  machinnT' 
not  the  best  for  the  purpose ;  it  was  too 
complicated  ;  it  was  not  anderstood  even 
by  the  managers  of  the  bankB,  much  less 
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by  the  poor  investors,  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  undoubtedly  do 
an  additional  service  if  he  increased  the 
facilities  for  this  investment.  There  was 
one  provision  in  the  Act  of  1890  widi 
which  he  did  not  agree.    That  was  the 
provision  with  regard  to  snrplns  invest- 
meutii,  which  he   thought  complicated 
and  restricted.    He  wished  that  those 
who  invested  largely  in  local  securitiee 
of   the  best   character    should  have 
further    facilities    for    that  purpose. 
With  regard  to  the  remission  of  Death 
Duties,  he  would  only  remark  that  the 
lawyers  in  this  lawyer-ridden  country, 
to  use  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's 
words — if  no  other  class  be — would  be 
greatly  gratified  by  the   removal  of 
anomalies  and  the  Bimplificatitm  and 
abolition  of  some  of  the  ccHnplexitiefl  in 
relation  to  the  Death  Duties.  He  thought 
also  some  of  the   readjustments  com- 
mended themselves,  whilst   as  to  the 
system  of  graduation   it  had  been  his 
duty  to  sign  the  Memorial  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  presented  by  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  which  consisted 
largely  of  the  capitalist  class  ;  but  yet  the 
sense  was  almost  universal  that  some 
system  of  gradation  was  to  be  recom- 
mended.    He  believed,  therefore,  that 
this  was  a  move  in  tbe  right  direction, 
and,  assuming  the  principle  to  be  con- 
ceded, tbe  scale  appeared  to  be  moderate, 
though  perhaps  it  was  considered  too 
moderate  in  some  quarters  of  the  House. 
The   deductions    under    Schedule  A, 
though  not  great,  were  inevitable  upon 
logical  and  just  principles,  and  he  was 
glad  they  had  been  made,  especially  as 
they  affected  the  incomes  of  a  class  on 
whom  the  Income  Tax  pressed  veay 
heavily.    He  thought  the  statement  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
very  clear  and  able,  and  that  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  was  to  be  heartily  con- 
gratulated upon  it. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RiOBT,  Forfar)  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bodmin  had  asked  a 
question  as  to  the  working  out  of  the 
principle  expounded  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  in  the  case  of  a  property 
settled  on  the  father  for  life,  which  after- 
wards passed  over  to  the  son,  and  was 
then  diverted  to  a  nephew.  He  would 
assame  that  the  right  hon.  Oeutleman 
was  dealmg  with  a  case  where  the  settle- 
ment  was  madg     Ae^^^J^  «>me 
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anoestor.  In  that  case,  on  the  death  of 
the  father,  the  first  tenant  for  life,  this 
Estate  Duty  would  become  payable,  and 
wonld  be  graduated  according  to  the 
amount  of  the  property  comprised  in  the 
settlement.  That  would  be  the  only 
time  upoD  which  a  distiuct  duty  wonld  be 
charged  upon  the  property  so  long  as  it 
remained  in  settlement.  On  the  sue- 
t  cessive  deaths  there  was  no  new  charge 

of  the  Estate  Duty  beyond  the  addi- 
tional 1  per  cent,  which  was  impmed 
upon  settled  property.  In  the  case  sug- 
gested, the  Suooession  Duty  being  pay- 
able by  the  lineal  descendant,  it  wonld  be 
mei^ed  in  the  Estate  Duty.  Supposing 
the  property  afterwards  passed  to  a 
nephew,  he  wonld  be  the  last  partaker 
under  the  settlement,  and  upon  bis 
death  tbey  would  start  again  and  charge 
the  Estate  Duty.  With  reference  to 
him,  as  he  came  in  under  the  settlement, 
there  would  be  no  new  Estate  Duty 
chargeable;  but  the  Succession  Duty 
would  be  chargeable  in  full  ;  that  was  to 
say,  the  same  Snocession  Duty  as  was 
DOW  payable,  the  difflBrence  being  that  if 
he  succeeded  to  the  estate  in  fee  simple 
he  would  be  charged  according  to  the 
principal  value  of  the  property.  The 
Uember  for  Gruildford  also  asked  a  ques- 
tion as  to  whether,  in  the  case  of  a  pro- 
perty of  £100,000,  one-half  composed  of 
personalty  and  the  other  of  realty,  the 
one-half  of  the  Estate  Duty  that  was  to 
be  charged  on  the  realty  would  fall  upon 
the  personalty  exclusively,  or  was  it  to  be 
chained  upon  realty.  As  he  understood 
it,  one-half  certainly  fell  on  realty. 

Sib  J.  60BST  said,  he  wonld  like  to 
ask  a  question  on  a  point  which  was  not 
clear.  Take  the  case  of  a  settlor  who 
was  dead  long  before  the  passing  of  this 
Act ;  a  tenant  for  life  was  in  possession 
of  that  property  under  the  settlement, 
and  he  died.  Would  any  Estate  Duty  be 
paid  npon  the  death  of  that  tenant  for 
life? 

Sir  J.  RIG-BY  said,  the  principle 
covered  that  case  also.  Upon  the  death 
of  the  tenant  for  life  there  was  a  devolu- 
tion or  passing  of  the  property,  and  npon 
that  derolntion  Estate  Dnty  became 
payable. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dnblin  Co.,  N.) 
eaid,  he  did  not  intend  on  that  occasion 
to  refer  to  all  the  new  proposals  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  but  there 
was  one  proposal  at  least  to  which  he^  as 
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an  Irish  Nationtdlst  Representative, 
desired  to  draw  attention  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
demning it.  No  doubt  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  a  very  difficult 
task  in  striving  to  provide  for  a  very 
large  deficit  in  the  Budget  of  the  year  ; 
but  he  thought  that  on  several  grounds 
the  very  last  expedient  to  which  the 
right  hon.  G-entleman  onght  to  have 
resorted  for  the  purpose  of  making  up 
the  deficit  was  to  farther  increase  the 
inequality  of  taxation  between  Ireland 
and  Great  Britain.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  might  have  covered  the 
deficit  by  not  allowing  the  abatements  in 
the  Income  Tax,  or  by  not  making  such 
fine  gradations  between  the  different 
classes  of  income  to  be  affected  by  the 
Death  Duties.  But  the  right  "hon.  Gentle- 
man had  resorted  to  the  one  expedient 
always  resorted  to  by  British  Ministers 
when  they  found  themselves  in  a  financial 
difficulty — he  had  resorted  to  the  Whiskey 
Duty.  This  course  began  in  the  year  18S2, 
when  the  effect  of  the  increase  on  the  Spirit 
Daties  was  to  increase  the  taxation  of 
Ireland  by  52  per  cent.,  whereas  the  in- 
crease in*  the  taxation  uf  Great  Britain 
during  the  same  period  was  only  about 
18  per  cent.  The  process  was  continued 
in  several  years  subsequently,  and  at 
last,  in  1885,  a  proposal  to  further  in- 
crease the  Spirit  Duty  by  2d.  in  the 
gallon  led  to  the  ejection  of  the  Liberal 
Government  of  the  day  from  Office  by 
the  Irish  vote.  The  proposal  now  was  to 
increase  the  duty  not  by  2d.,  but  by  6d. 
It  was  said  that  they  did  not  treat 
Ireland  unjustly  when  they  taxed  spirits 
in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  at  the  same 
rate.  The  Irish  Representatives  had 
over  and  over  again  pointed  out  the 
fallacy  of  that  argument.  The  National 
beverage — he  did  not  like  the  phrase, 
but  used  it  for  want  of  a  better  one — was 
whiskey  in  Ireland  and  beer  in  Great 
Britain  ;  and,  therefore,  although  they 
put  the  same  tax  ou  whiskey  throughout 
the  Kingdom,  it  fell  heavily  on  Ireland, 
because  more  whiskey  was  consumed 
there  in  proportion  to  the  population  than 
was  drank  in  England.  That  was  the 
foundation  of  the  complaints  which  the 
Irish  Members  had  made  from  time  to 
time  as  to  the  injustice  of  this  financial 
burden  imposed  on  Ireland.  For  a  long 
time  it  had  been  contended  that  there 
was  Ho  injustice  fg^yM^lrtJ^gl^" 
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coDtiuual  increase  in  the  WLiskey  Duty. 
In  1852  and  for  several  years  subse- 
quently tbe  right  bou.  Gentlemaa  the 
Member  for  Midlothiao  bad  steadily 
defended  this  increase.  However,  iu 
1886,  and  again  last  year,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  admitted  that  Ireland 
during  all  those  years  bad  suffered  great 
financial  injustice — in  fact,  he  believed 
the  right  bun.  Gentleman  bad  said 
"shameful  financial  injustice  " — and  be 
could  not  have  based  that  criticism  on 
any  other  ground  but  on  the  continual 
increase  of  the  Whiskey  Duty.  It  was, 
therefore,  extraordinary,  after  those  ad- 
missiouB  of  tbe  right  bou.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Midlothian,  to  find  the 
Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  actually 
proposing  not  to  redune  but  to  further 
inorease  tlie  financial  burden  of  Ireland. 
The  time,  too,  was  very  unfortunate. 
Last  year  tbe  Government,  through  tbe 
right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Midlothian,  consented  to  tbe  ap- 
pointment of  a  Royal  Commission  to 
inquire  into  the  financial  relations  be- 
tween Ireland  and  Great  Britain.  The 
assumption  was  that  there  was  an  Irish 
financial  grievance  to  be  redressed  ;  and 
yet,  before  a  single  investigation  by  that 
Commission  had  taken  place,  they  bad 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  pre- 
judging the  question  by  actually  adding 
to  tbe  burden  of  the  taxation  of  Ireland. 
He  looked  upon  the  proposal  to  add  6d. 
a  gallon  to  the  duty  on  whiskey,  and 
only  6d.  a  barrel  to  the  duty  on  beer, 
as  a  further  piece  of  plunder  applied 
to  Ireland,  and  be  therefore  could 
never  give  his  consent  to  it. 

Sir  W.  HABCOURT  :  I  am  sure  the 
hon.  Member  knows  perfectly  well 
that  the  consumption  of  alcoholic 
liquors  in  England  per  head  of  the 
population  is  higher  than  that  of 
Ireland,  and  higher  in  Scotland 
than  in  England.  The  fignres,  roughly 
speaking,  are  these  : — 16b.  per  head  in 
England  ;  19s.  per  head  in  Scotland  ; 
and  13b.  per  head  in  Ireland.  In  fixing 
the  duties  as  I  have  done  I  had  in  view 
the  complaints  made  two  years  ago  as 
to  tiie  unfairness,  as  between  different 
parts  of  tbe  country,  of  putting  a  duty 
of  6d.  on  whiskey  and  only  3d.  on  beer, 
and  to  that  extent  I  redressed  tbe  ine- 
quality which  exists  as  between  the 
Spirit  Duty  and  tbe  Beer  Duty.  I  was 
quite  prepared,  however,  to  hear  there 

Mr.  CUtneff 


would  be  complaints  on  this  matter,  au<l 
I  must  endeavour  to  deal  with  them  at 
tbe  proper  time.  With  regard  to  coin- 
age, about  which  I  have  been  asked  a. 
question  by  an  bou.  Geutlemau  opposite, 
I  have  to  say  that  the  original  estimate  of 
light  gold  was  £43,000,000.  There  is 
already  received  at  tbeMlut  £23,400,000, 
of  which  £5,400,000  was  received  in  the 
year  1893-91.  The  total  deficiency  of 
weight,  up  to  tbe  present  time, '  ba» 
cost  £382,000,  of  which  £83,50J  is 
due  to  the  year  1893-94.  The 
total  lyimber  of  sovereigns  sent  iu 
from  the  commencement  of  the  operatiou 
has  been  14,000,000,  and  tbe  value  uf 
half-sovereigns  £9,500,000.  The  loss, 
per  1,000  sovereigns,  has  been  £11.  Tbe 
loss,  per  £1,000  worth  of  half-sovereigns, 
has  been  £24*1.  The  withdrawals  are 
proceeding  at  a  mnch  slower  rate.  In 
1893-94  tbe  average  iweekly  withdrawala 
were  less  than  a  third  of  those  in  1892- 
93.  The  average  loss  on  each  piece  is 
also  considerably  less  since  tbe  begin- 
ning of  the  year  1894,  especially  on  the 
half-sovereign.  XjOss  on  whole  period  : — 
2*65 Id.  on  sovereigns;  2'891d.  on  half 
Bovereigne.  Loss  in  early  montha  of 
1894: — 2'605d.  on  sovereigns ;  2'548d.oa 
half-sovereigns.  There  is  a  balance  still 
left  of  the  original  fund  of  £53,500 
available  for  the  year  1894-95. 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  told  them  that  tbe  Perma- 
nent Debt  Fund  was  a  great  resource 
and  a  great  reserve  ;  that  it  waa  our  war 
chest,  and  that  no  diversion  from  it  would 
be  made  to  meet  tbe  deficit.  And  yet 
after  that  statement  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  laid  his  bands  on  over 
£2,000,000  which  would  otherwise  have 
gone  to  the  redaction  of  the  FermaDent 
Debt. 

SirW.  HABCOUBT  was  understood 
to  dissent  from  this  statement. 
*Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  it  wa» 
plain  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer bad  diminished  by  £2,000,000 
tbe  amount  that  would  have  gone  to  pay 
the  Debt,  old  or  new.  Tbe  right  bon. 
Gentleman  would  have  had  to  find 
£2,000,000  from  Revenue  bad  he  not  laid 
bands  on  £2,000,000  which  he  ought  to 
have  applied  to  tbe  reduction  of  the 
Debt.  He  confessed  that  after  that  pro- 
posal he  beard  with  astonishment  the 
right  hon.  tbe 
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sftcrifices  which  our  fathers  had  made. 
The  sacrifice  which  our  fathers  made  was 
to  impose  taxation  upon  themselves.  The 
sacrifice  which  their  son,  in  the  person  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  made 
was  to  take  money^  inteuded  for  the 
reduction  of  the  Debt  and  ose  it  for 
the  payment  of  expenses.  That 
was  not  a  good  waj  to  follow 
the  example  of  our  fathers.  With 
regard  to  the  Death  Duties,  he  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
say  that  the  Legacy  and  Succession 
Duties  were  to  remain  at  the  same  rates 
•as  at  preseut,  and  to  be  collected  in  the 
same  way,  but  in  addition  to  the  Estate 
Duty.  From  what  the  Solicitor  General 
said,  however,  it  seemed  that  these  were 
not  to  be  in  addition  to  the  Estate  Duty. 
The  most  marked  feature  of  the  Budget 
was  that  it  was  a  Budget  for  taxing 
the  rich  in  order  to  relieve  the  poor. 
How  was  that  justified  ?  The  right  hon. 
Grentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  told  them  that  the  rich  were 
getting  poorer  and  the  poor  were  getting 
richer.  He  said  that  trade  showed  a 
progressive  decline,  and  if  there  was  a 
progressive  decline  in  trade  the  trader 
must  be  a  sufferer. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  denied  that  he 
had  stated  that  there  was  a  progressive 
decline  in  trade. 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
had  taken  down  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man^s  words,  and  he  would  appeal  to 
to-morrow  morning's  papers  to  prove  the 
accuracy  of  his  note.  In  the  meantime, 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  denied  the 
accuracy  of  bis  quotation,  he  would  with- 
draw it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  the  articles  of  consumption  by 
the  wealthier  classes,  such  as  wine, 
were  decreasing,  and  that  seemed  to 
show  that  the  wealthy  classes  were 
getting  lesa  wealthy.  For  instance,  the 
tobacco  revenue  was  decreasing,  aa  also 
was  the  Stamp  Revenue  for  business 
atamps.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
told  them  that  there  was  no  sign  of 
diminution  in  the  power  of  the  wage- 
earning  class  to  buy  the  commodities  they 
needed,  and  no  sign  even  of  pinching. 
That  made  good  the  assumption  that  the 
rich  were  getting  poorer  and  the  poor 
richer.  Nevertheless,  what  did  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  do  ?  He  put  the  whole 
of  the  new  taxation  on  the  rich.  Not  only 
did  he  refrain  from  putting  a  halfpenny 
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of  new  taxes,  directly  or  indirectly, 
upon  the  poor,  but,  of  malice  prepense^ 
he  increased  the  Income  Tax  of  the  rela- 
tively rich,  not  because  he  meaut  to  keep 
it  or  wanted  it  for  revenue,  bat  in  order 
to  relieve  the  relatively  poor.  The  right 
hon.  Gentieman  might  have  put  the  Id. 
on  the  Income  Tax  in  the  usual  way, 
squaring  up  the  account  in  a  handsome, 
simple,  and  comprehensible  manner ;  but 
he  put  it  on  in  one  quarter  so  as  to  re- 
lieve the  lower  order  of  Income  Tax- 
payers. He  might  have  left  the  Income 
Tax  alone,  seeing  that  there  was  no  gain 
to  the  Exchequer  by  the  operation.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  simply  en- 
deavouring to  frame  a  popular  Budget. 
He  (Mr.  Bowles)  did  not  wish  to  see  a 
large  burden  put  upon  the  poor,  but  he 
agreed  with  the  excellent  moral  apothegm 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that — 

"A  good  system  of  taxation  was  that  the 
burden  ahonld  be  imposed  where  it  would  be 
least  felt." 

Where  it  would  be  least  felt  just  now,  ac- 
cording to  the  right  Gentleman,  would  he 
amongst  the  poorer  classes,  whilst  amongst 
the  richer  classes — who,  as  they  all  knew, 
had  fallen  away  from  the  Government — 
it  would  be  most  felt.  With  regard  to 
the  Death  Duties,  no  doubt  justice  re- 
quired that  when  a  man  became  possessed 
of  an  estate  in  fee  he  should  pay  duty  on 
the  capital  value  of  it  as  a  man  who  be- 
came the  possessor  of  a  similar  sum  in 
cash ;  but  there  was  this  difficulty,  which 
had  always  hitherto  been  recognised,  that 
in  the  case  of  £1,000  left  to  a  man,  if  the 
State  wished  to  take  £10  per  cent,  of  it, 
it  could  take  £100,  leaving  the  owner 
£900  ;  but  in  the  case  of  1,000  acres  of 
land  left  to  a  man  the  State  did  not  take 
100  acres,  but  required  him  to  raise  a 
mortgage  (which  was  a  difficult  thing 
tu  do)  and  to  pay  iu  golden  iovereigns. 
He  maintained  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  adopting  not  an  equal  treatment, 
but  a  differential  treatment  as  to  land. 
He  had  only  risen  to  show  how  little  he 
understood  the  Budget,  and  to  ask  for 
an  explanation  which  would  be  useful  to 
himself  and  to  other  hon.  Members. 

Mb.  WOLFF  (Belfast,  E.)  said,  that 

so  little  time  had  passed  since  they  heard 
the  Budget  proposals  made  that  they 
were  hardly  able  to  go  into  details  as  yet, 
or  even  to  discuss  the  principles  laid  be- 
fore them.   But  some  poinfae-had  struck 
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bim,  and  he  should  like  to  make  Bome 
remarks   on  a  few  of  them.    He  did 
not  altogether  approve  of  the  way  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  proposed 
to  pay  for  the  naval  debt.    He  did  not 
want  to  say  anything  about  the  Death 
Duties.    It  was  not  a  subject  which  con- 
cerned the  class  of  people  he  represoited 
there,  but  had  relation  to -those  who  were 
interested  in  real  property  rather  than 
those  who  represented  a  purely  business 
community.    With  regard  to  the  Income 
Tax,  although  he  naturally  objected  to 
the  extra  penny,  he  supposed  it  could 
not  be  avoided.    If  it  was  necessary  to 
increase  that  tax  it  was  satisfactory  to 
know  that  moat  of  the  money  that  would 
be  raised  would  come  hock  to  the  class 
of  people  of  small  incomes,  who  needed 
every  indulgence  that  could  be  extended 
to  them  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer.  The  working  classes  did  not  pay 
any  Income  Tax,  but  there  was  a  large 
class  of  clerks  and  professional  men,  and 
the  poorer  class  of  the  clergy,  whose  in- 
come, although  nominally  above  that  of  the 
working  man,  had  so  many  calls  upon 
it  that,  strictly  speaking,  he  believed 
they  were  actually  poorer  than  working- 
men  ;  and  anything  that  could  be  done 
to  lighten  the  burden  upon  them  was  a 
step  entirely  in  the  right  direction.  The 
next  way  in  which  the  Chancellor  ot  the 
Exchequer  proposed  to  raise  money  was 
by  increasing  the  dnty  on  spirit«  and  beer. 
The  duty  which  was  to  be  levied  on 
Irish  spirits  was  ft  matter  which  certainly 
concerned   him   as   much  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Dublin.    The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  explained  to 
them  that  the  duty  was  so  small  that  it 
could  not  touch   the   consumer.  The 
manufacture  of  whisky  was  one  of  the 
few  manufactures  that  still  flourished  in 
Ireland,  and  any  extra  taxation  would 
tend  to  interfere  with  and  diminish  the 
industry.   The  consumption  in  Ireland, 
too,  was  one  of  whisky  and  not  beer,  but 
apart  from  that  lie  considered  that  Ire- 
land already  paid  its  fair  share  of  taxa- 
tion.   It  was  certain  that  the  tax  would 
act  adversely  on  the  trade  in  Ireland. 
But  even  in  that  case,  if  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  taxation  of  tbe  kind  should 
be  imposed,  it  must  of  course  be  borne. 
Why,  if  it  was  necessary  to  raise  revenue 
by  imposing  this  fresh  tax,  why  was  it 
not  imposed  in  the  case  of  foreign  spirits 
also  ? 

Mr,  Wolf 
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The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBEKT,  Oldham)  : 
That  is  the  case.  A  Resolution  to  that 
effect  will  be  proposed. 

Mr.  WOLFF  :  I  did  not  take  it  to  be 
so  from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. 

Sifi  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Tes,  a  Resola- 
tion  will  be  proposed  for  the  imposition 
of  a  similar  tax  on  foreign  spirits. 

Mr.  WOLFF  said,  he  was  glad  to 
hear  this,  because  it  bad  seemed  to  him 
a  strange  thing  that  foreign  spirits  should 
be  exempted.  If  that  were  the  case,  no 
doubt  a  considerable  revenue  would  be 
produced,  and  possibly  the  dnty  on  Scotch 
and  Irish  whisky  might  hereafter  be 
reduced. 

Mr.  EVERSHKD  (Staffordshire, 
Burton)  said,  there  were  so  many  points 
of  the  Budget  with  which  he  sympa- 
thised that  it  was  with  considerable 
regret  that  he  had  to  offer  some  criticisms 
upon  the  provision  for  increased  taxation 
of  beer.  He  hoped,  before  this  Resolu- 
tion was  passed,  they  would  have  some 
information  as  to  whether  it  was  intended 
to  make  this  increased  tax  permanent. 
He  knew  nothing  abont  spirits,  but  he 
did  want  to  get  at  this  information  in 
reference  to  beer.  He  assumed  that  but 
for  the  considerable  expenditure  on  the 
Navy,  no  increased  tox  on  spirits  or  beer 
or  any  increase  of  the  Income  Tax  would 
have  been  necessary.  What  he  would 
like  to  hear  was  whether  they  were  to 
regard  this  tax  on  beer  as  a  temporary 
tax  for  a  year  or  as  a  permanent  mea- 
sure ?  He  should  like  an  answer  to  that 
question,  and  he  was  bound  to  say  it 
would  materially  influence  the  view  he 
should  take  upon  it.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  spoke  of  the  profite  of 
brewers  as  being  of  a  very  extraordinary 
nature,  and  indicated  that  he  could  It 
he  would  divulge  some  figures  that  would 
astonish  the  House.  He  ventured  to  say 
there  was  nothing  extraordinary  about 
the  profits  of  brewers.  It  happened  that 
the  greater  part  of  the  brewing  trade  was 
carried  on  by  Public  Companies.  Their 
operations  were  the  subject  of  annual 
balance-sheets  which  were  made  public, 
and  it  was  perfectly  well-known  that  the 
ordinary  profits  of  the  brewing  trade 
were  very  moderate.  He  did  not  know 
whether  any  of  those  gentlemen  who 
represented  more  parttcn&riy  thei  barley 
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growers  of  this  country  would  have  a 
■  word  to  say  about  this  imposition  of 
practically  2s.  a  quarter  on  barley.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might  say 
this  was  a  very  small  impost,  which 
would  not  diminish  the  price  of  barley. 
But  it  might  as  well  be  said  that  if  you 
did  away  with  beer-drinking  altogether 
you  would  notdiminisb  the  price  of  barley. 
He  thought  the  impost  was  one  which 
must  be  yery  unwelcome  to  the  barley 
growers  of  this  country.  They  were  told 
that  the  working  man  would  not  be 
hurt  by  this  tax.  He  ventured  to  tbiuk 
that  the  working  men  would  take  a  very 
different  view — namely,  that  if  there 
were  no  tax  they  would  get  more  or 
better  beer  for  their  money.  He  noticed 
with  regret  that,  while  in  this  extremely 
ingenious  Budget  spiritB  were  taxed  and  a 
considerable  increased  duty  laid  upon.beer, 
which  was  the  bevemge  of  the  poor  man, 
wine,  which  was  the  luxury  of  the  rich, 
was  left  untouched. 

Mb.  money  WIGRAM  (Essex, 
Bomiord)  said,  he  would  not  detain  the 
Committee  upon  the  particulars  of  the 
Budget  except  so  far  as  it  affected  the 
brewing  trade,  of  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  be  a  member,  because  he  was 
aware  they  would  have  an  opportunity 
later  on  of  discussing  these  questions. 
He  must  say  be  listened  with  some  ap- 
prehensioa  to  the  words  used  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Cbonoellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  He  understood  from  them 
that  the  interest  of  their  trade  was  not 
of  much  importance  to  him,  and  it  was 
therefore  with  some  sense  of  satisfaction 
that  be  found  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
when  in  want  of  help,  turning  first  of  alt 
to  their  particular  trade  to  get  out  of 
his  difficiUty.  The  trade  was  beiag  bled 
to  death  for  the  benefit  of  the  country  ; 
but  he  saw  at  least  a  short  renew^  of 
their  lease  of  life  in  the  fact  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  considered 
the  trade  to  be  of  financial  use  to  the 
country.  The  point  to  which  he  wished 
to  call  attention  was  the  proposition 
that  this  tax  of  6d.  a  barrel  should  fall 
upon  the  manufacturers.  Their  view 
was  that  the  time  had  gone  by  when  it 
was  possible  for  the  manufacturers  to 
pay  increased  taxation— which  must  in 
the  end  fall  upon  the  consumer.  When, 
in  1880,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Midlothian  repealed  what 
was  ^n  known  u  the  Malt  Tax,  but 


which  was  in  reality  a  tax  upon  barley, 
he  explained  that  although  he  was  only 
repealing  one  tax  and  imposing  an 
equivalent  tax,  he  expected  to  get  a 
small  sum  for  the  Exchequer  out  of  the 
difference  in  the  rate  of  exchange.  It 
was  pointed  out  to  him  that  the  new 
tax  would  place  upon  them  an  additional 
duty  of  no  less  than  2b.  a  quarter  over 
the  old  tax — a  duty  equivalent  to  248.  of 
the  old  Malt  Tax.  They  must  now  add  the 
3d.  a  barrel  extra  imposed  in  1889  and 
retained  in  1890,  which  made  an  addi- 
tional 3s.  to  what  was  paid  under  the  old 
Malt  Tax,  together  with  the  present 
addition  of  2s.  per  quarter — making  in 
all  58.  more  than  they  used  to  pay.  He 
contended  that  when  in  1885  Mr. 
Childers  brought  his  Budget  before  the 
House  it  was  shown  to  him  most 
clearly  that  the  100*0800  of  taxation 
already  made  bad  fallen  most  heavily 
upon  the  agnicultural  interest  of  the 
country  ;  and  they  maintained  that  if 
this  new  tax  was  imposed,  it  must  in  the 
end  fall  upon  the  producer  and  the  con- 
sumer in  the  shape  of  increased  price  or 
an  inferior  article.  He  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  take  the  view  adopted  in 
1885,  and  refuse  to  inoraase  taxation, 
which  must  eTentnally  fall  upon  the  pro- 
ducer or  consumer. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MOBTON  (Peterborough) 
said,  he  wished  to  ask  a  question  or  two 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  He  was  bound 
to  say,  with  regard  to  the  interesting 
speech  they  had  just  heard,  that  he  must 
congratulate  the  hon.  Member  on  his 
maiden  effort ;  but  he  must  point  out  that 
the  only  way  in  which  the  difficulty  could 
be  got  over  and  this  tax  got  rid  of  was  ta 
stop  drinking  beer  altogethw.  No  spirits 
or  beer  were  required  by  anyone.  There 
was  not  a  doctor  who  would  not  tell  tiiem 
that  a  man  was  better  without  it.  Still, 
if  they  wanted  to  levy  an  extra  tax  it  was 
better  to  put  it  on  the  luxuries  of  life  than 
the  necessaries.  Some  people  denied  that, 
hut  they  could  not  prove  that  spirits  and 
beer  were  a  necessity.  All  the  doctors 
would  tell  them  they  did  not  reqmre  them. 
So  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  objected 
to  this  Navy  business  altogether^  because 
undoubtedly  the  scare  was  got  up  by  the 
Conservative  Party  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  atten^n  away  from  reforms,  and 
especiallv  from  Home  Bule;*  rLauahter.'] 
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Hon.  GeDtleman  might  laugh,  but  thej 
knew  it  was  a  scare  which  had  been  tried 
before  and  which  was  too  often  tuccess- 
fol.    He  was  sorrj  that  the  GrOTerDment 
and  tlie  majority  of  the  Liberal  Party  had 
given  way  to  that  scare.    The  conae- 
quence  was,  that  they  had  uow  to  find 
this  large  sum  of  money,  and  no  doubt 
they  would  have  another  scare  next  year, 
because,  of  course,  as  a  result  of  what  we 
were  doing,  France  and  Russia  would  go 
on  building  more  ships.    Instead  of 
building  ships,  he  sbould  like  to  see  a 
Liberal  Government  proposing  arbitra- 
tion with  a  view  of  settling  difficulties 
and  keeping  peace.   He  thonght  he 
might  congratulate  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  not  only  upon  the  clear  state- 
ment he  bad  made,  but  also  upon  the  fact 
that  he  bad  introduced  a  Budget  which 
went  a  fair  way  to  putting  the  Deatb 
Duties  upon  an  equitable  basis.  He 
admitted  he  should  like  to  have  seen  the 
Chancellor  go  further  in  the   way  of 
graduating  the  Income  Tax,  while  ad- 
mitting what  he  had  said  as  to  the 
difficulty  of  carrying  it  out ;  but  they 
were,  at  any  rate,  right  in  thanking  him 
for  what  he  had  done,  because  his  pro- 
posals would  relieve  those  with  small  and 
precarious  incomes  who  had  a  difficulty  in 
making  both  ends  meet.  An  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  just  now  that  the  working  man 
would  object  to  this  tax  on  beer,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Belfast  said  that  the 
working  man  did  not  pay  Income  Tax.  So 
far  as  the  calculations  of  experts  had  gone, 
they  went  to  show  conclusively  that  the 
working  man  paid  a  very  large  share  of 
the  Imperial  taxes — a  larger  share  than 
any  other  class  of  people  in  this  country. 
[Sir  W.  Hi.KCOURT  :  Hear,  hear  I]  He 
was  ^ad  to  see  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exohequer  acknowledged  that.  It 
was  wrong  to  suppose  that  working  men 
did  not  pay  Income  Tax,  or  contribute  a 
fair  share  towards  the  Imperial  taxation 
of  the  country.    With   regard   to  the 
working  man  suffering  by  the  tax  on 
beer,  it  had  been  said  that  he  would  have 
to  put  up  with  an  inferior  article.  He 
was   sorry   the   Government   had  not 
brought  in  an  Adulteration  Bill.    It  had 
been  told  huu  by  experts  that  a  good 
and  efibctire  Adulteration  Bill  would 
close  half  the  publio-hoosea   in  the 
country. 

SiE  W.  HARCOUBT  said,  that  con- 
victions for  watering  beer  could  be  had, 
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aud  the  Inland  Revenue  was  constantly 
inquiring  into  complaints  made. 

Mb.  A.  C.  MORTON  was  very  sorry 
to  say  that  the,  existing  Act  was  not 
very  effective.  It  was  a  delusion  and  a 
snare,  and  prevented  the  Local  Autho- 
rities from  making  use  of  their  own 
powers  against  adulteration.  Beer  was 
already  adulterated,  and  an  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  told  tbem  that,  in  consequence 
of  this  new  tax,  it  was  to  be  further 
adulterated. 

Mr.  EVERSHED  :  What  I  said  was, 
that  the  working  man  might  get  inferior 

Mb.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  should 
agree  with  his  boo.  Friend  if  more  water 
was  to  be  put  into  the  beer.  According 
to  hia  view,  it  would  be  all  the  better  beer 
on  that  account.  But  he  understood  that 
what  was  meant  by  inferior  beer  was 
adulterated  beer.  He  wanted  now  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
two  questions.  The  first  was  with 
reference  to  the  importation  of  methy- 
lated spirits.  He  was  told  tbat  this 
seriously  interfered  with  the  makers  of 
methybted  spirits  in  this  country,  be- 
cause they  could  get  no  drawback.  Hia 
second  question  had  reference  to  the 
assessment  of  the  Property  Tax  and 
House  Duty.  He  was  glad  to  know 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  dealt  with  one  portion  of  the  question 
— tbat  was  to  say,  he  was  going  to  make 
an  allowance  so  far  as  the  Property  Tax 
was  concerned.  Was  he  going  to  make 
an  allowance  in  regard  to  tbe  House  Duty 
also  ?  It  had  always  been  held  that  the 
gross  value  was  an  unfair  value,  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  said 
that  in  future  he  would  levy  the  charge 
upon  the  rateable  value.  If  it  was 
fair  to  niake  the  allowaace  upon  the 
Property  Tax,  it  must  be  fair  to 
make  it  also  in  regard  to  the 
House  Duty.  He  understood  his  right 
hon.  Friend  did  not  mean  to  take  it 
off  tbe  House  Duty  this  year,  and  so  they 
would  have  something  more  to  ask  for 
next  year.  So  far  as  the  Property  Tax 
was  concerned,  they  might  thank  him  for 
having  done  justice  in  that  direction. 
They  had  been  told  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  the  additional  6d.  per 
gallon  upon  spirits  would  not  make  any 
difference  to  thb  retail  buyer.  That 
might  be  correct,  but  the  retail  buyers 
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The  result  of  that  would  be  that  a 
whiskey  drinker,  fiDdiag  his  spirit 
watered,  would  have  to  buy  two  glasses 
where  he  only  bought  one  now.  No 
doubt  the  Chancellor  of  the  £xchequer 
would  profit  hy  that,  but  he  was  not  sure 
it  was  a  safe  way  to  obtain  increased 
revenue.  Od  the  whole,  he  thought  they 
might  congratalate  the  Goreniment  upon 
vlut  wonU  undoubtedly  be  a  popuhu* 
Budget,  and  one  which  was  fair  towards 
all  classes  in  the  conntry.  It  might  take 
some  trouble  to  get  it  through  the  Hoose, 
but  the  Government  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  might  rely  upon  being 
backed  up  outside  the  House. 

Me.  USBORNE  (Essex,  Chelmsford) 
said,  with  reference  to  the  adulteration  of 
beer  spoken  of  so  much  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  he 
must  mr  he  did  uot  believe  in  it.  The 
hon.  Grentleman  who  had  spoken  of 
inferior  beer  did  not  mean  that  it  was 
adulterated,  but  that  more  water  was 
likely  to  find  its  way  into  it.  He  (Mr. 
Usbome)  affirmed  that  tbis  duty  was  the 
old  Malt  Duty,  and  would  be  more  dis- 
advantageous to  the  English  farmer  than 
the  former  duty.  It  was  a  tax  upon 
barley  according  to  yield.  The  alteration 
which  was  made  some  time  since  was  a 
serious  blow  to  the  English  fanner.  What 
he  wanted  to  press  upon  the  House  was, 
that  diifl  was  not  a  duty  of  68,  8d.  per 
barrel  on  beer,  but  a  tax  of  6s.  3d.  on  each 
two  bushels  of  barley  yielded.  He  spoke 
as  representing  an  agricultural  constitu- 
ency, and  asked  the  Chancellor  to  do  what 
he  could  to  help  the  farmer.  He  could  uot 
ask  the  Government  to  do  much  to  relieve 
the  grievances  of  the  farmers,  because  be 
believed  himself  that  protection  was  a 
political  impossibility  and  bimetallism  an 
absolute  one.  At  the  same  time,  while 
he  could  not  seek  for  help  in  this  direc- 
tion, he  could,  at  all  events,  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  not  to  do  the 
farmers  more  harm  by  proposals  of  this 
kind.  He  now  came  to  the  point  who 
was  to  pay  the  tax.  It  had  always  been 
held  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that 
the  consumer  paid,  but  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer now  said,  "  I  have  raised  the 
tax  so  slightly  that  it  will  not  he  felt  on 
the  glass  of  beer."  He  (Mr.  Usbome) 
felt  that  that  was  the  case.  Competition 
compelled  the  brewers  to  use  the  pnmp 
as  little  as  possible,  bat,  uDdoubtedly,  if 
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the  brewers  were  to  make  the  profits  they 
had  made  in  times  gone  by,  something 
would  have  to  be  done.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  glance  at  the  balance  sheets 
of  the  Brewing  Companies  it  would  be 
found  that  the  profits  made  were  not 
very  large.  He  knew  this  was  so  in  hia 
own  ease,  and  believed  that  that  state  of 
things  was  genwal.  There  was  not  a 
lai^e  rate  of  into^st  made  on  the  capital 
sunk.  Tbey  were  told  in  some  qnartera 
that  the  more  water  put  into  the  beer  the 
better  ;  but  the  working  men  whom  he 
knew  —  hardy  agricultural  labourers- 
liked  to  have  as  much  malt  as  they  could 
get  in  their  beer  for  the  money.  The  per- 
son who  would  suflTer  most  by  even  the 
slight  additional  tax  was,  in  his  opinion, 
the  farmer.  At  the  present  momeot  the 
tax  of  6s.  3d.  per  barrel,  or  per  two 
bushels  of  barley,  was  equal  to  the  value 
of  the  barley  growing  tn  the  field.  It 
was  a  tax  of  100  per  cent,  ou  the  pro- 
dnct,  and,  at  any  rate,  so  far  as  his 
constituents  were  concerned,  barley  was 
the  only  crop  left  out  of  which  the 
farmers  could  make  a  decent  profit. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  did  not  pro- 
fess to  be  great  friends  of  the  land- 
owners or  tenant-farmers,  but  they  did 
profms  to  be  the  friends  of  the  agri- 
cultural labourers,  and  he  would 
therefore  remind  those  hon.  Members 
that  the  imposition  of  this  extra  taxa- 
UoD,  however  slight,  tending  as  it  would 
to  injure  the  trade  from  which  the 
labourers  derived  their  w^es,  wonld  tend 
to  injure  the  labourers  themselves. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  (whose  obser- 
vations  were  almost  inaudible  in  the 
Reporters^  Gallery)  was  understood  to 
say  that  he  was  glad  to  hear  a  speech 
from  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down,  who  was  so  well  acquainted  with 
the  brewing  trade.  The  hon.  Member 
spoke  not  only  as  an  agricultural  Repre- 
sentative, but  as  having  an  interest  in 
brewing.  Ever  since  he  (Sur  W,  Har- 
court)  entered  Parliament  the  Malt  Tax 
had  been  a  grievance  of  die  agricultural 
class,  and  when  that  was  repealed  the 
Beer  Tax  was  objected  to.  He  found 
tbat  the  profits  on  a  glass  of  gin,  rum,  or 
brandy  ranged  from  100  to  260  per  cent. 
Tbe  hon.  Member  repudiated  tbe  idea  of 
the  adulteration  of  )>eer,  but  he  would 
suggest  to  him  that  instead  of  watering 
his  beer  he  should  follow  the  example  <rf 
die  gentleman  on  'Change  aod  *|  water 
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Mb  Stock."  If  the  hon.  Member  snd  his 
friendB  would  water  the  profit  sad  keep 
the  beer  what  it  was,  everybody,  except, 
perhaps,  the  hon.  Member,  would  be 
pleased.  Of  course,  all  taxes  were  more 
or  less  odious,  but  under  the  cireum- 
stances  he  did  not  see  that  any  indirect 
tax  that  oould  be  suggested  was  open  to 
less  objection  than  the  one  now  proposed. 
In  the  time  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  the 
amount  of  indirect  taxation  as  compared 
with  direct  taxatiou  shocked  one's  nerves 
to  consider.  At  the  present  moment  the 
indirect  taxation  of  the  country  was 
greater  than  the  direct  taxation.  He 
admitted  tha^t  ^reat  progress  had  been 
made  in  improving  the  balance  between 
the  two — first,  under  the  auspices  of  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  and  then  under  the  auspices 
of  his  right  lion.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Midlothian  (Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone),  and 
the  tendency  bad  been  to  bring  direct 
taxation,  through  the  Income  Tax,  the 
Death  Duties,  and  other  direct  sources  of 
taxation,  more  into  play,  and  to  throw  less 
of  the  burdens  upon  the  poor.  That  had 
been  the  policy  during  the  last  50  years, 
during  which  there  had  been  an  enormous 
increase  tn  the  wealtli  and  content- 
ment of  tlie  people,  and  that  was 
the  path  which  he  invited  the 
House  to  continue  to  tread.  The 
balance  between  direct  and  indirect 
taxation  had  not  yet  been  equalised ; 
but  he  had  always  thought  it  was 
not  a  fair  thing  to  make  a  Budget  deal 
exclusively  either  with  direct  or  indirect 
taxation.  He  felt,  however,  that  when 
financial  proposals  were  made,  the  greater 
weight  onglit  to  fall  upon  direct  taxation 
and  not  upon  indirect  taxation.  As  to 
methylated  spirits,  they  were  dealt  with, 
like  other  spirits,  according  to  a  certain 
scale.  He  might  mention  that  one  of 
the  things  that  had  led  to  the  enormous 
profits  made  on  British  spirits  was  that, 
whereas  in  old  days  foreign  spirits,  which 
were  largely  used  as  the  basis  of  British 
manufactured  spirits,  cost  a  great  deal, 
during  the  present  year  raw  German 
spirit  had  been  imported  at  7b.  6d.  a 
gallon.  Hon.  Members  could  (conceive 
what  profits  were  made  by  a  manufac- 
turer whose  raw  material  could  be  ob- 
tained at  that  price. 

Mr.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  said,  he  proposed  to  refer  briefly 
to  that  portion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer's  statement  which  referred  to 
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i^ricultural  land.    It  was,  of  course,  im- 
possible for  him  to  appreciate  at  present 
the  exact  extmt  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Geotleman^s  proposals  would  operate. 
As  far,  however,  as  he  was  able  to  com- 
prehend them,  it  seemed  that  the  nltiimte 
ol^ectof  the  Chsncetlorof  the  Exchequer 
was  to  place  land  in  an  exactly  similar 
position  to  that  occupied  by  personal 
property.    It  was  only  last  Friday  that 
a  discussion  took  place  on  the  present 
deplorable  position  of  the  agricultural 
interest,   and   the  Chancellor   of  the 
Exchequer  spoke  of  it   in   the  most 
sympathetic  terms.    Yet  the  declaration 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  in 
his  Budget  speech  seemed  to  imply  that, 
so  far  from  appreciating  what  the  posi- 
tion of  the  landed  interest  really  was,  be 
had  determined  to  place  it  in  an  infinitely 
worse  position  in  the  future  than  it 
occupied  ndw.   The  right  hon.  Grcntle- 
\  man  the  Member  for  Midlothian  (Mr. 
W.  £.  Gladstone)  had  often  in  his  ^reat 
financial  speeches  referred  to  the  fact  that 
one  of  the  difficulties  under  which  the 
owners  of  land  laboured  at  present,  and 
one  for  which  they  were  in  no  degree 
themselves  responsible,  was  that  in  many 
instances  their  properties  were  charged 
with  mortgages.    Such  mortgages  had 
beeu  incurred  in  bygone  times,  not  ne- 
cessarily to  meet  the  extravi^nces  of 
the  tenants  for  life,  but  frequently  for 
providing  for  younger  children,  and  for 
other  very  proper  objects.    During  the 
last  25  years  a  tendency  had  been  shown 
by  existing  owners  to  endeavour  to  pre- 
vent the  recurrence  of  this  state  of  things 
in  the  future.    He  was  bound  to  say  rhat 
they  had  been  assisted  iu  this  endeavour 
by    the   circumstances    of   the  times, 
because  many  landed  estates  now  had 
practically  no  value  at  all,  and  therefore 
could  not  be  mortgaged.    Happily,  the 
development  of  the  system  of  life  iusur* 
ance  had  enabled  many  existing  tenants 
for  life  not  merely  to  make  provision  for 
their  young  children,  hut  also  to  relieve 
their  successors  of  the  obligations  they 
would  otherwise  have  to  incur  on  suc- 
ceeding to  the  estate.    If  he  understood 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  pro- 
posals aright,  one  practical  effect  of  them 
would  be  to  force  upon  successors  to 
landed  estates  in  the  future  the  oblige* 
tion  of  mortgaging  such  estates,  whether 
they  liked  it  or  not.    He  observed  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  i^ook 
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his  head,  and  he  was  very  glad  he  did  so, 
becADse  he    could    not  help  hoping 
that  he  had  misapprehended  the  full 
import  of  the  proposals  which  had 
been  made  to  the  Committee.    As  far, 
boverer,  aa  he  was  able  to  see,  on 
the   death    of    an   existiog  owner, 
hii  own  or  other  successor  would  be 
called  Dpoo  to  pay  a  lamp  sum  based 
apoa  the  oapitalised  value  of  the  pro- 
perty, aud  spread,  as  SucoessioD  Duty 
now  was,  over  a  period  of  four  years, 
the  ooly  difference  being  that,  whereas  at 
preseat  the  payments  held  over  were  not 
Uible  to  interest,  they  would  in  future  be 
clui^ed  with   interest.    How  was  the 
limited  owner  of  property  in  agricultural 
Und  to  get  the  money  which  the  State 
would  demand  of  him  on  succession  to 
his  property   unless   ha  raised   it  on 
mortgage  ?   The  man  who  succeeded  to 
Consols,  or  Railway  Stock,  or  other 
sanirities,  could  always  obtain  the  sum 
demanded  of  him  by  the  State,  either  by 
nllii^  a  part  at  once  or  by  raising  money 
«n  the  securities  until  the  market  was 
fiToarable.     The  man  who  succeeded  to 
agricattural  land  was,  whether  he  was  an 
owner  ia  fee  or  a  limited  owner,  in  a 
touUj  different  position,  because  in  most 
caeea  be  would  be  unable  to  sell,  and  in 
maoy  cases  would   have  the  greatest 
possible  difficulty  in  getting  anyone  to 
take  his  laud  for  nothing.  [^Ministerial 
Isttj^Ater.]  Hon.  Members  might  jeer  at 
that  remark,  but  he  was  confident  that 
thej  would  not  be  content  in  the  cases  he 
bad  iu  his  mind  to  pay  the  rates  and 
taxes,  to  provide  money  for  keeping  up 
the  farmhouses  and  cottages,  and  to  bear 
the  other  expenses,  even  if  they  got  the 
land  practically  for  uothiog.  There  were 
thousands  of  acres  of  land  which  were  at 
that  moment  out  of  cultivation,  which 
nobody  would  buy,  and  which  could  be 
put  to  uo  purpose  even  if  they  were 
Mught.   It  seemed  to  him  that  the  only 
course  that  would  be  open  to  a  man  who 
anceeeded  to  a  landed  estate  and  had  to 
meet  the  demands  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
Department  would  be  to  raise  a  mortgage, 
or,  in  other  words,  to  do  the  very  thing 
which  the  present  generation  of  land- 
owners had  been  trying  to   make  im- 
possible in  the  future.  He  would  not  now 
attempt  to  discuss  the  ownership  of  land 
on  its  merits,  although  he  thouglit  that 
there  was  a  very  good  case  to  be  made 
out  for  the  landownen.     He  was  not 


ashamed  to  confess  that  he  represented 
agricultural  owners  and  farmere  as  well 
as   agrioultnral     labourers,    and  he 
thought  that  those  who  claimed  to  repre- 
sent the  labourers  only  would  do  well  to 
remember  that  if  thoy  impoverished  tho 
owners  they  would  injure  the  labourers 
as  much  as  they  would  the  owners.  The 
burdens  that  fell  on  agricultural  land  at 
present  were  very  heavy,  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  did  a  good 
deal  to  help  them  by  increasing  the  con- 
tributions that  had  been  made  to  local 
taxation,  and  he  only  wished  that  the 
present   Chancellor   of  the  Exchequer 
had  seen  his  way  to  further  increase  the 
sum  from  £7,000,000  to  £10,000,000. 
It  would  then  have  been  felt  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  tried  to  help 
the  agricultural  interest  with  one  han<^ 
thotigh  he  had  felt  compelled  to  punish 
it  with  the  other.    He  did  not  think 
there  would  be  any  difficulty  in  showing 
that,  whether  it  were  regarded  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  taxes  or  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  rates,  agricultural 
land  bore  a  very  severely  undue  propor- 
tion of   the  burden  it  ought  to  bear. 
Although  he  fully  understood  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  made 
this  proposal  because  he  believed  that 
land  had  hitherto  enjoyed  certain  advan- 
tages with  regard  to  the  Death  Duties, 
the  result  of  the  proposal  would,  be 
believed,  be  to  place  land  in  a  still  more 
advantageous  position  than  it  had  hitherto 
occupied,  and  to  place  on  the  owners  of 
the  future  burdens  which  they  would 
have  the  greatest  possible  difficulty  in 
meeting.    If  that  were  the  result  of  the 
proposal  made  that  evening,  it  would 
have  been  a  bad  day^s  work  for  the 
country,  because  it  would  make  the  posi- 
tion of  the  agricultural  owners  harder 
than  it  was  now  and  would  throw  more 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  the  various 
classes  who  depended  upon  the  land  for 
a  livelihood.    He  raised  the  question  not 
from  any  desire  to  take  a  factious  view 
of  it,  but  simply  because  he  thought  it 
necessary  to  protest  on  behalf  of  those 
who  were  in  a  minority  in  the  country, 
but  who  had  hitherto  done  their  best 
and,  in  his  opinion,  had  nothing  to  be 
ashamed  of,  against  a  proposal  which 
appeared  likely  to  inflict  a  serious  injury 
upon  them.  ^  > 
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Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  We  on  this 
Bide  of  the  Hoase  are  always  treated  as 
if  we  were  the  natural  enemies  tA  the 
landed  interest.  I  disclaim  that  position 
on  my  own  behalf.  I  have  lived  in  the 
country  nearly  all  my  life,  and  am  quite 
as  much  interested  in  the  welfare  of  the 
landed  proprietors,  and  have  quite  as 
mnch  knowledge  of  them,  as  any  Member 
of  the  House.  I  should  be  extremely 
averse  to  doing  consciously  any  injustice 
to  a  class  for  whom  I  have  a  great  re- 
gard. Nothing  I  have  proposed  is,  in 
my  belief,  unjustly  adverse  to  their 
interests.  The  hon.  Member  said  that 
land  was  now  the  last  thing  that  any- 
body would  buy.  I  will  tell  you  what 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  going 
to  do  with  land  that  nobody  will  buy. 
He  is  not  going  to  tax  it.  Land  is  to 
be  taxed  upon  its  marketable  valne.  Any- 
body who  knows  conntrj  life  knows  very 
well  that  it  is  the  surveyor  and  the  agent 
who  tells  everybody  exactly  what  they  are 
worth.  I  put  a  question  the  other  day 
to  a  dealer  as  to  the  principle  of  valuing 
works  of  art,  and  the  answer  was  that  he 
valued  them  at  what  he  knew  he  could 
sell  them  at,  allowing  a  profit  of  10  per 
cent.  At  all  events,  that  is  not  an  unfair 
way.  It  is  not  the  practice  of  the  Inland 
Revenue  Department  to  take  the  extreme 
pound  of  flesh.  If  land  has  fallen  in 
value  and  it  is  worth  nothing,  it  will  pay 
nothing.  The  question  is  as  to  the 
actual  market  value  at  the  time  the  land 
is  sold.  It  is  the  great  ground  rent  pro- 
perty which  will  be  touched  by  the  Go- 
vernment proposal. 

Mk.  GOSCHEN  said,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  not  answered  the 
point  raised  by  his  hon.  Friend,  The 
real  fact  was  that  the  duties  were  to  be 
increased,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
intended  to  get  a  certain  number  of  addi- 
tional millions  from  that  increase ;  and 
those  additional  millions  must  be  paid  by 
the  landowners,  who  said  that  they  would 
have  to  raise  the  money  either  by  mort- 
gage or  by  insurance. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  uses  the  word  "  land- 
owners." If  he  substitutes  the  words 
"real  estate,"  I  will  agree  with  him. 

Mr.  GOSOHEX  said,  then  the  right 
hoQ.  Gentleman  did  not  expect  to  get 
more  out  of  the  landowners.  But  he 
could  not  escape  from  the  proposition 
that  if  the  rales  were  increased  the  land- 


owner would  have  to  make  more  pro- 
vision by  insurance  than  he  made  now. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
appreciate  the  very  small  margin  that 
there  was  for  this  provision  among  land- 
owners vrho  were  supposed  to  be  wealthy 
because  nominally  uieir  rent  roll  was 
high.  On  many  estates  the  charges  were 
large  and  the  outgoings  great,  and  the 
provision  to  be  made  for  those  large 
sums  would  be  very  much  increased.  It 
was  because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  appreciate  the  point  of  his 
hon.  Friend  that  he  had  intervened. 

•Mr.  A.  P.  ALLSOPP  (Taunton)  asked 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  what 
basis  he  estimated  that  the  extra  cbai^ 
of  6d.  a  barrel  on  beer  would  prodnce 
£580  000  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that  in 
that  matter  he  relied  upon  the  authori- 
ties, who  informed  him  that  that  was  the 
sum  which  the  duty  would  yield.  It 
was  taken  upon  an  assumption  of  the 
diminished  consumption,  owing  to  the 
increase  in  the  duty,  which  he  was  not 
at  all  sure  would  take  place. 

•Mr.  a.  p.  ALLSOPP  said  that,  as  far 
as  he  could  make  out,  7]^.  a  barreliwoold 
produce  £1,000,000,  and  that  he  could 
not  see  why,  if  it  was  only  desired  to 
raise  an  additional  £580,000,  it  was 
necessary  to  impose  an  extra  duty  of  6d. 
per  barrel. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  would 
make  inquiiy. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) said,  he  regretted  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  should  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  increase  the 
Death  Duties  on  land,  because  he  had 
always  understood  that  it  was  diflBcutt 
to  find  the  money  to  pay  them.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  told 
them  that  a  man  could  insure  his  life  to 
pay  the  Death  Duty,  but  a  great  many 
would  not  do  so,  because  their  successors 
were  just  as  well  off*  as  they  were.  He 
understood  that  the  Death  Duties  on  laud 
were  lower  than  the  Death  Duties  oa 
personal  property  because  of  the  extra 
charges  that  had  to  be  incurred  by  the 
owners  of  laud  in  raising  the  money  to 
pay  the  duties.  He  was  very  glad  to 
hear  that  estates  which  returned  very 
little  would  have  to  pay  very  little.  As 
to  estates  valued  by  surveyors  and  others^ 
who  made  it  their  business,  beconiended 
that  if  the  Chancellor  (rf~the  Exchequer 
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valued  land  at  the  price  put  upon  it  by 
them  it  was  a  false  value ;  and  in  order  to 
raise  the  vast  sums  of  money  to  pay  the 
Death  Duties,  it  wonld  make  it  unequal 
with  personal  property.  Hon.  Members 
knew  that  the  sale  of  personal  property 
cost  very  little,  but  every  £1,000  obtained 
by  the  sale  of  hmd  cost  a  great  deal.  It 
had,  therefore,  always  been  considered  up 
to  this  time  a  very  fair  thing  that  the 
Death  Duties  upon  land  should  be  lower 
than  the  Death  Duties  upon  personal 
property.  He  would  like  to  put  this  case 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman :  For  a 
large  estate  the  sum  of  £750,000  had 
be^  offered.  He  did  not  say  that 
the  estate  was  worth  it,  but  it 
was  pecnliarly  situated,  and  a  rich  man 
was  found  to  make  the  offer.  The  owner 
ot  the  estate  had  lately  died,  and  he 
wanted  to  know  whether  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  meant  to  say  that  his 
successor  would  have  to  pay  Death  Duties 
upon  that  raiuation  ?  Was  he  prepared 
to  tax  the  land  to  such  an  enormous 
extent,  simply  because  one  man  had 
offered  this  large  sum  of  mouey  for 
an  estate  which  was  not  intrinsically 
worth  it  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  the  hon. 
Member  could  not  expect  him  to  say 
what  he  would  get  out  of  the  Death 
Duties  for  an  estate  which  had  just  fallen 
into  Chancery.  Several  gentlemen  had 
got  up  and  made  complaints  of  his  con- 
duct towards  the  agricultural  interest,  but 
he  had  arrived  at  an  age  when  no  man 
expected  gratitude.  Experience  of  life 
showed  that  it  was  a  quality  not  to  be 
found  on  the  terrestrial  globe.  One 
country  gentleman  after  another  had  got 
up  in  that  House,  and  not  one  of  them 
had  made  any  acknowledgment  of  the 
abatement  he  had  proposed  nuder 
Schedule  A  of  the  £800,000  given  to 
real  estate  out  of  Income  Tax.  The 
Government  had  been  persecuted  into 
getting  rid  of  the  Malt  Duty,  and  now 
the  repeal  of  the  Malt  Duty  was  a  great 
crime  against  agriculture.  Ho  was  going 
to  make  an  allowance  to-night  under 
Schedule  A,  and  to-morrow  he  would  be 
told  that  it  was  a  great  evil  to  the  landed 
interest.  He  had  done  what  be  bad  done 
not  for  the  purpose  of  gaining  support, 
bnt  thinking  that  it  was  only  a  fair  thing 
to  do.  These  were  not  eneonn^ments 
to  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
c^»erate  in  this  direction. 
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•Me.  BYRNE  (Essex,  Walthamstow) 
said,  that  as  he  understood  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  Government,  it  was  at  the 
present  moment  to  raise  more  revenue  by 
the  sale  of  beer  and  spirits.  They  did 
not  propose  to  diminish  the  consumption 
of  beer  and  spirits,  and  they  were  going 
to  increase  the  taxation,  and  to  allow  the 
Revenue  to  rely  more  and  more  upon 
what  was  commonly  known  as  the  drink 
traffic.  Was  that  action  consistent  with 
the  action  of  the  same  Government  in 
bringing  in  a  measure  of  local  option, 
which  had  for  its  object  the  diminution 
of  the  consumption  of  beer  and  spirits  ? 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  Government 
were  adopting  two  modes  of  legistation 
proceeding  on  entirely  different  principles. 
The  more  they  sought  to  raise  the  Re- 
venue by  means  of  the  drink  traffic^  with- 
out increasing  the  price  to  the  Consumer, 
the  less  title  they  bad  to  claim  to  do  that 
which  so  many  hon.  Members  opposite 
desired — the  getting  rid,  as  far  as  possible, 
of  the  drink  trade. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.)  said,  he  believed  nothing  was  clearer 
than  the  fact  that  it  was  not  the  working 
classes  of  this  country  who  were  anxious 
to  increase  the  Navy.  That  cry  had 
come  from  the  classes,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  St.  George^s, 
Hanover  Square  (Mr.  Gosohen),  was 
fairly  entitled  to  the  honour  of 
being  regarded  as  the  King  of  the 
Jingoes,  for  it  was  he  more  than  any 
other  man  in  his  position  who  had  fos- 
teretl  the  scare  about  the  Navy.  He 
listened  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
when  he  was  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  raised  the  enormous  sum 
necessary  for  the  increase  of  our  Navy, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  said 
that  it  would  be  necessary  in  the  near 
future  to  contemplate  a  further  increase. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  now 
obliged  to  admit  that  the  charges  imposed 
on  that  occasion  were  insufficient — [Mr. 
GoscHEN  indicated  dissent] — and  to  that 
extent,  therefore,  it  was  an  nnstatesman- 
like  proceeding,  and  it  had  left  to  the 
present  Government  the  task  of  not  only 
meeting  the  present  severe  demand,  but 
of  paying' off  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
debt.  -  They  would  hear  a  great  deal  more 
probably,  both  here  and  elsewhOTC,  upon 
this  question,  for  there  was  no  possibility 
of  our  increasing  onr  Navy  without 
stimulating  other  nations 
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vof^  increase.  He  hoped  the  GrOTernment 
would  soon  make  some  effort,  bj  w&y  of 
appeal  to  the  Governments  of  £urope,  to 
i^eck  the  stupendous  folly  which  was 
hurrying  the  nations  to  a  catastrophe 
which  no  human  being  coald  contemplate 
without  horror  and  dismay.  He  thought 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
deserving  of  the  highest  praise  on  the 
part  of  the  masses  of  the  country  for  the 
courageous  way  in  which  he  had  dealt 
with  the  quesUoD  of  taxation.  They 
were  now  engaged  in  the  righteous 
crusade  of  undoing  the  wrongs  of  the 
past,  and  his  right  hon.  Frieud  bad 
not  reached  the  limit  of  the  change 
which  be  had  introduced  for  properly 
adjusting  tbe  burdens  of  taxation. 
He  would  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
what  sort  of  figures  they  presented 
to-day  ?  They  had  urged  on  the  Chan- 
cellor of  tbe  Exchequer  an  inorease  in 
the  Navy,  and  directly  it  was  sought  to 
make  provision  for  such  increase  they 
appeal«l  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
exceptional  treatmeut.  He  bad  been  in 
tbe  ifouse  for  a  quarter  of  a  century,  and 
whenever  during  that  period  an  increase 
of  taxation  was  made  be  bad  beard  tbe 
same  appeal  from  bou.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  ou  behalf  of  tbe 
agricultural  classes.  Tbe  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool  asked  for  some  abatement 
for  the  owners  of  large  landed  properties, 
because  they  would  bave  a  difficulty  iu 
raising  taxation.  But  he  (Mr.  IlHng- 
worth)  came  from  a  part  of  the  country 
where  there  were  large  properties  which 
were  not  landed — large  industrial  under- 
takings, and  many  of  these  were  heavily 
mortgaged.  Well,  tbe  proprietors  of  these 
undertakings  did  not  plead  for  exceptional 
treatment.  The  plea  came  from  tbe  idle 
class,  and  from  those  who  had  done 
nothing  to  earn  their  properties,  but  had 
had  tbem  left  to  them.  They  it  was  who 
asked  to  be  relieved  at  the  expense  of  the 
industrial  classes.  He  ventured  to  think, 
however,  that  this  onslaught  on  tbe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  be 
entu^y  unsnccessfnl,  aud  he  wished  to 
warn  the  Representatives  of  the  landed 
classes  that  tbey  were  not\  going  to 
strengthen  their  position  in  the  country 
by  putting  forward  such  pleas  a^  tbey 


had  advanced  to-night.  He  thought 
task  of  bis  right  hon.  Friend  tbe  01 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  he  eas^ 
respect toincreasiDgtheBeer Duty.  Xf 

Mr.  lilingwortk 


tbe 


was  no  class  which  had  bad  such  a  return 
for  the  capital  employed  and,  in  the  midst 
of  the  prevailing  depression,  bad  been 
accumulating  so  much  money  as  the 
brewers,  who  had  been  employing  a  power 
for  mischief  in  this  country  that  ought  to 
be  checked. 

SiE  M.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  :  I  have  listened  with  interest  to  the 
specimen  of  old  Radicalism  which  we 
have  just  heard.  The  hon.  Member  with 
perfect  conaiBtenoy  objects  to  the  Increase 
in  the  expenditure  on  the  Navy  proposed 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  Well, 
why  did  not  be  and  others  who  agree 
with  bim  express  their  sentiments  the 
other  night  ?  He  attributes  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  tbe  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  the  responsibility  for  the  large 
increase  of  expenditure  ou  the  Navy. 
Sir,  we  accept  that  responsibility 
illingly,  for  we  believe  that  tbe  con- 
stituencies of  the  country,  including  that 
of  the  hon.  Member  himself,  approve  oar 
action.  But  the  Grovernment  have  dis- 
tinctly denied  that  we  have  any  responsi- 
bility in  tbe  matter.  They  have  taken 
the  responsibility  on  their  own  shoulders 
of  their  own  will,  and  without  any 
pressure  from  us.  [  Cries  of  "  Ob  !  "3 
That  is  what  tho  Government  themselves 
say,  and  do  not  hon.  Members  opposite 
believe  their  own  Leaders  ?  They  insist 
that  this  increase  of  tbe  Navy  is  made 
absolutely  oo  their  own  motion,  and  that 
we  bave  had  absolutely  nothing  to  do 
with  it.  But  I  do  not  care  to  question 
from  which  side  of  the  House  this  pro- 
posal for  an  increase  of  expenditure 
comes  ;  it  is  necessary,  and  tbe  Oppo- 
sition, whether  tbey  are  responsible  for 
it  or  not,  are  ready  to  support  tbe  Govern- 
ment in  the  course  they  have  taken. 
While  tbe  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  goes 
on — aa  be  has  done  for  years  in  this 
House — comparing  the  burdens  of  the 
landlords  with  the  .  burdens  of  other 
classes  of  the  country,  I  confess  I  can- 
not help  thinking  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  talking  of  a  matter  he  dotra  not 
quite  understand.  I  could  not  wish  any- 
thing worse  for  the  hon.  Member  than 
that  he  should  be  a  landlord  with  pro- 
perty in  tbe  South  of  England  at  the 
present  moment.  Sir,  I  should  like  to 
make  a  few  observations  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  that  part  of  the  Budget  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  just  proposed, 
which  especially  bears  ott~.this  su^ect. 
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The  GfaaDcellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
found  fault  with  the  Opposition  for  not 
acknowledging  the  boou  which  he  has 
oonferred  upon  owners  of  land  and  real 
property  by  aUowiug  deductions  in  cal- 
eokiting  the  Income  Tax  nnder  Schedule 
A  from  the  net  inataad  of  the  gross 
value.  I  should  be  very  sorry  not  to 
acknowledge  that  that  is  a  boon,  and  I 
feel  sure  that  hon.  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  Honse  who  represent  agricultural 
constituencies  will  take  the  same  view  of 
it.  But  I  wonld  remind  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  in  the  deductions  which 
he  has  proposed  of  10  per  cent,  in  the 
case  of  farms  and  16  2-3  per  cent,  in  that 
of  houses  he  has  not  quite  met  the 
necessities  of  the  case.  Many  years  ago 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Memlwr 
for  Midlothian  stated  that  in  his  opinion 
a  7d.  Inoome  Tax  upon  Schedule  A  was 
practically  equal  to  a  9d.  Income  Tax  on 
aeeoont  of  tbe  extra  burdens.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  deduc- 
tions that  would  be  equivalent  to  that 
amount,  I  think  we  might  have  felt 
obliged  to  him,  hut  he  has  &llen  much 
short  of  this. 

SiE  W.  HARCOUKT  :  We  can  with- 
draw the  proposal. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  1  do  not 
think  he  will  withdraw  it,  because  his 
Budget  would  be  so  unfair  if  he  did  not 
give  this  slight  boon.  I  would  ask  him 
not  merely  to  look  at  the  authorities  he 
quoted  tn  his  Budget,  but  also  to  huve 
regard  to  the  inquiry  of  the  Select 
Committee— of  which  I  was  a  Member — 
which  was  presided  over  by  Mr.  Ward 
Hunt,  in  1867,  on  tbe  Valuation  Bill, 
which  was  proposed  by  tbe  Government 
of  that  day.  I  think  he  will  find  that 
the  Committee  arrived  at  a  practically 
unaoimouB  conclusion  as  to  thedeductions 
that  might  be  made  throughont  the 
country  in  calculating  the  net  value  of  the 
rateable  property  from  the  gross  value 
for  purposes  of  rates,  and  if  he  would 
adopt  the  conclusion  at  which  tbe  Com- 
mltteearrived  I  think  it  would  beverymuch 
fairer  to  real  property  than  what  be  has 
proposed.  But,  Sir,  after  all,  what  has  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  ?  It  is 
not  a  boou  to  the  landowner.  It  is  a 
small  matter  so  far  as  the  landowners  are 
concerned  as  compared  with  the  owners 
of  house  property.  I  do  not  think  that 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sug- 
gested across  the  Table  that  he  would 


possibly  withdraw  this,  that  he  really 
bad  considered  the  full  application  of  his 
proposal.    I  am  sorry  that  in  dealing 
with  the  Death  Duties  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  seen  his  way  to  make 
a  clean  sweep  and  to  deal  with  the 
matter  as  a  whole.   I  find  there  are  6ve 
Death  Duties — the  Probate  Duty,  the 
Account  Duty,  the  Legacy  Duty,  the 
Succession  Duty,  and  the  Estate  Duty 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
St.  George's,  Hanover  Square.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  practically 
nothing  but  fuse  the  Probate  and  Estate 
Duties.    The  Account   Duty,  after  all, 
is  merely  a  guard  to  the  Probate  Duty, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  well  knows. 
It  is  to  prevent  the  evasion  of  it.  It 
produces  practically  nothing  to  the 
venue  of  the  country.     In  any  way  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  may  propose  to 
carry  out  that  part  of  his  Budget  there 
must  be  some  small  guard  to  the  new 
Estate  Duty  which  he  proposes  to  enact. 
Previous  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer 
In  dealing  with  this  duty  have  invariably 
found  that  the  produce  of  those  duties 
has  been  less  than  their  estimate.  The 
right  hon.   Gentleman  calculated  that 
in  the  6rBt  year,  assuming  the  Bill  be- 
comes law  on  June  1 — which  is  very  un- 
likely—the duty  will  produce  £1,000,000. 
I  myself  do  not  believe  anything  of  the 
sort,  nor   do  I  believe  that  in  future 
years    we    shall    get    anything  like 
£.S,000,000  or  £4,000,000  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  auticipates  from  the  duty, 
because    if  the    duties    are  increased 
and    levied     in    the     way     he  pro- 
poses   they    will    he  largely  evaded. 
It  is  all  very  well  to  talk,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  talked,  about  the 
iniquity  of  anyone  leaving  property  of 
a  million  in  value.    It  may  be  right  or 
wrong — I  do  not  want  to  deal  with  that 
question.   It  is  right  from  the  point  ctf 
view  of  the  Cfasncellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
But  I  suspect  that  people  who  own 
millions  will  have  the  advice  of  skilled 
lawyers,  who  will  take  care  that  com- 
paratively little  of  their  wealth  comes 
under  the  graduated  scale  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  tbe  Exchequer.     That  is  a 
point  that  I  have  no  doubt  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  considered.    But  now  I 
want  to  put  to  him  one  or  two  points 
with  regard  to  the  difference  between 
real  and  personal  property.    Tbe  right 
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place,  in  return  for  the  boon  which  he 
gives  to  real  property,  by  caloulating  it 
QDcIer  Schednle  A,  at  its  net  rather  than 
its  gross  valne,  to  abolish  the  present 
system  under  which  real  property  is  cal- 
culated for  Saccession  Duty  at  the  life 
interest  only,  and  not  at  the  capital 
value.  To  that  I  have  only  to  say  that 
it  is  a  very  important  ehange,  the  system 
of  oalcnkhting  life  interest  only  being 
adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Midlothian  in  1853  on 
very  sonnd  and  valid  grounds,  which  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  may  find  out  if  he 
cares  to  refer  to  the  remarkable  speech 
that  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  the 
Member  for  Midlothian  delivered  in  intro- 
ducing his  Budget  in  that  year.  Tfae 
right  hon.  Gentleman  pointed  out  that  it 
was  a  matter  of  simple  fairness  to  real 
property  that  it  shook!  have  this  alU)w- 
ance  as  against  personal  property  in  cal- 
otdating  Saccession  Daty,  and  he  pro- 
posed a  SaceesflioD  Duty  on  that  basis  on 
which  it  has  remained.  I  do  not  now 
wish  to  argue  the  matter.  I  merely 
wish  to  assert  that  it  is  a  very  important 
change  as  against  real  property.  Besides 
this  great  change,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  proposes,  with  regard  to  Suc- 
cession Duty,  to  maintain  the  existing 
system  of  payment  by  instalments 
which,  for  obvious  reiisons,  is  only  fair. 
He  proposes  to  insist  upon  a  3  per  cent, 
interest  being  paid  on  these  instalments, 
which  hae  never  hitherto  been  done.  The 
right  hon.  Grentleman  goes  further,  and 
adds  the  Probate  Duty  which  real  pro- 
perty has  never  hitherto  paid.  I  will 
not  go  into  the  details  or  merits  of  these 
questions  now.  What  I  would  say  is  : 
The  right  hon.  Grentleman  intends  as  he 
says — and  I  believe  he  intends  it — to 
tax  real  and  personal  property  equally 
to  the  Death  Duties,  and  he  proposes 
to  tax  them  both  to  this  new  Estate 
Duty  on  their  fair  market  value.  Now, 
it  is  vety  easy,  as  a  rule,  to  aseertain 
the  fair  market  value  of  personal  pro- 
perty, for  the  prices  of  railway  shares, 
bank  shares,  brewery  shares,  and  so  on 
are  quoted,  but  when  we  come  to  land  it 
is  a  different  matter.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  followed  the  common  prac- 
tice of  the  House  when  generalising  with 
regard  to  land.  He  said  that  freehold 
property  was  constantly  increasing  in 
value,  but  whilst  that  may  be  the  case 
in  the  towns  and  the  neighbourhood  of 
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towns,  in  many  parts  of  the  rural  dis- 
tricts the  value  of  land  has  greatly  de- 
preciated. Now,  what  is  the  basis  ou 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
poses to  estimate  this  new  Death  Duty  ? 
He  proposes  to  estimate  it  on  the  fair 
market  value  of  the  property.  How  are 
you  to  find  out  the  fair  market  value  of 
agrioultural  land  ?  I  know  estate  after 
estate  in  the  South  of  England  which 
have  no  present  market  value  at  all,  and 
which  are  unsaleable. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  They  will 
pay  nothing. 

Sib  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  WiU  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  put  a  clause  into 
his  Bill  to  provide  that  under  such  cir- 
cumstances they  shall  pay  nothing.  I 
wish  '\t  had  been  possible  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  put  before  the  Com- 
mittee the  precise  proposals  he  intends  to 
make.  I  do  not  blame  him  lor  not  doing 
it.  He  says  Uie  proposals  will  be  em- 
bodied in  the  Bill,  but  we  shall  have  to 
discuss  these  matters  before  we  come  to 
the  Bill.  We  shall  have  to  diacnss 
them  on  the  Resolution,  and  I  would 
suggest  to  the  Government  that  in 
common  fairness  to  their  proposal  we 
ought  to  have  placed  before  us  in  the 
shape  of  a  Paper  that  could  be  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  the  precise  pro- 
posals they  intend  to  embody  in  the  Bill, 
the  effect  of  these  proposals,  and  the  way 
in  which  they  will  he  interpreted  by  the 
officers  of  the  Inland  Revenue  in  calcu- 
lating the  fair  market  value.  I  would 
go  further.  Assuming  that  the  market 
value  in  regard  to  estates  such  as  I  have 
suggested  is  calculated  on  a  really  fiur 
basis,  that  basis  will  be  that  they  are  un- 
saleable, and  that  at  the  present  moment 
the  outgoings  practically  come  up  to  the 
receipts  from  the  properties.  I  am 
speaking  of  what  I  know,  and  many 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  can  confirm 
what  I  say.  What  is  the  value  of  the 
succession  to  such  a  property  as  that  T 
Under  the  present  law  with  regard  to 
Succession  Duty  you  have  a  system 
under  which  all  the  necessary  outgoings 
are  deducted  before  you  arrive  at  the  net 
annual  rental,  and  then  the  net  annual 
rental  is  capitalised  in  order  to  arrive  at 
the  capital  value.  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  propose  any  system  of  the 
kind  in  connection  with  the  new  Estate 
,  Duty,  which  will  be  of  a  very  Urge 
amount  in  some  cases  ?^I  do  not  think 
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we  hare  had  any  statement  from  him  on 
that  matter  at  the  present  moment.  In 
calculating  the  value,  is  anj  allowance 
to  be  made  for  all  these  necesEarj  out- 
goings ?  There  is  something  more  than 
tbia.  I  do  not  quite  understand  whether  in 
osculating  this  new  duty  thereal  estate  is 
to  be  subject  to  the  Succession  Duty  as 
well  as  to  the  new  Estate  Duty.  Igathered 
from  the  Solicitor  General  that  in  cases  of 
lineal  descent  the  new  Estate  Duty  wilt 
cover  the  Succession  Daty,  but  where 
estates  do  not  descend  lineally  Succession 
Duty  will  be  exacted  plus  the  Estate 
Duty.  That  will  impose  an  enormous 
additional  burden  upon  estates  of  the  kind 
I  allude  to.  It  is  no  sufficient  answer  to 
say  that  these  estates  will  only  be  calcu- 
lated on  their  fair  marketable  value. 
When  yon  have  property  in  the 
country  reduced  to  such  a  point  as  I 
have  described  any  additional  burden  is 
infinitely  more  killing  thnn  it  is  on 
property  of  larger  value.  It  will  simply 
ruin  the  holders  of  that  property. 
Why  has  not  the  right  hoo.  Gentle- 
man attempted  to  deal  with  some  of 
(he  grosser  anomalies  connected  with 
the  Death  Duties  ?  Legacy  Duty,  for 
ezamplSf  is  a  matter  of  domicile ;  a 
person  domiciled  abroad  does  not  pay 
Legacy  Duty  on  personalty  in  England. 
A  foreigner  may  be  left  Consols,  railway 
shares,  and  other  personal  property  in 
this  country,  and  not  one  penny  of 
Legacy  Duty  will  he  have  to  pay,  but 
an  Englishman  domiciled  here  has  to  pay 
Legacy  Duty  on  personal  property  not 
only  in  this  country,  but  very  often 
abroad  as  well.  Kot  only  has  he  to  pay 
the  duty  here,  but  often  he  is  also  made 
to  pay  where  the  property  is  situated. 
If  the. right  hon.  Gentleman  wants  to 
deal  with  the  Death  Duties  let  him  set 
that  anomaly  right,  because  I  cannot 
conceive  anything  more  grossly  unfair  to 
the  Englishouui  as  against  the  foreigner. 
Let  me  give  another  instance.  There  is 
what  is  called  the  cumulative  Legacy 
Duty,  when  a  property  left  for  life  to 
three  persons  in  succession,  and  finally  to 
a  foorth,  has  to  pay  the  duty  four  times, 
though  it  may  pass  direct  from  the  first 
bolder  to  the  last,  not  coming  into  the 
hands  of  the  second  and  third  at  all. 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  remedy 
these  iujnstiees  ?  I  cannot  suppose  that 
be  intends  to  continae  such  an  nn&ir 
«yBt«D  in  regard  to  his  new  Estate  Duty. 


I  regret  to  have  detained  the  Committee 
so  long,  but  I  was  anxious  to  say  a  few 
words  on  this  important  subject,  and 
while  I  thank  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  for  the  boon  he  has  conferred 
upon  possessors  of  real  property 
by  the  alteration  under  Schedule 
A  of  the  Income  Tax,  I  mnst 
say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  made  too  much  of  that  boon  if  he 
puts  against  it  the  enortnons  increase 
with  regard  to  the  Death  Duties.  In  my 
opinion,  that  increase  of  the  Death 
Duties  ought  not  to  be  made.  In  the 
circumstances  of  the  moment  it  will 
be  grossly  unfair  upon  the  owners  of 
agricultiim  land.  Let  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  if  he  thinks  right,  invent 
means  of  taxing  the  increased  value  of 
landed  property  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  towns.  In  an  endeavour  of  that 
kind  I  will  support  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  readily  as  anyone, 
because  I  think  it  would  be  fair. 
I  know  there  is  a  great  deal  of  the  value 
of  land  in  towns  which  at  present 
escapes  taxation  of  every  sort,  andil  think 
if  it  be  possible— [  know  it  would  be  ad- 
ministratively very  difficult — it  would  be 
desirable  to  remedy  that  injustice.  But 
I  do  protest  strenuously  against  the  im- 
position of  fresh  bnrdeus  upon  the  agri- 
cultural interest,  burdens  which  will  be 
felt  not  only  by  the  landowner,  but  also 
by  the  farmer  and  the  labourer.  I  say 
Her  Majesty^s  Government  have  no  right 
to  impose  it  upon  them. 

Mb.  E.  B.  HOARE  (Hampstead) 
said,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  congratulated  the  Committee  upon 
his  having  paid  ofi*  £3,000,000  of  Float- 
ing Debt.  Well,  no  one  was  more  opposed 
to  a  large  Floating  Debt  than  he  (Mr. 
Hoare)  was,  but  before  they  congratulated 
themselves  upon  having  paid  off 
£8,000,000  it  would  be  advisable  to 
inquire  how  he  had  done  it. 

Sib  W.  HABCOUBT:  I  transferred 
it  to  the  National  Debt  Commissioners. 

Mb.  BRODIE  hoare  said,  that 
was  exactly  his  point.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  transferred  it  to  the 
Kational  Debt  Commissioners.  He  had 
paid  off  money  borrowed  for  a  year  at 
1}  per  cent.,  and  he  had  taken  it  from 
the  Commissioners  at  three  days'  notice 
at  24.  This  was  a  proceeding  which  was 
neither  lucrative  nor  safe.  If  the  right 
hon,  G^tleman  bad  to 
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abore  the  market  rate  at  three  days* 
notice  he  ought  to  make  some  provisioa 
for  paying  it  off. 

Sib  W.  HARCOUET  :  I  think  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ought  to 
hare  as  little  as  possible  to  do  with  the 
Money  Market.  I  know  it  has  been  a 
tradition  that  be  ought  to  go  there  with 
a  view  of  getting  money  a  little  cheaper 
than  he  can  get  it  from  the  National 
Debt  Commissioners.  I  oonstaotly  see 
arUoles  saying  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  ought  to  support  the  Money 
Market,  and  that  he  ought  or  ought  not 
to  pay  off  Treasury  bills.  I  hold  that 
tha  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ought 
to  have  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  the 
Money  Market;  it  is  not  his  business 
either  to  8app(»*t  or  to  depress  the 
market ;  it  is  bis  business  to  look 
to  the  finances  of  the  country.  In  my 
opinion,  the  existence  of  a  large  floating 
debt,  in  connection  with  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  goes  into 
the  market,  is  not  a  good  system.  I  do 
not  wish  to  abolish  Treasury  bills  alto- 
gether ;  they  may  be  useful,  and  I  like 
to  keep  a  small  quantity  of  them  ;  but 
as  regards  a^Floating  Debt  generally,  an 
Unfunded  Debt,  it  is  an  eril  which  ought 
to  be  got  rid  of.  Two  years  ago  it  was 
£36,000,000;  to-day  it  is  £11,000,000. 
I  do  not  cousider  it  the  business  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  go  into 
the  market ;  he  ought  as  far  as  possible 
to  be  independent  (tf  Ike  market ;  and 
the  market  ought  not  to  look  to  him  for 
any  action  which  should  aCEect  their  pro- 
ceedings. The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer holds  a  political  and  statesman- 
like positiou,  and  ought  not  to  be  an  agent 
or  operator  in  the  Money  Market  at  all. 

Sir  M.  STEWART  (Kirkcudbright) 
said,  he  wished  to  emphasise  the  suggeetioo 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
should  issue  a  Paper  showing  the  inten- 
tions of  the  GrOTomment  with  regard  to 
property  valuation,  and  would  further 
suggest  that  he  should  issue  rules  to  guide 
Tfuuators  in  asottteining  the  true  value 
of  poperty.  It  was  absolntaly  im- 
possible at  this  time  <^  day  to  say  what 
property  was  really  worth.  He  ventured 
to  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
a  valuation  roll  or  a  rent  roll  was  often  no 
indication  of  value,  as  the  expenses  of 
keeping  up  an  estate  varied  from  12  to 
20  per  cent,  of  the  nominal  income.  He 
thought,  therefore,  ^at  some  guidance 

Jfr«  Brodie  Svare 


should  be  given  to  the  valuer ;  otherwise 
the  owners  of  some  mortgaged  estates 
would  have  absolutely  to  pay  more  in 
Death  Duties  than  the  property  was 
actually  worth. 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  ;  I  would  appeal 
to  the  Committee  to  allow  the  Resolutions 
to  be  taken  at  once,  in  order  that  the  rest 
of  the  evening  may  be  devoted  to  the 
Mutiny  Bill. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN.  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  whether  he  wilt  circulate 
a  statement  explaining  in  detail  his  pro- 
posals affecting  tho  Death  Duties  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  will  con- 
sider the  suggestion,  and  let  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  kuow  subsequently. 
.  Mh.  GOSCHEN  :  On  what  day  wiU 
the  discussion  on  the  Besolntions  be  re- 
sumed? 

Mr.  BRODIE  ho  are  wished  to  say 
that  he  entirely  agreed  with  the  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  he  ought  to 
be  independent  of  the  Money  Market, 
hut,  being  a  creditor  for  £126,000,000  at 
three  days*  notice,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  not  be  independent  of  the 
Money  Market  unless  he  made  provision 
for  paying  it  off. 

Sib  W.  HARCOUBT  :  I  propose  to 
take  the  discussion  on  the  Resolutions 
one  day  next  week  ;  I  cannot  say  which 
at  present. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  I  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleinau  that 
when  Mr.  Cbitders  proposed  a  much 
smaller  alteration  in  the  Death  Duties  in 
1085  he  circulated  a  statement  on  the 
subject.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  made 
this  evemi^  as  full  and  complete  a  state- 
m&xt  as  could  be  made,  but  there  are  in- 
numerable points  which  it  was  abso- 
lutely impossible  to  include,  and  therefore, 
before  the  present  discussion  is  resumed, 
it  is  highly  important  that  a  similar  state- 
ment to  that  issued  in  1885  should  be  in 
the  hands  of  Members. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  All  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Goverument  on  the  subject 
will  be  found  in  our  BUI,  and  any  state- 
ment short  of  the  Bill  will  be  incomplete. 
But  so  tut  as  we  can  lay  a  statement  on 
the  Table  we  will  do  so. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  discussion  would 
be  resumed  some  day  next  week.  Surely 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  desire  that 
there  shall  be  adequat&>time  given  to 
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adequately  consider  the  eamrmoua  interests 
involved. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Tea. 

1.  Resolved,  That  the  I>utie8  of  CaBtoma  now 
chai^eable  npoa  tea  shall  cootinae  to  be  levied 
and  charged  on  and  after  the  first  day  of 
Augnst,  one  thooaand  eight  hundred  and  ninety- 
four,  on  til  the  first  day  of  Angost,  one  thooaand 
^ht  hundred  and  nioe^-ftv^  on  the  importa- 
tion thereof  into  Great  Britain  or  Irelana  (that 
is  to  say) : 

Tea  .  .  the  pound  .  Pour  Pence. — 
(Tke  Chancellor  of  the  Saiehegtuir.') 

Customs  Duty  on  Beer. 

2.  BsJiolved,  That  in  lien  of  the  Duty  of  Cus- 
toma  now  payable  on  Beer  of  the  descriptiona 
called  or  aimilar  to  Mum,  Spruce,  Black  Beer, 
or  Berlin  White  Beer,  there  shall  be  charged 
and  paid  the  Duties  f(dlowing  (that  is  to 
Bay):— 

£  a.  d. 

For  every  thir^-alz  gaUfms  (tf 
Beer^ 

Where  the  worts  thereof  are  or 
were  before  fermentation  of 
a  specific  gravity — 
Not  exceeding  one  thousand  two 

huiKlred  and  fifteen  degrees   18  0 
EzceedfoK  <Hie  thonsand  two 
hundred  and  fifteen  degrees  1  12  10 
And,  in  additition  to  the  Doty  of 
Customs  now  payable  on  every 
other  description  of  Beer  there 
■hall  be  chai^^  and  paid — 
For  every  tiiirty-aiz  gallons 
where  the  worts  Umeof  were 
before  fermentation  of  * 
specific  gravity  of  one  thou- 
sand and  flf^-flve  degrees  0  0  6 
And  so  in  proportion  for  any  diflsrence  in 
gravity.  —  {The  Chancdlor  of  tho  He- 
ehequer.') 

Excise  Da^  on  Beer. 

3.  Hetolved,  That  in  addition  to  the  Duty  of 
Excise  now  payable  in  respect  of  Beer  brewed 
in  ibe  United  Kingdom  there  shall  be  charged 
and  paid— 

For  every  thirty-six  gallons  of  worts  of  a 
niedfic  gravity  of  one  thousand  and  fifty- 
five  degrees  the  Duty  of  Biz  Fence, 
And  so  in  propcntlon  for  any  difference  In 
quantity  or  gravity.— (2%0  ChaneOler  tf  the 

CustuDS  Duty  <ni  Spirits. 

4.  BMolved,  That,  in  addition  to  the  Duties 
of  Cuatoms  now  payable  on  Spirits,  there  shall 
be  diuged  and  pud  the  Duties  following  (that 
is  to  say)  :— 


For  every  gallon  oompated  at  pnxtf 
of  Bwrits  of  any  description  ex- 
cept rertumed  ^irita  .  . 
F«r  every  gallon  of  Perfumed  Spirits 
Vor  every  gallon  of  Liqueurs,  Oor- 
diala,  miztorea,  and  other  prepara- 
tiona  entered  in  auch  a  manner  as 
to  indicate  that  the  strength  is  not 
tobetested  


£  B.  d. 


0  0  8 


And  the  Duties  of  Customs  on  the  articles  here- 
inafter mentioned,  being  articles  of  whi<^ 
Spirits  are  a  part  or  ingredient^  shall  be  pro-  ' 
portionately  increased,  and  shall   be  as 
follows  : —  £   a.  d. 

Chloral  Hydrate.  the  pound  0  14 
Chloroform  .  the  pound  0  3  3 
Collodion  .  .  the  gallon  1  6  S 
Ether  Acetic  .  the  pound  0  1  11 
Ether  Butyric  .  the  gallon  0  16  5 
Ether  Sulphuric .  the  gallon  17  5 
Ethyl,  Iodide  of.  the  gallon  0  14  3 
—C3^  ChanceUor  of  the  Exahequer.^ 

Excise  Duty  on  Spitits. 
6.  Resolved,  That  In  addition  to  the  Duty  of 
Excise  now  payable  for  every  gallon  computed 
at  proof  of  Spirits  distilled  in  the  United  King- 
dom there  shall  be  charged  and  paid  the  Duty 
of  Six  Pence,  and  so  in  proportion  for  any  less 
quantity.— (3^«  Ckanfellor  of  the  Exchequer.") 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ; 
Comuiittee  to  sit  again  upon  Wednes- 
day. 

ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL.— (No.  16.) 
COMKITTXE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  agreed  to. 
Clause  2. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  moved, 
after  the  word  "shall,"  in  line  28,  to 
insert — 

"  Sol^ect  to  the  ^ipcdnbnent  of  a  Judge 
Advocate  0«ieial  resptmsibleto  FarUameat." 

The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
secure  the  appointment  of  a  Judge 
Advocate  General,  who  should  be 
responsible  to  Parliament,  and  whose  duty 
it  should  be  to  go  carefullj  through  all 
the  proceedings  of  Courts  Martial  held 
under  the  Bill.  The  powers  over  soldiers 
given  by  the  Bill  were  very  exteustve  ; 
and  it  was  most  necessary  that  there 
should  be  a  Judge  Advocate  General, 
sitting  in  Parliament,  to  see  that  these 
powers  were  not  abused.  Hitherto  the 
Govemment  of  the  day  had  appointed  as 
Judge  Advocate  General  one  of  their  own 
Ministers,  who  sat  in  the  House,  who 
was  responsible  to  Parliament,  and  in 
whose  responsibility  all  the  Members  of 
the  Government  had  shared.  But  they 
bad  entirely  changed  that  system.  They 
had  uo  longer  got  a  Judge  Advocate 
General  who  sat  in  Parliament  and  was 
responsible  to  Parliament.  At  present 
the  office  was  held  by  Sir  F.  Jeune,  one 
of  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Probate,, 
who  was  appointed  by  the  Crown,  whosd 
salary  was  paid  <mtof  tfa< 
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Fuud,  and  who,  therefore,  was  not 
respouaible  to  that  House.  The  dnties 
of  the  post  if  properly  performed  were 
of  a  very  oueroiis  character.  There  were 
some  1,500  Courts  Martial  held  in  the 
«ourae  of  the  year ;  aud  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  ought  to  look  into 
«very  one  of  those  Courts  Martial  if  he 
performed  his  duty  properly.  They 
might  be  told  that  Sir  Francis  Jeune  had 
got  a  Deputy  Judge  Advocate  General ; 
but  this  matter  was  too  important  to  entrust 
to  a  deputy ,  and  the  Judge  Advocate  Gene- 
ral should  have  a  seat  iu  Parliament  and 
be  responsible  to  ParliameDt. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
23,  after  the  word  "  shall "  to  insert  the 
words  "  subject  to  the  appointment  of  a 
Judge  Advocate  General." — {Mr.  Han- 
bury.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell -Banneruan, 
Stirling,  &c.) :  I  must  complain  that 
this  Amendmeut  has  been  sprung  with- 
out notice  upon  the  Committee,  and  that, 
though  opportunity  has  been  afforded  by 
frequont  acljournments  of  the  Bill,  it  has 
not  been  placed  by  the  hon.  Member  on 
the  Paper.  But  I  am  perfectly  prepared 
to  give  the  bpn.  Gentleman  an  answer. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  desires  that  there 
should  be  a  Judge  Advocate  General 
present  in  this  House  and  responsible  to 
this  House.  The  first  condition  attachiug 
to  the  presence  of  a  Judge  Advocate 
General  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
responsible  to  it,  is  that  he  should  be  a 
paid  officer.  X  am  no  believer  in  the 
responsibility  of  an  officer  to  Parliament 
who  is  not  paid  for  the  duties  he  has  to 
discharge,  and  I  should  have  no  great 
confidence  in  the  ability  of  the  kind  of 
J  udge  Advocate  Gteneral  who  would  be 
likely  to  take  the  office  in  the  circnm- 
atances  of  receiving  no  pay.  If,  how- 
«ver,  my  memory  does  not  deceive  me, 
the  hon.  Member  was,  if  not  the  bead 
-of  the  pack,  at  all  events  a  some- 
what noisy  member  of  the  pack,  who 
ran  down  the  unfortunate  Judge 
Advocate  General  as  an  appointment. 
£Mr.  HAKBURr  dissented.]  I  may 
be  mistaken  as  to  the  hon.  Member, 
but  certainly  year  after  year  the  House 
was  told  by  certain  active  Members  that 

Mr,  Hanbury 


the  office  of  Judge  Advocate  General 
was  a  sinecure.  The  appointment  was 
examined  into  by  the  Array  Estimates 
Committee,  and  the  conclusion  which 
was  come  to,  and  which  I  think  was 
pressed  on  the  Treasury  by  that  Com- 
mittee, was  that  there  should  be  no  pay- 
ment of  the  £1,000  a  year  which  was 
then  given  to  the  Judge  Advocate 
General.  Speaking  candidly,  for  myself, 
I  have  never  taken  that  view  personally. 
I  have  always  maintained  that  there 
ought  to  be  a  Judge  Advocate  General, 
who  ought  to  be  adequately  paid,  not  on 
account  of  the  actual  amount  of  work 
performed  in  the  course  of  a  week  or  a 
year,  but  because  it  is  desirable  to  secure 
for  the  office  a  competent  person  and  a 
lawyer  of  authority.  I  would  remind  the 
Committee  that  Sir  William  Marriott 
undertook  the  duties  of  the  office  for  no- 
thing, and  BO  great  had  been  the  seal  of 
that  gentleman  that  the  whole  the 
allowances  available  for  fees  had  been 
absorbed  withiu  the  first  two  or  three 
months  of  the  year,  leaving  nothing  for 
his  successors.  Taking  into  account, 
therefore,  the  fact  that  the  Committee 
have  adopted  a  view  agaiust  the  Office, 
aud  that  the  Treasury  are  unwilling  to 
sanction  a  sufficient  salary  for  the  post, 
I  did  the  best  I  could  by  asking  Sir 
Francis  Jeune  to  undertake  the  dnties 
connected  with  the  Office,  while  at 
present  there  is  in  the  Office  of  the 
Deputy  Judge  Advocate  General  Mr. 
O^Dowd,  who  is  acquainted  with  all  the 
duties.  I  cannot  imagine  that,  short  of 
having  a  paid  official  of  high  standing 
and  authority  in  the  House,  the  position 
would  be  bettered.  As  I  said,  I  have 
always  expressed  my  personal  opinion  in 
favour  of  such  an  official,  but  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  easy  to  indace  the 
House  of  Commons  to  reverse  the 
decision  which  was  given  formerly,  and 
therefore  I  am  disposed  at  present  to 
leave  the  matter  as  it  now  stands. 

•Mr.  GIBSOX  BOWLES  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentlenun  had  conclusively 
proved  that  there  ought  to  be  a  Judg« 
Advocate  General,  and  yet  he  was  going 
to  oppose theappointment.  Whatwerethe 
reasons  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  against  the  appointment  ?  First  of 
all,  there  was  a  difficulty  about  the  salary. 
The  Army  Estimates  Committee  had 
recommended  that  there  should  be  a 
Judge    Advocate   General,   bat  that 
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iastoad  of  being  paid  bj  salary  he  should 
be  paid  bj  fees,  and  the  righc  hon.  Gen- 
tleman sheltered  himself  behind  that 
decision.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  there  was  an  able  Assistant 
•Tadge  Adrocate  Qeoeral  in  the  person  of 
Mr.  O^Dowdt  If  that  were  so—and  he 
fullj  agreed  with  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man — Mr,  O'DowJ  ought  to  be  made 
Judge  Advocate  General,  in  order  that 
he  might  have  a  proper  standing  to 
enable  htm  to  deal  with  the  Courts 
Martial.  This  was  a  most  important 
matter,  which  affected  250,030  of  Her 
Majes(y*8  subjects,  who  were  Decrasarilj 
deprirtti  of  their  civil  rights,  who  had  no 
recourse  to  the  Courts  and  no  protector 
except  a  Judge  Advocate  General,  whom 
the  Government  would  not  appoint  in 
such  a  way  as  that  he  would  be  respon- 
sible to  the  House.  His  balief  was  that 
everybody  who  had  auy  knowleJge  oE 
this  office  was  fully  alive  to  the  necessity 
of  it,  and  there  was  no  one  more  so  than 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  though 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  the 
House  not  to  agree  to  the  appaint- 
ment. 

Question  p:it,  aaJ  negativeJ. 

Mb.  HANBURT  moved,  in  line  23, 
to  leave  oat  "  April  and  insert  "  M^y." 
He  could  not  see  why  the  Act  shoald  not 
come  into  force  in  all  portions  of  Her 
Majesty*s  dominions  on  the  same  date.  It 
came  into  force  in  the  United  Kingdom 
on  the  30th  of  April ;  elsewhere  in 
Europe  on  the  3Ist  of  July,  and  else- 
where on  the  Slstof  December.  Perhaps 
these  three  different  dates  were  relics  of 
the  old  time  when  communication  was 
not  so  good  as  at  present ;  bat  now  there 
was  DO  reason  whatever  for  drawing 
such  a  distinction.  If  the  Act  come  into 
operation  on  the  same  day  it  would  avoid 
a  great  deal  of  confusion.  The  principal 
object  of  the  Amendment  was  to  get  more 
time  for  the  discussion  of  the  Bill.  When 
Parliament  year  after  year  had  to  do 
what  was  constitutionally  against  the 
law,  there  ought  to  be  very  ample  time 
for  consideration.  His  chief  reason  for 
moving  this  Amendment  was  in  order  to 
get  more  time  and  to  avoid  the  answer 
constantly  given  them,  that  the  Bill  was 
not  controversial,  or  that  there  was  not 
proper  time  to  discuss  it.  He  maintained 
that  a  Bill  like  this,  which  was  re-enacted 
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every  year,  and  which  affected  the 
liberties  of  so  many  of  Her  Majesty's 
snbjects, wu  a  oon^versial  measure,  and 
it  became  especially  so  when  the  Grovem- 
ment  introdnced  into  it  important  Amend* 
ments  affecting  the  question  of  the 
punishment  of  soldiers.  If  the  com- 
mencement of  the  operation  of  the 
measure  were  postponed  for  a  month  or 
so  then  Ministers  would  not  be  driven 
to  rush  it  through  at  these  un- 
usual hours,  when  it  was  impossible 
that  the  interests  of  the  soldiers,  which 
were  so  vitally  affected  by  this  Bill, 
could  be  properly  considered.  They  had 
no  right  to  assume  it  was  a  Bill  to  be 
hurried  Uirough  in  this  way.  The  ques- 
tions of  the  flogging  of  native  troops  iu 
India,  the  imprisonment  of  soldiers  for 
military  offences  in  civil  prisons,  and  the 
right  of  soldierd  to  have  the  evidence 
against  them  taken  on  oath,  were  all 
matters  which  ought  to  l)e  fully  discussed, 
but  which,  owing  to  the  early  date  at 
which  tbe  Bill  had  to  pass  into  law,  it 
was  impossible  for  them  ode^^uately  to 
liscuss.  These  were  the  main  reasons 
for  his  proposing  the  present  Amend- 
ment. 

Amsntlmsut  prop^seJ,  in  page  2,  line 
28,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  April,"  and 
insert  the  word  "  May." — (Afr.  Hanburg^ 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
*  April '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  B ANNEBMAN, 
in  oppDsing  the  Amendment,  a^ked  why 
was  it  that  this  BtU  was  annually  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament  ?  It  was  that 
Parliament  might  have  control  over  the 
maintenance  of  the  Standing  Army. 
The  Standing  Army  could  only  be  main- 
tained under  discipline  if  this  Bill  were 
passed.  He  well  remembered  the  dis- 
cussions that  took  place  when  the  old 
Mutiny  Bill  was  supersedeil  by  the  Army 
(Anniud)  Bill,  and  he  could  say  with 
confidence  it  was  never  contemplated 
that  every  time  Xhe  Army  (Annual)  Act 
was  introduced  there  should  be  a  general 
review  of  the  whole  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Military  Law.  Those  provisions 
were  settled  once  and  for  all.  Of  course 
they  could  be  altered  by  special  legisla- 
tion at  any  time,  but  the  Army  (Annual) 
Bill  was  intended  merely,  as  be  said,  for 
two  purposes.   In  the  first  place,  to  pro- 
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vide  for  a  disciplinary  power  over  thd 
Army  ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  to  afford 
the   Execotive  Government  an  oppor- 
tunity   of  making  any  comparatively 
Bmall  amendments  as  to  their  experience 
proved  to  be  necessary  la  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law.    The  hon.  Member  said 
that  this  was  a  conteoTerBial  measure, 
and  that  a  good  deal  of  time  was  required 
to  discuss  it.    Would  the  Committee 
believe  that  although  the  hon.  Member 
was  a  Member  of  this  House  through  the 
whole  of  the  last  Parliament,  this  Bill 
never  occupied  any  time  in  the  discus- 
sions, year  after  year,  daring  the  whole 
of  that  time  ?      He  would   not  say 
absolutely  that  there  never  was  a  single 
word  uttered  about  it,  because  on  one 
occasion  the  late  Sir  John  Pope  Hen- 
nessey did  raise  some  question  coouected 
with  the  Marines  ;  but  if  he  said  that  in 
the  course  of  the  last  Btriiament  there 
were  only  from  10  to  20  sentences 
uttered  in  the  House  on  the  subject  of 
military  discipline  and  law  he  should  be 
well  within  the  mark.    But  during  this 
Parliament  things  had  changed,  and  this 
being  a  Bill  which  it  was  necessary  the 
Government  should  get  through  in  order 
to  maintain  discipline  in  the  Army,  the 
hon.  Member  and  his  hon.  Friend  near 
him  (Mr.  Gibson  Bowles)  seized  this  as  a 
glorious  opportunity  for  occnpying  a  little 
of  the  time  of  the  Government.  The  hon. 
Member  had  protested  against  any  sudden 
action  in  the  matter,  in  order  that  oppor- 
tunity should  be  afforded  for  Amendments 
to  be  put  down.    What  was  the  result  ? 
Half-a-dozen  Amendments  coming  from 
the  hon.  Member  and  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  there  was  an  Amendment 
down  from  the  right  hou.  Gentleman's  side 
of  the  House. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  yes,  it  was  a  fortunate  circum- 
stanoe,  and  just  sufficient  to  break  the  < 
monotonj   that  a  '  single  Amendment  i 
had  been  pnt  down  from  the  Ministerial  i 
side,  bearing  upon  a  matter  not  concerned  i 
at  all  with  the  discipline  of  the  Army,  i 
The  point  the  hon.  Member  now  raised  i 
was  that,  in  order  to  give  opportunity  i 
for  the  fullest  discusaiou  of  the  whole 
system  of  military  discipline  and  law 
every  year — a  thing  certainly  not  con-  i 
ducive  to  the  best  interests  of  the  Army  1 
— that  the  Bill  should  be  postponed  ^ 

Jfr.  Campbell-Bafuterman 


i  coming  into  operation  till  the  end  of 
[  May.  Up  to  1879  there  were  a  good 
■  many  dates  in  the  different  countries  over 
which  the  British  Army  was  scattered, 
but  these  different  dates  were  ultimately 
simplified,  and  those  now  in  the  Bill 
were  adopted.  For  his  part,  he  failed  to 
see  any  reason  why  they  should'  be 
changed.  If  the  date  for  bringing  the 
measure  into  operation  were  postponed, 
as  the  hon.  Member  desired,  it  was  likely 
that  in  some  distant  parts  of  the  Empire 
there  would  be  a  danger  of  a  period  inter- 
posing itself  when  it  would  be  doubtful 
whether  the  last  or  the  new  Act  pre- 
vailed. It  should  be  borne  io  tnind  that 
some  little  time  must  elapse  before  the 
Bill  oould  arrive  in  India  and  other  pos- 
sessions far  away.  In  his  opinion,  there 
was  no  reason  why  more  time  should  be 
afforded  for  the  d^cussion  of  the  mea- 
sure. 

Mb.  BRODRICK(SuiTeT,  Gmldford) 
desired  to  say  a  word  in  reference  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  Secretary  for  War 
as  regarded  the  proceedings  on  the  Army 
(Annual)  Act  io  this  and  the  last  as  com- 
pared with  previous  Sessions.  The  secret 
of  the  Bill  having  been  so  little  discussed 
during  the  last  Parliament  was  that  no 
changes  of  any  importance  were  intro- 
duced into  it  by  the  Executive.  Last 
year,  not  only  were  several  important 
changes  introduced,  but  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  could 
hardly  have  appreciated  their  importance 
before  he  came  down  to  defend  them  in 
Committee.  The  result  was  that  they 
were  kept  up  all  night  and  many  poioto 
still  remained  unexplained,  whilst,  if  he 
recollected  aright,  the  House  of  Lords 
put  in  one  important  Amendment  which 
was  accepted  by  the  Government.  It 
could  not,  therefore,  be  said  that  the  efforts  * 
of  his  hon.  Friends  behind  him  on  that 
occasion  were  futile.  In  consequenoe 
of  the  discussions  the  Army  Act  had  been 
reprint^,  and  at  the  time  to  which  he 
referred  it  was  such  a  mass  of  Anwnd- 
ments  that  neither  the  Secretary  for  War 
nor  bis  legal  advisers  were  able  to  find 
the  points  on  which  they  based  their 
defence. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FOBSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
alluded  to  the  fact  that  Sir  John  Pope 
Hennessey  bad  raised  a  matter  under  the 
Army  (Annual)  Act.    He  remembered 
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the  instance  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  alluded,  and  a  rery  important 
question  was  raised  then,  and  a  pledge 
was  giren  to  comply  with  the  point 
nuaed.  That  pledge  the  Govemtnent 
had  not  yet  carried  out.  These  same 
pledges  had  been  repeated  to  him  within 
the  present  Parliament  

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  not  speaking  to  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  said,  he 
was  merely  referring  to  the  example 
quoted  by  the  Secretary  for  War,  because 
he  wiahcKl  to  have  some  explanation  on 
the  point.  What  he  wished  to  know 
was,  whether  hon.  Members  had  a  right 
to  discuss  importiut  points  on  this  Bill, 
or  whether  it  was  out  of  Order  to  do  ao  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  speaking  to  the  Amendment, 
which  is  to  leare  out  "April "  and  insert 
«  May." 

Mb.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  did  not 
desire  to  support  the  Amendment,  hut 
he  should  like  to  know  whether  the  re- 
marks mode  by  the  Secretary  for  War 
were  to  be  a  guide  to  him  in  this  matter 
or  not  7  He  did  not  desire  to  prolong 
the  Debate,  bat  he  should  be  glad  to  know 
if  he  should  be  going  outsic^  the  limits 
of  the  Debate  if  he  were  to  dwell  upon  an 
important  point  raised  by  the  reference  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  because  unless 
they  discussed  it  now  no  opportunity  would 
arise  hereafter.  If  he  was  out  of  Order 
in  discussing  what  had  been  said  he 
would  wait  until  some  other  Amendmeut 
came  on  upou  which  it  would  be  in 
Order  to  make  the  observations  he  in- 
tended to  make. 

Mb.  HANBUBY,  referring  to  the 
observations  of  the  Secretary  for  War, 
said  the  right  hon.  Geutleman  had 
already  been  told  by  the  Member  for 
Guildford  that  the  reason  why  these 
matters  were  discussed  in  the  last  Session 
was  because  important  Amendments  were 
introduced  which  they  were  entitled  to 
discuss.  But  whether  important  Amend- 
ments were  introduced  or  not,  a  Bill  of 
this  character  ought  not  to  be  brought  on 
for  discussion  after  12  o'clock  at  night. 

Mb.  a.  C.  MOBTON  (Peterborough) 
observed  that,  in  his  opimon,  it  was  not 
vOTy  important  whether  the  date  was 
fixed  for  the  SOth  April  or  30th  of  May. 
He  did  not  altogether  follow  the  stric- 
tures passed  on  hon.  Members  that  even- 
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ing  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
and  for  his  part  he  reserved  his  right  to 
ask  a  few  questions  when  this  Amend- 
meut was  got  rid  of. 

Question  pat,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mb.  HANBURr  said,  he  desired  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  question 
arising  on  Sub-section  (e)  of  this  same 
clause.  The  point  was  one  that  had 
often  been  brought  to  his  notice  by  many 
officers  who  had  had  long  service  in  India, 
and  referred  to  the  length  of  the  sentences 
that  were  passed  on  the  troops  serving  in 
India.  These  were  generally  similar  in 
length  to  those  passed  on  the  troops  in 
England,  which  was  unjust,  because  he 
was  told  that  one  month's  imprisonment 
in  India  was  practically  an  equivalent 
punishment  to  a  sentence  of  six  months 
in  this  country  on  account  of  the  different 
character  of  the  prisons,  the  heat  and 
climate,  aud  considerations  of  that  kind. 
He  was  informed  that  the  condition  of 
some  of  the  Indian  prisons  was  such  that 
British  troops  ought  not  to  be  im- 
prisoned in  them  under  any  circumstances. 
Imprlsoument  in  Indian  gaols  was  a  very 
serious  matter,  and  twice  or  three  times 
as  severe  as  the  punishment  of  imprison- 
ment in  English  gaols.  He  had  evidence 
before  him  that  the  rate  of  mortality  in 
Indian  prisons  ranged  from  To  to  150 
per  1,000,  and  he  certainly  did  not  think 
that  English  soldiers  should  be  subject 
to  imprisonment  in  gaols  in  which  so 
high  a  death-rate  prevailed — a  death- 
rate  unheard  of  in  English  prisons. 
He  believed  that  Indian  prisons 
were  not  fit  to  be  occupied  by  Euro- 
peans ;  the  water  and  the  sanitary 
arrangements  were  both  bad,  and  the 
warders  were  too  often  criminals  them- 
selves. He  did  not  want  to  press  his 
Amendment  nnneoessarily,  but  he 
thought  his  ai^nment  was  sufficient  to 
convince  the  Committee  that  seqtences 
of  imprisonment  in  Indiau  gaols  should 
not  be  on  the  same  scale  as  the  sentences 
to  English  prisons,  and  he  hoped  the 
Secretary  for  War  would  undertake  to 
look  into  the  oiatter. 

Mb.  CAkPBELL-BANNERMAN : 

The  Amendment  is  not  strictly  regular, 
because  it  would  have  the  effect,  if 
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paBsed,  of  remoTing  the  Indian  Anny 
from  the  operation  m  the  Army  (Annual) 
Act,  and  leaving  it  onteide  the  Discipline 
Act — a  very  undesirable  result.  But  he 
would  undertake  to  make  inquiry  into 
the  points  raised  by  the  bon.  Member. 
He  was  surrounded  by  officers  wbo  had 
a  most  thorough  knowledge  of  India^aud 
he  had  no  doubt  that  they  were  as  well 
informed  on  the  subject  as  the  corres- 
pondent of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
would  make  a  point  of  asking  them 
whether  anything  could  be  done  in  this 
matter. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MOBTON  said,  he  agreed 
that  it  did  not  matter  whether  the  main 
Act  was  passed  in  1881  or  at  any  other 
date,  be(»ase  he  held  that  whenever 
passed  it  was  open  to  reform  if  oppor- 
tunity shonld  offer.  Years  ago  private 
soldiers  were  treated  worse  than  horses, 
but  now  things  were  different.  Last 
year  undoubtedly  the  consideration  of  this 
Army  (Annual)  Bill  was  hurried,  be- 
cause it  was  thought  desirable  to  get 
llirough  the  business  before  Good  Friday. 
He  had  one  question  to  put  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  and  that  was  how 
it  was  that  hon.  Members  were  unable 
to  see  a  copy  of  this  Act  of  Parliament. 
He  had  applied  in  the  library  and  had 
been  unable  to  getacopy.  All  he  had  been 
shown  was  the  Bill  passed  in  1881,  and 
it  certainly  was  unreasonable  for  any  hon. 
Member  to  be  expected  to  find  out  for 
himself  all  the  amendments  which  had 
been  made  to  the  Bill  since  1881.  This 
further  he  wanted  to  know,  whether 
aoldters  received  a  copy  of  the  Army  Act. 
\A  laugh.']  It  was  all  very  well  for 
hon.  Members  to  laugh  when  he  suggested 
that  soldiers  should  have  a  copy  ;  but 
they  ought  to  remember  that  by  thia  Act 
they  were  taking  away  die  civu  liberties, 
and  in  many  cases  the  lives,  of  250,000 
of  out  fellow-citizens,  and  it  was  the  duty 
of  hon.  Members  to  protect  the  interests 
of  those  citizens,  and  to  see  that  they 
were  treated  in  as  decent  and  respectable 
a  manner  as  a  human  being  ought  to  be. 
The  Secretary  for  War  had  complained 
tiiat  only  two  or  three  hon.  Members  bad 
put  down  Amendments  to  this  Bill,  but 
the  explanation  of  that  fact  was  to  be 
found  in  the  difficulty  of  getting  copies 
of  the  measure.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Member  would  vouchsi^e  him  an  answer 
to  these  questions,  because  not  only  bim- 
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self  but  many  other  hon.  Members  desired 
to  study  these  matters  in  order  to  do  justice 
to  all  classes  of  Her  Majesty^s  subjects. 

Sir  a.  ACLAND-HOOD  (Somerset, 
Wellington)  said,  when  be  was  in  the 
Army  the  practice  was  for  the  officer 
commanding  a  company  -to  read  out  sec- 
tions of  the  Act  every  Saturday  after- 
noon, thus  enabling  the  men  to  under- 
stand its  provisions.  He  thought  this 
was  a  most  excellent  practice,  and  he 
would  like  to  ask  if  copies  were  still  sent 
to  regiments  to  enable  the  officers  to  do 
thisF 

Mr,  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  that  considerable  amendment  was 
made  in  the  Act  last  year,  and  in  conse- 
quence of  that  he  gave  orders  that  it 
should  be  reprinted  at  once.  But  the 
Statute  Law  Revision  Committee  and  the 
Stationery  Office  both  declined  to  consent 
to  put  their  imprimatur  on  the  Act,  if 
then  printed,  because  it  might  be  further 
amended  that  year.  As  a  matter  of  facty 
it  was  further  amended  later  in  the  Sea- 
sioD.  There  was  consequently  consider- 
able delay  in  bringing  out  the  Act,  ha% 
he  gave  directions  immediately  ic  wafr 
printed  that  a  number  of  copies  should 
be  sent  to  the  Library  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  the  Act  was  also  circulated 
to  every  regiment  in  the  Service,  so  that 
there  was  no  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
commanding  officers  making  the  men 
acquainted  with  its  provisions. 

Sir  F.  FITZWYGRAM  (South 
Hants,  Fareham)  said,  be  could  not  con- 
cur with  the  bon.  Member  for  Prestou  ia 
his  complaint  as  to  the  condition  of  the 
Indian  prisons.  He  served  several  years 
in  India,  both  in  the  Bombay  and  Bengal 
Presidencies,  and  he  could  only  say  that 
the  cells  in  which  the  soldiers  were  con- 
fined were  large,  roomy  and  airy.  He 
thought  that  the  Indian  Government  were 
most  careful  of  the  healths  of  the 
prisoners,  at  any  rate  during  the  period 
of  his  service  in  India,  and  he  never  neard 
a  soldier  make  a  olngle  complaint  either 
as  to  the  cell  in  which  he  was  confined 
or  as  to  his  treatment.  The  warders  in 
most  cases  were  garrison-warders. 

Mr.  HANBUKY  said,  no  doubt  the 
hon.  and  gallant  GeutleDun  was  speak- 
ing from  hifl  own  experience,  but  he  did 
not  think  that  that  experience  was  very 
recent.    He  must  be  aware,  if  he  had 
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studied  the  Army  Act  with  regard  to  the 
committal  of  priaoDers,  that  it  was 
possible  to  commit  military  prisoners  to 
civil  prisons.  He  was  not  complaining 
of  the  military  prisons  In  any  way,  for 
both  in  India  and  in  England  they  were 
very  conveniently  arranged,  but  he  was 
complaining  of  the  committal  to  civil 
prisons  in  India  of  prisooers  fpr  military 
offencea,  because  these  Indian  civil 
prisons  were  exactly  ofthedescnptionhe 
had  given. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said  that,  in  regard  to  the  prisons  in 
which  soldiers  were  coofiaed,  they  were 
of  two  kinds.  First,  there  were  the  cells 
to  which  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had 
alluded,  and  which  were  attached  to  most 
barracks.  They,  of  course,  were  every- 
thing that  was  desirable.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Preston  had, 
however,  alluded  to  the  civil  prisons, 
which  were  certainly  not  suited  for  the 
incarceration  of  Europeans.  They  were 
all  very  well  for  the  natives,  but  they 
'  certainly  could  not  be  considered  to  be 
desirable  places  for  Europeans.  He 
would  suggest  that,  if  it  were  necessary 
to  commit  military  prisoners  to  these 
Indian  civil  prisons,  special  rooms  should 
be  set  apart  for  them.  It  was  not  so 
moch  a  matter  of  insanitation  as  it  was 
the  disadvantageous  and  depressing 
influence  of  the  Indian  climate  on 
Europeans  that  had  to  be  considered. 

Mb.  EGERTON  ALLEN  (Pem- 
broke, &c.)  said,  that  he  had  had  some  ex- 
perience of  Indian  gaols,  and  he  had 
frequently  asked  European  prisoners  in- 
carcerated in  them  if  they  had  any  com- 
plaint. The  chief  complaint  he  had 
received  was  that  of  the  sameness  of  the 
food,  and  that  was  a  very  trifling  matter. 
He  did  not  think  there  was  any  ground 
of  complaint  on  the  score  of  work. 
Europeans  were  only  put  to  tasks  which 
the  weakest  natives  could  undertake,  and 
it  was  a  perfect  farce  to  call  it  hard 
labour. 

Mb,  a.  C.  MORTON  complained  that 
the  Secretary  for  War  had  given  no 

reply  to  his  questions  as  to  whether  the 
private  soldiers  were  allowed  to  have  a 
copy. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
flaid,  he  tliought  he  bad  answered  that 
question  when  he  stated  that  he  directed 


I  a  copy  to  be  sent  to  every  regiment. 
He  understood  that  when  the  Act  reached 
the  ooramanding  officers  there  were 
ample  meaos  in  the  power  of  every 
private  to  see  it. 

•Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  asked  if  it 
was  not  the  fact  that  the  last  copy  which 
was  printed  only  came  into  the  possession 
of  the  regiments  just  at  the  time  it  was 
about  to  expire.  Was  that  an  excep- 
tional circumstance  ? 

Mr.  CAMFBELL-BANNERMAN 

said,  it  was  an  exceptional  circumstance, 
as  the  Session  lasted  the  whole  year 
through,  and  he  had  already  explained 
that  it  was  impossible  to  get  it  printed 
until  the  close  of  the  Session. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  told  them  he  directed 
copies  of  the  Act  to  be  sent  to  the 
Library,  but  would  he  direct  that  every 
Member  of  the  House  should  receive  a 
copy  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  he  had  no  power  to  interfere  with 
the  Government  arrangemeuts  for  the 

distribution  of  Parliamentary  Papers. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  thought 
his  demand  that  eveiy  Member  of  the 
House  should  have  a  oopy  was  only  a 
iaXt  one. 

Mr.  HANBURY  thought  it  was  more 
important  to  secure  that  soldiers  were 
made  acquainted  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Act,  which  contained  something  like 
190  clauses.  The  point  was  whether 
the  mere  reading  out  on  parade  was  suffi- 
cient. It  was  too  much  to  call  on  a 
private  soldier  to  pay  Is.  6d.  for  a  oopy 
of  the  Act,  and  therefore  steps  should  be 
taken  to  see  Uiat  every  soldier  had  a 
right  of  access  to  it,  either  in  the  Regi- 
mental Library  or  in  the  canteens.  Every 
soldier  ought  to  know  under  what  law 
he  served. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  he  had  had  reprinted  the  Act  as 
amended  down  to  the  end  of  last  Session, 
and  had  had  it  circulated  throughout  the 
Service.  He  did  not  think  it  was  ac  all 
necessary  to  send  a  copy  to  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  but  he  would  see  that 
the  hon.  Member  had  one. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON :  That  is  not 
quite  good  enough  for  me  
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•The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
A  certain  amount  of  latitude  has  been 
neoeMarily  allowed  to  the  hon.  Member 
became  tiiia  dausc)  applies  the  Army 
Act,  but  he  in  not  entitled  to  pursue  the 
subject  any  farther. 

Mb.  HANBURY  said,  be  noticed  that 
Sub-section  3  fixed  the  number  of  the 
regular  forces  "  exclusive  of  the  Marine 
force."  Why  were  the  figures  set  out  in 
one  case  and  tot  in  the  other  ?  Was 
there  no  limit  to  the  Marine  force  that 
might  be  employed  in  the  United  King- 
dom P  Practically  that  constituted  part 
of  the  Standing  Army  •  the  men  served 
on  land  and  came  under  the  Army 
Discipline  Act,  and  he  would  like  to 
know  the  reason  for  the  distinction  thus 
made  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Apparently  the  number  is  not  stated  iu 
the  Act,  but,  of  course,  the  Vote  of  Par- 
liament controls  it. 

Mb.  HAMBURY  :    Why  is  it  not 
stated  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN - 
I  cannot  tell. 

Question  pnt,  and  agreed  to.  . 

Clause  S. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 
"  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill.'' 

*Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  said, 
this  clause  provided  that  certain  prices 
for  billeting  mentioned  in  the  Schedule 
of  the  Army  Act,  1881,  should  be  paid 
to  licensed  victuallers.    These  prices 
referred  to  the   allowances  for  both 
htvses  and  men,  and  were  fixed  from 
time  to  time  by  Parliament,  while  with 
regard  to  horses  and  vehicles  impressed 
for  military  service,  power  was  given  to 
the  Justices  of  the  Peace  to  increase  the 
amount  fixed  in  the  Schedule  by  not 
more   than   one-third,  should   that  be 
deemed  to  be  just.   Now  in  places  near  to 
military  centres,  from  and  towards  which 
the  troops  were  constantly  moving,  the 
publicans  were  in  these  days,  when  the 
prices  of  forage  were  high,  put  to  con- 
sidmble  expense,  and  the  tax  placed 
upon  them  was  heavier  than  Parliament 
ever  intended.     He  happened  to  be  a 
member  of   a  deputation  from  various 
mrts  of  England,  which  waited  on  the 
Secretary  for  War  to  point  out  the  hard- 


ship thus  infiicted,  and  be  now  ventured 
to  move  the  omission  of  the  clause,  in 
order  to  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
an  opportunity  of  saying  what  he  was 
prepared  to  do  in  this  matter.  It  could 
not  be  suggested  that  1^.  left  much  of 
a  margin  of  profit  on  a  breakfast  for  a 
healthy  soldier  ;  while  as  to  the  horses.  It 
often  occurred  that  an  innkeeper  who 
had  no  stables  of  his  own  lost  from  lOd. 
to  1b.  a  night  each  horse  by  having  to 
put  it  out  at  livery.  Could  not  some- 
thing be  done  to  increase  the  Schedule 
prices  in  these  cases  ? 

Mk.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  think  I  satiFfied,  or  at  least  endeavoured 
to  satisfy,  the  deputation,  when  they  came 
to  see  me  at  the  War  Office,  that  there 
was  no  such  injustice  in  these  prices  as 
tbey  seemed  to  think.   I  have  looked 
carefully  into  the  matter,  and  having  gone 
over  a  large  number  of  years  I  find  that, 
taking  the  variations  which  there  have 
been  in  the  prices  within  these  years,  the 
charges  allowed  for  billets  have  been 
fairly  justified.    It  must  be  remembered^ 
with  regard  to  the  charge  of  1^.  for  break- 
fast, that  that  is  an  allowance  for  break- 
fast which  took  the  place  of  an  allowance 
of  nothing  at  all  for  breakfost.   It  should 
also  be  remembered  by  the  Committee 
that  we  do  not  pretend  to  give  the 
soldier  a  breakfast.    This  sum  of  1^. 
furnishes  him  merely  with  the  basis  or 
rudiments  of  a  breakfast,  say  a  piece  of 
bread  and  a  cup  of  tea,  upon  which  he 
may  build  up  a  breakfast  out  of  his  own 
resources.    It  was  almost  a  work  of 
supererogation  to  have  granted  it  at  all^ 
ami  in  auy  case  it  must  not  be  taken  as 
meaning  the  full  value  of  the  full  break- 
fast of  a  healthy,  hungry  soldier.  There 
is,  no  doubt,  a  considerable  amount  of 
hardship  inflicted  because  of  the  unequal 
distribution  of  billets.   In  the  districta 
where  there  are  frequent  movements 
great  bodies  of  troops  there  is  an  unusnat 
amount  of  billeting  imposed  upon  the 
publicans.    I  am  not  sure  that  that  is 
very  much  to  complain  of.    I  remember 
my  predecessor,  speaking  in  the  House 
upon  this  matter,  said  the  only  complaint 
he  had  received  was  from  a  man  whose 
grievance  it  was  that  troops  were  not 
billeted    upon    him   oftener.     X  am 
endeavouring,     however,     with  the 
help    of    military   advice,    to  find 
some  plan  by  which   extreme  casea 
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can  be  modified — whether  we  can  in 
some  places  in  the  districts  where  the 
movements  of  troops  are  frequent  acquire 
ground  in  the  immediate  neighbourhood 
where  the  marches  take  place  in  the 
Bummer  for  camps  of  rest.  I  hope  we 
shall  be  able  to  do  that.  No  one  can  be 
more  interested  in  the  matter  or  be  more 
capable  of  bringing  it  to  a  reasonable  and 
sacoMsfal  conclosion  than  my  gallant 
Frieod  Su*  Kvelyn  Wood,  in  whose  pro- 
vince, as  Quartermaster  General,  this 
matter  lies.  There  is  one  point  to  which 
my  hon.  Friend  alluded — Damely,  the 
price  of  forage.  Undoubtedly  this  last 
year  the  prices  of  forage  ran  very  high, 
but  looking  back  over  several  years  and 
taking  the  average  for  10  years  I  find 
that  the  average  price  per  ration  of 
forage  is  Is.  9d.  The  average  at  which 
we  have  been  able  to  provide  that  sune 
ration  of  forage  during  the  last  10  years 
is  la.  2^.  I  think  tihe  Committee  must 
that  there  is  a  margin  here  which 
would,  at  all  events,  protect  the  publican's 
pocket  from  loss.  It  must  always  be  re- 
membered— and  I  want  to  lay  this  down 
very  positively — that  this  duty  of  billet- 
ing is  laid  upou  those  who  bear  the 
burden  by  the  conditions  of  their  licence. 
And  let  me  say  also  that  it  is  nothing 
like  the  burden  it  was  20  or  30  years  ago, 
wh«n  movements  of  troops  by  road  were 
very  much  more  general  than  they  are 
now. 

Mb.  BRODRICE  said,  be  was  very 
glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed 
to  take  some  steps  for  the  assistance  of 
those  places  wherein  troops  were  being 
constantly  billeted.  With  regard  to  the 
forage  question,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  pointed  out  the  distinction  in  the 
price  of  forage  as  paid  to  publicans  and 
as  bought  for  the  Army,  but  he  did 
not  mention  that  the  publican  had 
often  to  pay  for  the  hire  of  stables 
out  of  his  allowance  for  forage.  They 
had  often  to  pay  6d.  or  9d.  out  of  the 
money  allowed  for  stabling  accommoda- 
tion. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
carry  out  these  proposals,  great  satis- 
faction would  be  given  to  the  locality 
he  (Mr.  Brodrick)  represented.  He 
must  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  was  hardly  correct  in  saying  that 
taking  a  period  of  years  the  amount 
allowed  for  soldiers*  food  was  sufficient, 
because  a  few  yearu  ago  it  was  found 


necessary,  not  only  to  add  1^.  for  break- 
fast, but  the  whole  amount  was  raised 
from  U.  4d.  to  Is.  9d.  The  soldier  could 
not  obtain  things  at  a  public-house  at  the 
same  price  as  he  eould  at  his  own 
canteen. 

Aduibal  field  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) said,  hehadfeltvery  strongly  upon 
this  matter  for  a  long  time,  and  a  number 
of  licensed  victuallers  felt  strongly  upon  it 
also.  Because  it  was  an  ancient  injustice 
it  did  not  become  more  tolerable  because 
of  its  antiquity.  He  said  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  War  Office  to  look  into  this 
matter  fairly.  To  his  mind,  it  was  a 
monstrous  injustice  to  ask  a  licensed 
victiuUer  to  put  up  a  man  and  to  lose 
money  upon  it.  A  soldier  was  allowed 
4d.  for  his  bed,  which  was  the  price  HoA 
a  tramp  paid  at  a  common  lodging-house. 
As  to  the  sum  allowed  for  a  8oldier*s  food, 
it  was  nothing  more  or  less  than  con- 
fiscation  of  the  licensed  victualler's  pro- 
perty. It  seemed  tohimthattheauthorities 
iu  fixing  this  unjust  responsibility  on 
licensed  victuallers  knew  that  they  could 
not  pay  themselves,  and  that  they  had  to 
look  to  be  recouped  out  of  the  amount 
that  the  men  spent  in  drink.  This  pro- 
ceeding on  the  part  of  a  party  of  tem- 
perance was  a  monstrous  contradiction  of 
the  principles  they  professed.  The  whole 
matter  wanted  looking  into  in  a  business- 
like manner.  He  could  never  see  any 
reason  why  f>o1dierB  should  be  billeted  on 
licensed  victuallers.  The  practice  fell 
unjustly  and  inequitably  upon  places 
mostly  iu  the  South  of  England.  He 
held  very  strongly  that  the  licensed 
victuallers  ought  not  be  called  upon  to 
pay  money  out  of  pocket  to  accommodate 
the  defenders  of  the  country.  If  any 
men  engaged  in  the  Public  Service  had  to- 
be  moved  from  one  partof  the  country  to 
another  the  State  ought  to  pay  the  cost. 
He  was  at  a  loss  to  understand  why 
ancient  authorities  pnt  this  burden  on  the 
licensed  Tictoallers.  He  could  never  see 
any  connection  between  beds  and  beer, 
unless  it  was  supposed  that  the  men  must 
first  get  drunk  in  the  public-houses  and 
then  go  to  bed.  It  would  be  better  for  the 
morale  of  the  soldier,  and  of  the  publican, 
too,  if  the  practice  were  abolished.  He 
was  radical  enough  to  wish  for  reform, 
but  the  proceeding  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War  was 


Digitized  by 


Google 


571  Army 


{COMMONS}  (Anmiai)  BUI.  573 


conservative  in  maintaining  this  monstrooB 
anomaly  because  it  was  ancient. 

Sib  a.  bollix  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
he  could  not  help  thinking  that  the  ex- 
planation which  had  been  given  of  the 
charge  for  breakfast  accentuated  the  in- 
justice of  the  thing.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War  said 
that  1^.  was  the  price  of  the  rudiments 
of  a  breakfast.  Thej  placed  the  inn- 
keeper under  a  statutory  obligation  to 
provide  a  breakfast. 

Me.  CAMPBELL-BAKNERMAN  : 
No — to  provide  so  much  breakfast  as  that 
will  pay  for. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  said,  it  was  admitted 
that  that  was  not  the  price  of  a  breakfast, 
bat  a  mere  gratuity.  It  was  grossly  nn* 
just,  and  he  ventured  to  say  that  thing 
would  be  easily  remedied  by  letting  the 
soldier  have  his  allowance  as  in  barracks. 

Mr.  CORNWALLIS  (Maidstone) 
said,  it  was  no  satisfaction  to  the  publicans 
to  be  told  by  the  Secretary  for  War  that 
the  price  paid  for  fodder  averaged  well. 
He  should  like  to  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  expected  the  publicans 
to  provide  for  officers  at  Is.  9d.  ?  He 
himself  (the  Secretary  for  War)  allowed 
officers  2s.  Id.  for  the  same  amount  of 
fodder  on  account  of  the  increased  cost, 

Mr.  NUSSEY  (Pontefract)  said,  the 
frlce  allowed  for  fodder  had  been  a  great 
grievance  in  the  past  year.  He  thought 
the  publicans  had  a  right  to  expect  a  fair 
price  for  fodder,  and  not  to  have  to 
undergo  an  excessive  amount  of  billetting. 
The  publican  did  not  expeet  to  get  any 
money  out  of  it,  but  he  certainly  was 
entitled  to  be  compensated  for  the  actual 
expense  to  which  he  was  put.  He  hoped 
the  right  boo.  Gentleman  would  find 
some  way  of  meeting  these  exceptional 
hardships.  Troops  had  been  billeted 
day  after  day  in  the  North  Country  during 
the  coal  dispute,  and  the  publicans  there 
had  been  seriously  out  of  pocket  on 
account  of  the  nominal  prices  paid. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  said, 
be  wished  to  support  the  contention  that 
muchhardribip  had  been  inflicted  upon  pub- 
licans because  of  the  high  price  of  forage. 
He  bad  had  some  experience  of  this 
matter,  because  all  the  work  of  the 
cavalry  regiment  to  which  he  formerly 
belonged  was  done  by  march  route.  With 
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regard  to  the  men's  breakfasts,  all  he 
could  say  was  that  in  his  time  they  were 
satisfied  with  a  pipe  of  tobacco.  He 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
allay  much  dissatisfaction  if  he  could 
devise  some  scheme  for  alleviating  the 
hardships  which  were  now  done  to  pub- 
licans through  the  bUletting  regulations. 

•Me.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  their 
complaint  was  that  the  schedule  of  prices 
was  sometimes  fair  and  sometimes  unfair. 
If  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  the  Secre- 
tary  for  War  would  inspire  himself  with 
the  spirit  of  the  ordinary  Army  Act, 
which  provided  that  in  case  of  im- 
pressment of  carriages  and  horses  the 
Justices  should  have  power  to  vary  the 
Schedule,  having  regard  to  the  current 
prices  in  the  nearest  market  town,  he 
could  find  a  way  out  of  the  dif&cnlty. 
He  suggested  that  it  would  be  within 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  power  to 
fix  a  sliding  scale  for  billetting  in  the 
same  way  as  was  done  by  the  Army  Act 
for  impressed  carriages. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  he  did  not  think  a  sliding  scale 
would  meet  the  difficulty.  This  matter 
had  been  investigated  by  a  Committee 
when  there  was  more  billetting  than  now, 
and  they  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
prices  were  fair.  The  actual  value  of 
the  soldier's  ration  was  now  8  per  cent, 
higher  than  it  ueed  to  be,  and  ao  he 
really  did  not  see  that  any  case  could  be 
made  out  upon  its  merits  that  the  publi- 
can would  benefit  by  a  sliding  scale. 
Having  looked  carefully  into  the 
matter,  he  must  say  that  he  honestly 
believed  the  amounts  paid  were  sufficient* 
There  was  certainly  something  in  the 
grievance  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Maidstone.  That  was  Uie 
particniar  grievance  for  which  he  was 
now  trying  to  find  a  remedy. 

Me.  DODD  :  May  I  he  allowed  to 

withdraw  my  Amendment? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  There  is  no 
Amendment  before  the  Committee.  Tho 
Question  is  *'  That  this  clause  stand  part 
of  the  Bill." 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  151 ; 
Noes  20.— (Division  List,  No.  25.) 

Clauses  4  and  5  agreed  to. 
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CUrase  6. 

CoLOJTM,  LOCKWOOD  (Essex, 
Epping)  said,  he  had  several  times 
attempted  to  say  a  few  words  with  re- 
gard to  the  alterations  made  hj  this  Bill 
in  the  lav  relating  to  District  Coorta 
Martial.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannennan^a)  idea  in  proposing  those 
alterations  was  to  give  the  greatest 
amoQDt  of  jnstice  to  the  soldier.  Hon. 
Members  had  always  fonnd  in  their  deal- 
ings with  the  right  hon.  Geotleman  that 
he  was  animated  hj  feelings  of  that 
eharaeter,  and  they  had  always  been 
treated  by  him  with  coortesy.  As  to  the 
sabject  of  counsel  appearing  directly  for 
a  prisoner  at  a  District  Court  Martial, 
the  first  question  be  would  put 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
whether  such  a  change  in  the  law  was 
needed  ?  During  the  18  years  in  which 
be  served  in  the  Army  be  could  not 
recollect  a  single  instance  of  counsel 
appearing  for  a  prisoner,  and  of  the  many 
officers  he  had  consulted,  some  of  them 
of  longer  service  than  himself,  none 
could  remember  more  than  two  instances. 
The  soldier's  idea  of  jnstice  was  the 
maximum  of  justice  and  the  minimum  of 
law,  and  that  up  to  the  present  time  he 
had  enjoyed  with  satis&ction  to  himself. 
Though  be  (Colonel  I<ockwood)  could 
remember  many  lenient  sentences  which 
had  been  inflicted  by  Courts  Martial,  be 
could  not  recollect  one  vindictive  sentence. 
He  believed  that  if  counsel  were  allowed 
to  appear  in  future  as  proposed  by  the 
Bill  the  number  of  Courts  Martial  in 
which  they  would  appear  would  be 
greatly  augmented,  especially  if  it 
became  known  that  a  soldier  had  in  auy 
case  been  acquitted  oo  some  technical 
point  of  law.  It  would  be  rather  hard 
upon  the  man  who  could  not  afford  to 
pay  counsel  that  be  should  be  debarred 
from  employing  a  skilled  adviser,  when 
his  comrade  who  had  more  money  could 
do  so.  In  a  Civil  Coort  the  Judge  or 
Magistrate  could  appoint  a  counsel  to 
plead  for  a  prisoner.  He  should  not  like 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take  it  that 
be  was  violently  opposed  to  the  proposed 
new  arrangement,  but  he  did  see  objec- 
tions to  it.  NeiUier  the  President  nor 
the  officers  of  a  District  Court  Martial 
were  officers  of   very  great  experi- 


ence. He  believed  the  knowledge  of 
the  law  suoh  officers  possessed  was 
greater  now  than  it  was  when  be  was  in 
the  Service  12  years  ago.  Still,  they 
were  not,  as  a  rule,  men  capable  of 
arguing  a  point  of  law.  Their  know- 
ledge of  the  law  was  principally 
knowledge  of  the  Law  of  Evidence, . 
and  he  could  not  believe  that  they  were 
capable  of  understanding  the  subtleties 
and  niceties  of  legal  questions.  It  must 
be  borne  in  miud  that  if  counsel  were 
allowed  to  appear  for  a  prisoner,  as  in  a 
Civil  Court,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
have  a  skilled  prosecutor.  He  very  much 
doubted  whether  the  ordinary  Judge 
Advocate  General  would  be  capable  of 
arguing  with  his  hon.  and  learned 
Relative  the  Member  for  York  (Mr. 
X^ckwood)  or  other  distinguished  gentle- 
men who  might  practise  before  Courts 
Martial.  He  hoped  that  the  proposal 
now  made  would  not  be  a  step  towards 
allowing  solicitors  to  practise  before 
District  Courts  Martial.  To  be  logical, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  carry 
his  proposal  still  further,  and  allow 
counsel  to  appear  not  only  before 
Regimental  Courts  Martial,  but  before 
the  Commanding  Officer,  when  the  first 
examination  took  place. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  has  at  last 
found  an  opportunity  of  giving  his 
opinion  on  this  subject,  and  it  is  a  very 
clear  and  intelligible  opinion.  At  the 
same  time,  I  must  say  that  I,  with  much 
less  personal  acquaintance  with  the 
course  of  proceedings  in  Courts  Martial 
than  he  has,  have  come  to  the  other  con- 
clusion. I  do  think  that  even  before 
a  District  Court  Martial  a  prisoner  may 
sometimes  be  placed  at  a  disadvantage 
when  he  has  to  defend  himself  in  a 
somewhat  complicated  case,  and  when 
his  advisers  cau  only  put  questions  to 
him  indirectly,  and  cannot  address  the 
Court.  I  believe  that  in  cases  dealing 
with  money,  for  instance,  which  often 
come  before  Courts  Martial,  there  is  a 
possibility,  I  will  not  say  of  any  great  in- 
justice beingdone,but  of  asense  of  injustice 
being  aroused,  and  that  is  almost  as  bad. 
This  is  the  reason  why  I  agreed  to  the 
effect  of  the  Motion  which  was  proposed 
last  summer  by  the  lion.  Member  for 
Roxburghshire  (Mr.  Kapier).  Of  course, 
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if  a  prisoiwr  is  defended  by  counael,  it 
will  be  neoeasary  to  give  the  prosecutor 
the  opportnnity  of  having  counsel  on  hie 
side  as  welL  That  is  qnite  understood, 
but,  even  with  that  addition,  I  believe 
this  concession  to  the  rights  of  the  soldier 
may  have  a  very  good  effect  in  doing 
away  with  some  impression  of  inequality 
which  at  present  exists. 

Me,  HANB0RY  said,  he  could  not 
see  anything  in  the  Bill  which  would 
give  the  prisoner  the  right  of  having 
counsel,  although  this  clause  dealt  with 
the  conditions  under  which  counsel  might 
appear,  if  they  did  appear.  He  should 
like  to  know  what  was  included  in  the 
title  "counsel."  He  did  not  agree  with 
his  hou.  and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel 
Lockwood)  in  objecting  to  the  presence 
of  solicitors.  His  idea  was  that  as  little 
expense  as  possible  ought  to  be  thrown 
upon  the  soldier,  and  he  was  afraid  that, 
if  the  appearance  of  counsel  was  limited 
to  the  appearance  of  barristers,  soldiers 
who  had  charges  brought  against  them 
woald  have  to  engage  both  a  solicitor 
and  a  barrister. 

Mb.  MH3LURE  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Stretford)  asked  whether,  if  a  prisoner 
was  unable  to  provide  lawyer's  fees,  a 
counsel  or  a  solicitor  would  be  provided 
for  him  by  the  War  Office  Authorities  ? 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that  he 
believed  it  was  the  rule  in  Civil  Courts 
where  a  prisoner  could  not  provide 
connsel  of  his  own  for  the  Judge  to  pro- 
vide one  for  him.  He  wished  to  under- 
stand whether  a  soldier  who  was  unable 
to  pay  counsel  was  to  be  un- 
defended ? 

Adhibal  field  pointed  out  that  in 
the  case  of  a  Naval  Court  Martial  the 
prisoner  might  have  a  "  friend  "  who 
might  be  a  solicitor  or  a  barrister.  IF 
the  word  "  counsel "  did  not  cover 
'"solicitors,"  he  thought  that  the  words 
"or  solicitor"  ooght  to  be  inserted. 

Mb.  a.  C.  MORTON  urged  that  a 
prisoner  ought  to  be  allowed  to  be  repre- 
sented by  a  solicitor. 

•The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
C.  BnasELL,  Hackney,  S.)  said,  the 
object  of  the  provisioo  was  to  give 
the  prisoner  a  right  to  employ 
counsel.      Section  70  of  the  Army 
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Act  gave  the  authority  there  mentioned 
power  to  make  Rules  to  regulate  the  pro- 
cedure at  Courts  Mariiid.   Rules  had 
been  framed  under  that  section  which 
had     the    authority   of    an    Act  of 
Parliament,  and  which  provided  that  a 
prisoner  might  have  a  person  to  assist 
him    at    his  trial,  whether   he  was 
his   legal  adviser    or   any  other  par- 
son.   Such  person  might  be  a  counsel 
or  a  layman  or  a  solicitor.  The  authority 
of  that  person  was,  however,  limited,  as 
he  could  not  directly  pross-examine  nor 
directly  address  the  Court.    The  Rules 
which  qualified  the  right  to  have  the 
prisoner  represented   by  counsel  were 
Rules    giving     the     opportunity  to 
those  who    were    charged    with  the 
prosecution   of  boiug   similarly  repre- 
sented.   It  seemed  to  be  feared  that 
if  counsel  appeared  for  the  prisoner  he 
might  overbear  the  non-legal  tribunal 
before  which  he  appeared,  and,  therefore, 
it  was  only  fair  to  have  counsel.    It  was 
suggested  that  counsel  might  be  an  ex- 
pensive luxury.    That  was  so.  The 
hon.  Member  was  right  in  sn^estine 
that  the  employment  of  counsel  invc^Ted 
the  employment  of  a  solicitor  to  instrnot 
counsel.    His  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Campbell  -  Bannerman)  had  considered 
the  matter,  and  was  quite  willing  to 
carry  out  the  suggestion  that  "  counsel " 
should  cover  the  employment  of  solicitors. 
It  was  a  mistake  to  suggest  that  Judges 
usually  named  counsel  to  defend  prisoners. 
It  was  only  in  regard  to  capital  offences 
that  it  was  the  rule  for  Judges  to  nomi- 
nate counsel  to  appear.    The  practice 
was  not  uniform  on  the  subject,  but 
Judges  sometimes  nominated  counsel  to 
appear  In  other  serious  oases.  There 
were,  however,  many  serious  cases  tried 
in  which  the  prisoners  were  undefended, 
and   in   such  cases  there  was  a  great 
deal     of    force    in    the  observation 
made  by  some  hou.  Gentlemen  that 
the     prisoner     would     not     be  so 
badly  off  even  if  he  had  no  counsel,  be- 
cause those  representing  the  prosecution 
would  be  careful  to  represent  the  case 
fairly  and  like  honourable  gentlemen. 
He   had   had   experience   of  Courts 
Martial,    and    the    cases   had  been 
very  rare,  so  far  as  they  had  conw  under 
his  notice,  in  which  any  iujusUce  had 
been  done  to  prisoners  by  reason  of 
their  being  und^ended. 
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Colonel  LOCKWOOD  said,  he 
shoald  be  boit^  that  the  Attoruoy 
General  should  think  that  he  at  all 
ooncurred  in  the  vtevr  which  had 
been  expressed  that  solicitors  should 
appear  instead  of  counsel.  He  thought 
the  employment  of  solicitors  would 
be  an  extremely  objectionable  prac- 
tice, aud  he  was  aony  to  bear  that 
an  Amendment  was  to  be  adopted  on 
that  point. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clanse  7  agreed  to. 

•Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  moved  the 
following  New  Clanse 

(Amendment  of  44  ft  4fi  Vic,  c  58,  b.  6, 

snb^ectioD  (1).) 
"  In  sab-section  one.  paragraph  (k),  of  sectiou 
six  of  the  Army  Act,  the  words  '  if  an  officer  to 
be  cashiered  or  to  suffer  such  less  punishment 
as  is  in  this  Act  mentioned,  and  if  a  soldier ' 
shall  be  omitted." 

He  said,  that  in  Section  6  of  the  Army 
Act  certain  penalties  were  imposed  for 
certain  offenees,  such  as  striking  a  sen- 
tinel, breaking  into  a  house  or  other 
phwe  in  search  of  plunder,  &c.  An 
officer  who  was  fonnd  guilty  of  any  of 
these  offences  had  to  be  cashiered  or 
suffer  less  punishment,  but  escaped  im- 
prisonment, while  a  soldier  who  was 
found  guilty  of  one  of  them  had  to  be 
imprisoned  or  punished  in  some  other 
way.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  officer 
and  tbe  soldier  should  be  placed  on  the 
same  footing  with  regard  to  (fences  of 
this  eharaoter. 

Clause  (Amendment.of  44  &  45  Vic, 
c.  58,  s.  6,  sub  section  (1),) — {Mr.  Gibson 
Sototetf) — brought  up,  -and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  aud  Question  proposed. 
That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time."* 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  do  not  think  there  is  any  necessity  for 
the  change  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. A  different  scale  of  punishment  is 
laid  down  in  the  Act  with  reference 
to  soldien:  from  that  applicable  to 
officers.  In  the  case  of  officers  the 
punishments  are,  first,  death,  then  penal 
servitude,  then  iraprisonmect,  and  then 
cashiering.  In  the  case  of  soldiers  they 
are,  first,  death,  then  penal  servitude, 


then  imprisonment,  and  then  discharge 
with  ignominy.  Cashiering  is  regarded  as 
a  most  terrible  punishment  to  inflict  upon 
an  officer.  It  means  ruin  for  life,  and  is 
a  much  more  serious  punishment  than 
is  the  punishment  to  a  soldier  of  im- 
prisonment or  discbarge  with  ignominy. 
To  cashier  an  officer  is  to  inflict 
tho  most  frightful  penalty  upon  him. 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
would  not  press  Che  clause. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  UANBURT  moved  the  following 
New  Clause  :— 

(Amendment  of  44  ft  45  Vie.  c.  58,  a  46, 
sab-sectioQ  (6).) 
"  la  aub-sectioa  six  of  section  forty -six  of  the 
Army  Act,  for  the  words  '  the  accused  person 
may  demand  that  the  evidence  against  him 
should  be  taken  on  oath '  shall  be  substituted 
tbe  words  '  the  eridence  against  him  shall  be 
taken  on  oath.' " 

He  thought  the  evidence  should  be  taken 
on  oath.  Under  the  law  as  it  stood  the 
evidence  could  not  be  so  taken  unless 
the  accused  demanded  it ;  but  under 
the  circumstances  in  which  he  appeared, 
the  burden  ought  not  to  be  thrown  upon 
him  of  demanding  that  the  evidence 
should  be  taken  on  oath,  as  he  might 
think  he  might  give  offence  to  his 
saperiors  by  preferring  this  request.  It 
should  be  taken  on  oath,  whether  the 
prisoner  demanded  it  or  not.  They  did 
not  throw  upon  the  civilian  the  necessity 
of  demanding  that  the  evidence  should 
be  taken  on  oath,  and  they  ought  not  to 
do  so  in  the  case  of  the  soldier.  He 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment. 

Clause  (Amendment  of  44  &  45  Vic. 
c.  58,  B.  46,  sub-aection  (6),) — {Mr, 
ffanburjff) — brought  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  there  was  no  doubt,  prima  faciey 
much  apparently  to  be  said  for  the  gene- 
ral principle  which  the  hon.  Member  laid 
down,  but  he  believed  the  Amendment 
wonid  be  unworkable,  undesirable,  and 
unnecessary.  He  had  made  careful  in- 
quiry iuto  this  matter  from  officers  well 
acquainted  with  the  working  of  the  sys- 
tem, and  they  repudiated  all  idea  that 
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the  fear  of  offending  the  Commanding 
0£5cer  would  prevent  a  soldier  from 
demanding  that  the  evidence  flhould  be 
taken  on  oath.  In  simple  cases,  such  as 
that  of  drunkeunesB,  in  which  in  nine 
cases  out  of  ten  the  man  at  once  acknow- 
ledged his  offence  and  expressed  his  re- 
gret for  bis  misbehaviour,  it  was  not 
necessary  that  they  should  go  through 
the  formality  of  swearing  witnesses,  and 
the  plan  proposed  would  afford  no  pro- 
tection to  the  soldier  at  all.  The  officers 
were  jnst  as  humane,  as  well  disposed  to 
the  soldier,  and  as  anxious  to  remove 
from  his  mind  any  idea  of  injustice  w 
any  hon.  Member  in  the  House,  and  the 
officers  told  him  that  this  Amendment 
would  be  rather  au  incumbrancej  and  of 
no  practical  value  to  the  soldi^. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  remarked  that 
a  Comraauding  Officer  bad  a  great  deal 
more  power  than  a  Police  Magistrate, 
and  if  it  was  neoesMuy  that  the  evidence 
before  a  Police  Magistrate  should  be 
taken  on  oath,  there  was  a  double  neces- 
sity in  the  case  of  soldiers,  because  they 
had  no  af^eal  whatever  from  the  Com- 
manding Officer.  He  held  that  in  these 
cases  there  should  be  either  a  declaration 
or  au  oath  of  some  sort  which  would 
remind  the  witness  that  he  might  be 
punished  if  he  did  not  tell  the  truth. 

SiB  A.  HAYTER  (Walsall)  was 
understood  to  say  that  if  the  soldier  cod- 
stdered  he  had  been  improperly  punished 
he  had  the  right  of  appeal  to  a  Court 
Martial,  where  the  evidence  was  given  on 
oath. 

Motion  negatived. 

Mk.  HANBURY  moved  the  following 
New  Clause  : — 

( Amentiment  of  44  it  45  Vic,  c.  58,  s.  48,  sub 
sec.  (6).) 

"  In  Hub-aection  six  of  section  forty-eight  of 
the  Army  Act,  after  the  words  '  pen^  servitude  ' 
shall  be  inserted  the  words  '  or  imprieonme&t 
for  more  than  twelve  months.'  " 

This  Amendment,  he  said,  was  to  remove 
an  inconsistency  in  the  Act  as  it  stood. 
It  stated  that  a  District  Court  Martial 
should  not  have  power  to  award  penal 
servitude,  but  should  have  power  to 
award  a  seotence  of  two  years'  imprison- 
ment with  bard  labour.  Two  years'  bard 
labour  was  about  the  most  severe  sentence 
that  could  be  passed,  and  men  often 
asked  for  five  years'  penal  servitude  rather 
Mr.  Campbell'  Bannerman 


than  undergo  a  sentence  of  18  months* 
with  hard  labour.  If  a  Court  Martial 
was  not  trusted  to  award  the  compara- 
tively lenient  sentence  of  three  years 
penal  servitude  it  was  ridiculous  that 
they  should  have  the  power  of  inflicting 
the  most  severe  punishment  that  could  be 
inflicted  on  a  man.  They  should  not  be 
able  to  go  beyond  the  limit  of  »  sentence 
of  one  year's  hard  labour. 

Clause  (Amendment  of  44  &  45  Vic. 
c.  58,  8.  48,  sub-sec.  (6),)— (Jlfr.  Han- 
^T^i) — brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time.*' 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
was  quite  aware  of  the  severe  nature  of 
a  sentence  of  two  years'  imprisonment 
with  hard  labour,  and  if  that  was  a  sen- 
tence which  was  common,  then  the  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  would  be  de- 
serving of  considenUion.  But,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  it  was  a  sentence  that  was  very 
seldom  awarded.  At  the  same  time, 
importance  was  attached  to  the  power  tit 
awarding  even  so  heavy  a  sentence  as 
that.  There  were  certain  cases  which  it 
was  not  desirable  to  send  to  a  General 
Court  Martial  which  were  tried  by  a 
District  Court  Martial,  and  which  were 
cases  deserving  of  severe  punishment, 
such  as  cases  of  a  disgraceful  character. 
This  power  of  inflicting  so  heavy  a 
sentence  was  found  to  act  as  a  deterrent 
against  offences  of  that  sort,  and  it  was 
important  to  have  this  weighty  peiwltj, 
as  it  were,  in  reserve.  As  to  uie  sen- 
tences of  more  than  a  year's  imprison- 
ment, the  Queen's  Regulations  laid  it 
down  that  so  severe  a  punishment  as 
that  of  over  a  year  should  only  be  given 
to  offonceti  of  the  most  serious  kind,  and 
that  this  merciful  injunction  was  exer- 
cised might  be  judged  from  the  fact  that 
io  1B93,  out  of  6,953  District  Court 
Martials,  only  83  sentences  extended  be- 
yond a  year,  and  of  these  22  were  subse- 
quently reduced  to  one  year  or  under,  so 
that  only  61  men  underwent  more  than 
one  year's  incarceration.  On  the  whole, 
the  Amendment  would  involve  an  Increase 
in  the  number  of  heavy  punishments,  be- 
cause a  larger  number  of  cases  would 
have  to  go  to  the  Court  Martial,  which 
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might  be  more  severe  tbao  was  needed 
for  the  praservation  of  discipline. 

Mn.  UANBCJRY  eaiU,  his  idea  was 
that  the  officers  presiding  at  these  Courts 
Martial  might  be  led  to  the  coDclnsion 
thit  the  seutenoe  of  two  years'  bard 
labour  was  not  such  a  severe  sentence 
mitet  alL  If,'  however,  the  right  hon. 
Geatlemao  would  promise  that  the 
matter  should  be  brought  prominently 
before  the  officers  he  would  not  raise  any 
further  objection. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL -BANNEBM an 
said,  that  the  officers  who  presided  at  the 
Courts  Martial  knew  the  Bules  aud  Regu- 
latious  which  governed  their  proceedings, 
aad  in  the  Queen's  Regulations  they  were 
eojoiued  that  so  severe  a  punishment  as 
over  one  yearns  imprisonment  should  unly 
be  inflicted  in  very  grave  cases. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  ABN0LD-F0B8TEB  moved  an 
Amendm3nt  in  sub-section  1,  section  62, 
of  the  principal  Act,  to  insert  the  word 
**  military  '*  before  the  word  "  prison.'* 
The  hon.  Member  explained  that  the  ob- 
jeet  of  the  Amendment  was  to  provide 
that  soldiers  convicted  of  military 
offences  should  not  bo  sent  to  the  ordinary 
criminal  gaols.  It  was  most  disastrous 
to  this  branch  of  the  Service  that 
soldiers  who  were  punished  for  offences 
which  were  not  offences  against  the  moral 
or  civil  law  should  be  sent  to  the  ordinary 
criminal  gaols,  where  they  had  to  mix 
with  the  most  debased  criminals.  The 
^ect  of  imprisonment  in  Biloh  gaoU  was 
such  as  to  wreck  their  prospects  in  life, 
and  a  change  in  this  system  was  urgently 
needed. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  sub-section  1, 
section  2,  of  the  principal  Act,  to  insert 
the  word  "  military  **  before  the  word 
••prison," — {Mr,  Amold-ForMter.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
•military  *  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  HANBUBY,  who  said  he  had  a 
simibur  Amendment,  supported  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast.  His 
own  Amendment,  he  said,  proposed  to 
omit  the  words  In  section  135  of  the 


Army  Act,  "  or  sentenced  to  be  dla- 
cbarged  from  the  Service  with  ignominy,'* 
and  referred  to  sentences  of  penal 
servitude,  but  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
referred  to  even  shorter  sentences. 
Clause  135  of  the  Army  Act  distinctly 
said  that  soldiers  convicted  of  purely 
military  offences  should  be  imprisoned 
in  military  prisons,  aud  only  when  they 
were  guilty  of  distinctly  civil  offences 
were  they  to  be  nent  to  a  criminal  prison. 
It  was  grossly  unfair  that  a  soldier  con- 
victed of  an  offence  for  which  he  would 
not  be  punished  if  be  were  a  civilian 
should  be  sent  to  herd  with  criminals  in  a 
common  criminal  gaol,  and  such  a  system 
led  to  disastrous  results.  A  distinction 
in  this  regard  was  clearly  laid  down  in 
the  Act  of  1881,  but  in  1889  an  Amend- 
ment was  introduced  into  this  House  and 
passed  <u6  silentio  late  at  night,  the  effect 
of  which  was  that  all  prisoners  dis- 
charged with  ignominy  by  Court  Martial 
should  be  sent  to  a  criminal  prison.  He 
believed  that  the  interests  of  the  soldier 
in  the  matter  had  been  sacrificed  to  the 
interests  of  economy,  and  that  prisoners, 
who  before  were  sent  to  a  military  prison, 
and  who  were  guilty  of  no  civilian  crime 
whatever,  were  now  sent  to  the  ordinary 
criminal  prisons  on  the  score  of  cheap- 
ness. He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  accept  an  Amendment  in  the 
direction  in  which  the  present  Amend- 
ment proceeded. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNE^RMAN 

said,  that  no  soldiers  were  sefit  to  civil 
prisons  except  those  who  had,  in  the 
first  place,  committed  some  offence  which 
in  ordinary  life  would  be  called  criminal^ 
aud,  in  the  second  place,  those  who  were 
discharged  from  the  Service  with  igno- 
miny. To  be  discharged  with  Ignominy 
was  not  the  only  way  of  being  discharged 
from  the  Army,  bat  was  a  very  severe 
punishment  inflicted  upon  soldiers,  and  a 
man  discharged  with  ignominy  was  not 
to  be  taken  back  into  the  Army  again. 
To  send  such  a  man  to  a  military  prison 
would  have  this  effect.  He  being  har- 
dened in  discipline  and  an  objectionable 
man  in  every  way  would  have  ample 
opportunity  of  corrapting  those  young 
military  prisoners  who  were  guilty  of 
very  minor  offences,  and  so  would  do 
serious  barm  to  discipline  amongst  them. 
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Ko  maa  was  diBcfaarged  with  ignominy 
unless  he  had  proved  himself  a  most  nn- 

desirable  soldier,  and  had  probably  been 
coDvioted  again  and  again  of  bretiches  of 
discipline.  They  did  not  want  sach  a' 
mau  as  a  military  prisoner,  because  there 
were  other  men  imprisoned  for  offences 
which,  though  serious  military  offences, 
did  not  attach  any  moral  degradation  or 
moral  blame  in  the  ordinary  civilian  point 
of  view.  They  sent  to  military  prisons 
all  who  had  committed  comparatively 
small  breaches  of  discipline,  and  they 
sent  to  civil  prisons  those  who  were  not 
only  capable  of  being  treated  as  criminals, 
but  also  those  who,  in  regard  to  disci- 
pline, were  really  dangerous  men  and 
who  had  been  discharged  from  the  Army 
with  ignominy. 

Ur.  HANBURY  observed  that  the 
amendment  to  the  Act  of  1881,  which 
allowed  persons  to  be  discharged  with 
ignominy  for  purely  military  offences, 
was  clearly  against  the  intention  of  Par- 
liament previously  arrived  at,  and  was 
passed  without  the  knowledge  of  the 
House  after  12  o'clock  at  night. 

Mr.  BRODRICE  remarked  that  the 
whole  matter  was  carefully  debated  and 
considered  by  Lord  Randolph  Churchill's 
Committee,  and  the  opinion  of  the  House 
was  pronounced  upon  it. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  HANBURY  moved  the  following 
Kew  Clause 

(Amendment  of  44  ft  46  Tic,  c.  68,  a.  180, 
sab-sec.  (2). 
In  Sub-section  two  of  Section  one  hundred 
and  eight;  of  the  Army  Act,  the  woida  "being 
natives  of  India"  shall  be  omitted. 

The  sub-section  as  it  stood  seemed  to 
draw  a  distinction  between  the  natives  of 

India  and  any  man  of  white  blood  serving 
in  the  Army.  In  his  opinion  there  ought 
to  be  no  distinction  between  the  men  of 
different  races  serving  in  the  same  Army. 
If  it  was  the  fact  that  this  Act  relieved 
from  certain  responsibility  and  punish- 
ment men  of  European  blood  serving  in 
that  Army,  and  did  not  exempt  natives 
of  India,  it  was  drawing  a  distinction 
which  ought  not  to  be  drawn.  He  was 
told  on  good  authority  that  flogging 
existed  in  Her  Majesty's  Indian  Forces, 
but  he  was  told  that  owing  to  the  opera- 
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tion  of  the  Army  Act  and  the  insertion 
of  the  words  "being  natives  of  India,** 
the  native  in  the  Indian  Forces  was 
liable  to  flogging  and  the  white  man 
was  not.  If  that  was  so,  it  was 
a  most  invidious  and  most  unjustifiable 
distinction.  The  natives  of  India 
were  aa  amenable  to  discipline  as  any 
people  in  the  world,  and  if  flogging  was 
a  bad  thing  for  Englishmen,  it  was  also 
bad  for  the  natives  of  India.  They 
should  either  abolish  flogging  altogether 
or  treat  all  races  within  tiuAr  Army  upon 
the  same  footing.  It  was  a  monstrouB 
thing  that  flogging  should  be  retained 
even  for  the  natives  In  the  Indian  Forces. 
The  negroes  in  the  West  Indian  Regi- 
ments could  not  be  flogged,  and  it  ought 
not  to  be  in  the  power  of  anyone  to  inflict 
such  punishment  upon  the  natives  of 
India.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, now  his  attention  had  been  called 
to  this  matter,  would  see  that  it  was 
remedied. 

Clause  (Amendment  of  44  &  45  Vic.  c. 
58,  s.  180,  sub-seo.  (2),— (JIfr.  Hanbury^ 
— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H,  H.  Fowlir,  Wolver- 
lumpton,  £.)  said,  that  the  Army 
(Annual)  Bill  did  not  apply  to  Her 
Majesty's  Forces  in  India  who  were 
natives  of  India,  they  being  governed  fay 
the  Indian  Army  Act  and  the  Indian 
Articles  of  War.  The  power  of  the 
Indian  Government  to  create  that  Code 
was  originally  created  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  Act,  1833,  and  was  now 
vested  in  the  Viceroy  and  the  Legislative 
Council.  What  they  had  now  before 
them  was  the  Act  of  1869.  There  had 
been  no  Act  passed  in  India  since  1869. 
At  that  time,  of  course,  flogging  then  pre- 
vailed in  the  English  Aj-my.  It  had, 
however,  been  abo.lished  since  1869,  bat 
there  had  been  no  legislation  whatever  in 
India  upon  the  subject  of  the  Army  unce 
1869,  therefore  the  question  had  not  been 
raised  in  the  Govenunmt  of  India.  Aa  to 
the  question  of  flogging,  he  was  not  going 
to  differ  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  as  to 
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thedesirabilitj  of  there  being  no  distinctioD 
between  aoj  of  Her  Majesty's  soldiers, 
vfaetber  natives  of  India  or  G-reat 
Britain.  He  found,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
from  the  most  experienced  officers,  that 
the  pnnishment  ^  flogging  had  gone 
into  disuse  to  a  great  extent  in  the  Indian 
Army.  Nevertheless,  hia  attention  having 
been  directed  to  the  matter,  he  wonld 
also  call  the  attention  of  the  Government 
of  India  to  it.  Any  alteration  of  the 
law  in  the  Government  of  India  would 
have  to  be  made  by  an  Act  passed  in 
India. 

Mb.  HANBURT  :  Is  it  the  fact  that 
the  Indian  Articles  of  War  do  not  affect 
-    white  men  serving  in  India  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  No. 

Mb.  HANBUBY  :  Not  at  all  ? 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  :  No. 

Mb.  HANBUBY  said,  if  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  would  give  an  under- 
taking to  use  his  influence  iu  the  direc- 
tion ^  putting  a  stop  to  flogging  in  the 
Indian  Army  lie  would  not  press  this 
matter. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  Lest  there 
should  be  any  misapprehension  between 
myself  and  my  hon.  Friend  on  this  ques- 
tion I  should  like  to  repeat  that  what  I 
said  was  that  I  would  communicate  with 
the  Grovenuaent  of  India  on  the  subject, 
and  ascertain  wlmt  their  views  are.  It  will 
be  for  the  Government  of  India  to  take  the 
initiative  in  the  matter,  and  carry  out 
the  Acts.  I  will  lose  no  time  in  commu- 
nicating with  them,  and  stating  the  view 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  with  the 
general  approval  of  the  House, 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ; 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

J  LAW  LIBRARY,  FOUR  COURTS  (lEB- 
LAND)  BILL.— (No.  181.) 
COIPHTTBE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill" 


Mb.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  wished 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  had  considered  the  report  made  by  the 
Incorporated  Law  Society  of  Ireland  ? 
They  also,  as  well  as  the  Bar  of  Ireland, 
occupied  some  portion  of  the  building  of 
the  Four  Courts,  and  they  were  of 
opinion  they  had  a  ulaini  upon  this  fund 
for  necessary  improvements.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  believed,  had  indi- 
cated that  he  did  not  regard  the  matter 
as  one  that  could  be  brought  under  the 
authority  of  the  Bill.  It  might  be  satis- 
factory to  the  Law  Society  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  state  what  view 
he  took. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Moblet,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  thought  it  would  not  be 
possible  within  the  scope  of  this  Bill 
to  include  anything  like  a  further  ad- 
vance from  this  suitors'  fund  for  the 
purpose  indicated  by  the  demand  of  the 
Incorporated  Law  Society.  His  hon. 
Friend  would  observe  from  the  drawing 
of  the  Bill  that  there  was  .a  contingent 
liability  which  might  fall  upon  the 
British  Treasury  in  respect  to  any  ex- 
penditure over  the  £1S,000  provided  in 
the  Bill.  The  Government  had  no 
authority  to  impose  that  liability  on  the 
British  Treasniy,  and  the  object  of  the 
Incorporated  Law  Society  was  one,  so 
far  as  he  understood  it,  which  ooald 
not  be  met  by  means  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  then  moved  a 
formal  Amendment  in  Clause  1,  page  2, 
line  IS,  after  "King's  Inn,"  to  insert 
"  and  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court." 

Mb.  p.  A.  M'HUGH  (Leitrim,  N.) 
inquired  whether  any  special  accommo- 
dation was  to  be  obtained  for  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Press  in  the  Courts  in 
Dublin  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  I  said,  in 
answer  to  a  question  put  to  me  earlier 
in  to-day*8  proceedings,  that  the  demand 
for  adequate  accommodation  for  the 
members  of  the  Press  does  not  refer  to 
the  Library,  but  to  the  accommodation 
in  the  Courts,  and  that,  of  course,  is 
not  a  matter  with  which  this  Bill  is  con- 
cerned. 
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Hb.  p.  a.  M'HUGH:  Then,  Mr. 
CbairmaD,  I  beg  to  move  that  you 
report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
"  That  the  Cbainnau  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.  — (Mr*  P.  A. 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  :  I  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  withdraw  this  Motion. 
The  question  raised  hj  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  one  which  this  BUI  governs. 

Mr.  S£XT0N  said,  no  doubt  the 

Bill  was  only  concerned  with  the  Library. 
As  he  understood  the  question,  it  was 
not  a  question  of  stmctoral  alterations 
for  providing  the  accommodation,  but 
whether  in  the  Courts  as  they  were  now 
constructed  and  arranged  certain  seats 
should  or  should  not  be  reserved  for  the 
representatives  of  the  Press.  He  did 
not  himself  see  how  the  Bill  could  deal 
with  that  matter.  It  was  only  a  question 
of  how  the  accommodation  which  at 
{weeent  existed  should  be  apportioned 
among  the  members  of  the  'Frvm  and 
others.  He  thought  bis  hon.  Friend 
would  be  willing  not  to  press  bis  Motion 
for  Progress  if  the  right  boo.  Gentleman 
would  represent  to  the  authorities,  who- 
ever they  were,  who  bad  the  power 
of  apportioning  the  space  in  the  Courts 
Umoug  the  members  of  the  Press  and 
others,  that  the  Press  did  not  consider 
the  present  accommodation  satisfactory. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  It  is  for  the 
Judges  to  grant  better  accommodation 
to  the  Press  if  they  find  themselves  able 
to  do  so.  I  will  take  care  that  the 
representations  made  and  opinions  ex- 
pressed in  this  House,  that  it  is  desirable 
that  the  Press  should  have  better  ac- 
commodation, are  conveyed  to  the 
Judges. 

Mr.  bodkin  (Roscommon,  N.) 
thought  it  might  be  advisable  to  make 
some  slight  stmctoral  alterations  in  the 
Courts  for  the  accommodation  of  the 
reporters.  Hitherto  they  had  only  had 
places  by  the  courtesy  of  the  solicitors 
and  some  other  gentlemen^  and  they  had 
DO  definite  accommodation  of  iheir  own 


in  the  Courts.  A  very  slight  alteration 
in  the  arrangements  would  supply  the 

requisite  accommoJatioc.  The  difficulty 
had  largely  arisen  from  the  fact  that  a 
new  branch  had  been  added  to  the  train- 
ing of  law  students.  They  were  now 
required  to  attend  in  Court  and  take 
notes  of  cases,  and  they  bad  appropriated 
the  seats  which  were  heretofore  occapied 
by  the  reporters. 

Mr.  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N,)  said,  the 
members  ot  the  Press  in  Dublin  bad 
brought  this  tack  of  accommodation 
before  the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  who 
brought  it  before  the  Judges,  and  be  bad 
already  iu  his  two  Courts  of  the  Queen^s 
Bench  provided  accommodation  for  the 
Press.  The  members  of  the  Press  had 
since  then  held  a  meeting  at  which  thej 
passed  a  unanimous  vote  of  thanks  to 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  for  the  coarse  he 
had  adopted,  and  they  expressed  the  hope 
that  the  Lord  Chaucellor  and  the  other 
Judges  might  see  their  way  to  act  in  the 
same  manner. 

Mr.  P.  A.  M'HUGH:  I  accept  Ihe 
promise  of  the  Chief  Secretary  that 
adequate  accommodation  will  bo  pro- 
vided. 

Mr.  J.  MOBLE  T  :  I  did  not  say  that 
adequate  accommodation  would  be  pro- 
vided, but  I  said  thati  would  takecarethat 
the  representations  made  and  the  opiniona 
expressed  by  some  Members  of  t^is  House 
that  better  accommodation  should  be  pro- 
vided for  the  representatives  of  the  Press 
should  be  conveyed  to  the  proper  quarter. 

Motion  {Mr,  P.  A,  M'Hugk\  hj 
leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  (Mr,  J,  Morley)  agreed 
to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  coa* 
sidered  upon  Thursday. 

BBLIQI0U8   TB8T8  (IRELAND) 
BILL.— (No.  48.) 

SECOND  READINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond 
time."— (Jfr.  P.  A,  M^ffugk.) 
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•Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belftwt,  S.)  : 

ohjent  to  the  posBibility  of  a  Jesuit 
being  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 

Objection  being  taken,  SecondBeading 
deferred  till  To-mnrow. 

UOTD  ACTS  (IRELAND). 

MOTION  FOB  A  SELECT  COHHITTXE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*•  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  'to 
inqaire  into  and  report  upon  the  principles  and 

Sractice  the  Irish  Land  Commissioners  snd 
ounty  Court  Judges  in  canTing  out  Uie  fair 
rent  and  free  sale  proTisions  of  uie  Land  Acta 
of  1870, 1K8I,  and  1887,  and  of  the  Redemption 
of  Kent  Act  of  1891,  and  to  si^^t  such  im- 
provements in  Law  or  practice  as  they  may  deem 
to  be  jiesirable.' " — (Jwr.  J.  MorleyJ) 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  observed,  that  it  would  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House  that  a  discus- 
sion took  place  the  other  night  upon  the 
Adjournment  of  the  House  in  connection 
wlih  this  Motion.    He  could  not  help 
feeling  that  thejr  discussed  it  under 
circumstances  which  made  it  natural 
thai  a  misundOTstandiug  should  arise 
as  to  the   Motion.     It   was  repre- 
sented   by    some     that     there  was 
a  desire  to  prevent  the  Committee  being 
appointed,  and  that  Uio  block  to  the 
Motion  was  put  down  for  no  other  pur- 
pose than  to  stop  investigation  into  the 
working  of  the  Irish  Laud  Acts.  From 
such  inquiries  as  he  had  been  able  to 
make  from  those  who  had  put  down 
notices  of  objection,  he  was  able  to  sa)' 
that  no  such  intention  was  ever  enter- 
tained by  them.   They  did  desire  that 
there  should  be  some  discussion  as  to 
the  terms  of  the  Reference  before  the 
Reference  was  agreed  to,  but  they  never 
expressed  in  this  House  nor  entertained 
the  slightest  desire  that  the  inquiry  should 
be  barked.     He  would  point  out  that  on 
last  Wednesday  a  Land  Bill  was  brought 
forward  with  far-reaching  proposals  with 
regard  to  Irish  land  tenure,  which  passed 
its  Second  Reading,  and  it  was  thought 
by  mftny  Members  of  the  House  that  it 
was  not  consistent  with  the  conduct  of 
Fariiamentary  business  that  the  House  at 
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the  same  time  should  be  occupied  up- 
stairs with  the  discussion  of  the  prinoiples 
and  practice  of  the  Land  Acts,  and 
occupied  downstairs  with  a  Bill  on  the 
same  subject.  He  had  always  expressed 
his  desire  that  the  Committee  should  be 
appointed,  and  he  thought  that  his  hon. 
Friends  would  be  well  advised,  in  view  of 
the  erroneous  interpretation  which  had 
been  put  upon  their  action,  to  withdraw 
their  opposition.  What  they  wanted 
was  a  Committee  to  make  the  inquiry  as 
soon  as  possible.  He  did  not  believe 
that  any  serious  progress  could  be  made 
with  the  Bill  read  a  second  time  on 
Wednesday  pending  the  inquiry  which 
was  to  be  held.  As  an  expression  vX. 
opinion  had  been  given  on  the  last  occa- 
sion on  which  the  matter  was  before  the 
House  that  the  Bill  would  not  be  pro- 
ceeded with  pending  the  Report  of  the 
Committee,  he  would  suggest  that  there 
should  be  no  farther  block  to  the  Motion 
for  the  appointment  of  the  Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

LONDON  STREETS  AND  BUILDINGS  BILL. 

Mr.  Eimber,  Dr.  Hunter,  Mr.  Lough,  Captain 
Siaclair,  Mr.  Whitmore,  and  Mr.  Stuart- Wortlej 
were  nomioated  Members  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  TioodoQ  Streets  and  Buildinn 
BUL— (Jfr.  T.  it  Mli$.^ 

VBUS  AND  BniLDING  LEASES 

(scotlakd). 

Ordered.  That  the  Minutes  of  Evidence  taken 

before  the  Select  Committee  oa  Feus  and 
Leases  (Scotland),  in  Beaaion  1893-1,  be  referred 
to  the  Select  Committee  on  Fens  and  Building 
Lessea  (8cotland).-(7A«  Lord  Adweate,-) 

FIITAKCIAL  BTATBHBNT  (1894-S). 
Copy  ordered — 

"  Of  Statemrat  of  Revenue  and  Expenditure 
as  laid  before  the  House  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  when  opeuiDK  the  Budset."— 
iSir  J,  T.  HibheH.-) 

Copy  presented  accordingly  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  68.] 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled 
"  An  Act  for  Amending  the  Law  with 
respect  to  the  Tune  for  holding  Mid- 
sammer  Quarter  Sessions."  [Qnarter 
Sessions  (Midsummer)  Bill  [Loras].] 
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QUABTEB  SESSIONS  (MIDSUHUEB) 
BILL  IZordt]. 

Bead  the  first  time  ;  to  bereadaBecond 
time  upon  TimndaT,  and  to  be  printed. 
[BUI  162.] 

STATUTE  LAW  BBTISION  BILLS,  &c. 

liords  Message  [12th  April]  relative 
to  the  appointment  of  a  Joint  Committee 
on  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills,  Ac,  con- 
sidered. 

Oidered,  That  a  Select  Committee  of  Six 
Hembera  be  appointed  to  join  with  the  Com- 
mittee appoint«»l  by  the  iJords  (as  mentioned 
in  their  Loidshipa'  Measnge  of  the  12th  April), 
■  to  consider  all  Statute  Law  Revisioa  Bills  and 
Consolidation  Bills  of  the  present  SesstOQ. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Iiorda 
to  acquaint  them  therewith. 

Committee  nominated  of  : — Mr.  Ambrose,  Mr. 
Bryce,  Sir  Edward  Clarke,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Ur,  Howell,  and  Mr.  Solicitor  Oeneral. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quortmi.— (Jfr. 
T.  £.  MIUJ) 

MESSAGE  FBOU  THE  L0BD8. 
Merchant  Shipping  Bill, — That 
they  do  concur  with  this  House  in  their 
Besolution  **That  it  is  expedient  that 
the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill  be  committed 
to  a  Joint  Committee  of  Lords  and  Com- 
mons," as  desired  by  this  Hoase ;  and 
have  further  Besolved,  That  it  is  ex- 
pedient that  the  said  Committee  be  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Statute  Law  Bevi- 
sion  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills. 

liOrds  Message  to  be  considered  forth- 
with. 

Besolved,  That  this  House  doth  concur 
with  the  Lords  in  their  further  Resolu- 
tion. 

Ordered,  That  the  Merchant  Shipping 
Bill  be  committed  to  the  Joint  Committee 
on  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Con- 
solidation Bills. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to 
the  Lords  to  acquaint  them  therewith. — 

COMMONS  ACT,  1876  (LUTON  COMMONS). 

Paper  [presented  13th  April]  to  be 
printed.  £No.66.] 


DIVORCE  AND  MATBIMONIAL  CAUSES. 

Betnm  [presented  18th  April]  to  be 
printed.   [No.  67.] 

ABMY  (MILITIA). 

Copy  presented, — of  Further  Regula- 
tions relating  to  the  Militia  [by  Act]  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

ABMY  (EESERVE). 

Copy  presented, — of  Farther  B^ula- 
tions  relating  to  the  Army  Reserve  [by 
Act]  ;  to  He  upon  the  Table. 

FOREIGN  TBADE. 

Copy  presented, — of  Statistical  Tables 
relating  to  the  Progress  of  the  Foreign 
Trade  of  the  United  Kingdom  and  of 
other  Countries  in  recent  years ;  with 
Report  to  the  Board  of  Trade  hereon 
[by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

COUNTY  TBBASUBEB'S  FEB  FUND 

(IRELAND). 
Account  presented, — for  the  yearended 
2dth  March  1894  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

AMERICAN   HAIL  SEBTICE. 

Return  presented, — ^relative  thereto 
(in  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
No.  170,  of  Session  1893)  [ordered  4th 
April ;  Sir  John  Lenff"]  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

PUBLIC    BECOEDS   (CITY  OF 
BIRMINGHAM). 

Copy  presented, — of  Schedule  of  Docu- 
ments in  the  Offices  of  the  Clerk  of  the 
Peace  for  the  City  of  Birmingham  which 
are  not  considered  of  soffioient  paUie 
value  to  justify  their  preservatioa  in  the 
Public  Record  Ofl^  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES), 

Copy  presented,— «f  Minute  ci  the 
17th  April,  1894,  by  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,  modifying  Article 
73  of  the  Day  School  Code  (1894)  [by 
C(»umand]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Hoase  adjourned  at  half  after 
Two  o'clock. 
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attOUSE     OF  LORDS, 
Tuesday,  17 tk  April  1894. 


ABUr  (ANNUAL)  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  Bead  !■ ; 

to  be  printed.  (No.  24.) 

Lord  SANDHURST  gave  notice  that 
he  would  on  Thursday  move  the  suspen- 
sion of  the  Standing  Orders  with  a  view 
to  passing  the  Bill  through  all  its  stages 
forthwith,  bo  that  it  might  receive  the 
Royal  Assent  on  Monday. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY : 
I  am  loth  to  comment  on  the  voice  and 
tone  of  the  noble  Lord,  but  that  is  rather 
an  imp3rtant  Motion,  and  I  hope  the 
House  understands  that  if  there  are  any 
Amendments  proposed  in  the  Bill  objec- 
tion must  be  taken  to  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Lord.    I  have  none  of  my  own. 

Lord  SANDHURST  said,  he  did  not 
propose  to  provoke  any  controversy  upon 
the  Bill  in  their  Lordships'  House. 

7  ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  ACT,  1869,  AND 
AMENDING  ACTS,  AND  WELSH  INTER- 
ME  DUTE  E  DUC  ATION  ACT,  1889 
(SCHEME  FOB  THE  OODNTr  OF 
ANGLESEY). 

MOTION  FOR  AN  ADDRESS. 

J    The  Bishop  of  BANGOR  moved — 

"  Thatan  humble  address  be  preiiented  to  Her 
Miqesty,  prating  Her  to  withhold  Her  Aasent 
from  the  Scheme  for  the  administratioa  ot  the 
foods  applicable  to  the  intermediate  and 
technical  edocation  of  the  lohabitaats  of  the 
Coonty  of  Anglewy." 

■  He  said,  the  Scheme  had  been  framed 
ia  pursiunce  of  the  Welsh  Intermediate 
Education  Act  of  1889,  which  was  passed 
as  a  compromise  between  two  conflicting 
opinions  at  the  time.  Under  the  Act  a 
Joint  Committee  was  constituted,  and 
proposals  for  a  Scheme  were  made  by  a 
Joint  Committee,  three  members  of 
which  were  appointed  by  the  County 
Council  and  two  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, and  afterwards  submitted  to 
the  Charity  Commissioners  to  be  drafted 
and  put  into  shape  with  or  without  modi- 
fication ;  and  the  Scheme  was  finally 
approved  by  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education.  If  those  three  bodies  had 
treated  those  who  differed  from  them  as 
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to  the  details  of  this  Scheme  for  the 
county  with  some  fair  amount  of  sym- 
pathy and  cousideration,  there  would  be 
no  necessity  for  him  to  call  attention  to 
the  matter.  The  chief  blame  he  threw 
on  the  Charity  Commissioners,  who, 
although  tbey  sent  down  an  Assistant 
Commissioner  to  hear  the  views  of  the 
trustees,  paid  no  attention  to  their  repre- 
sentations. The  Ctiarity  Commissioners 
had  adopted  throughout  an  nucompro- 
mising  attitude,  much  to  be  regretted, 
because  it  had  estranged  the  sympathies 
of  many  who  had  the  educational 
interests  of  the  locality  closely  at 
heart.  What  were  the  objections  ? 
There  were  two  main  objections  to  the 
Scheme,  the  first  relating  to  the  Head 
Master,  and  the  second  to  the  es:istiug 
hereditary  feoffees  of  Hughert^s  Charity, 
Beaumaris.  Under  the  Sclieme  the 
Head  Master,  who  had  for  mauy  years 
conducted  the  school  with  considerable 
success,  would  find  his  income  radnced 
from  £f>00  to  £300  a  year  or  less.  Ho 
compensation  had  been  offere.l  liim,  and 
he  had  not  been  treated  in  an  equitable 
manner.  Two  new  bodies  were  to  be 
created,  one  the  County  (jroverning 
Authority  and  the  other  t  he  Local 
Governing  Body,  the  former  holding  the 
purse,  and,  in  fact,  having  the  power  of 
appointing  and  '  dismissing  the  Head 
Master.  But  how  did  the  Scheme  Seal 
with  the  existing  trustees  ?  Tbey  did 
not  claim  that  they  should  be  a  majority 
of  the  County  Governing  Body,  but 
only  that  they  should  have  a  voice  in  tlie 
future  management  of  the  charity. 
The  Scheme,  however,  swept  away  the 
existing  trustees  altogether,  and  did  not 
give  them  a  single  representative.  They 
only  asked  that  tbey  should  have,  say, 
two  representatives  ;  if  even  one  had 
been  offered  they  should  have  been  satis- 
fied. He  had  discussed  this  matter  with 
many  extreme  Radicals,  but  he  had 
never  found  one  who  defended  this 
action,  and  he  was  anxious  to  hear 
whether  any  Member  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  defend  tbeir  action 
in  sweeping  away  the  existing  trustees. 
The  Scheme  was  unjust  to  the  Head 
Master,  and  most  unjust  to  the  present 
trustees,  and  accordingly  he  submitted 
that  it  should  be  rejected  by  theh-  Lord- 
ships. Objection  had  been  made  that 
delay  would  be  caused  ;  but  practically 
the  delay  would  only  be  for  a  few 
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months,  auj  the  Scheme  would  be 
brought  into  working  order  uext  year. 
It  was  difficult  for  Churcbmea  in  Wales 
to  help  in  the  promotion  of  inter- 
mediate  and  higher  education,  and  for 
this  reason — that  wherever  thwe  was  a 
body  with  a  majority  even  of  one 
against  them  Churchpeople  would  be 
excluded  from  their  fair  share  in  the 
formation  of  these  institutions,  and  he 
was  afraid  that  of  late  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  given  some  support  to 
that  narrow  and  exclusive  policy.  All  be 
could  say  was  that,1u  spite  of  all  tliis,  they 
had  done  and  would  do  their  utmost  at 
a!l  times  to  obtain  a  Scheme  under  which 
they  should  have  fair  representation. 

Moved — 

"  That  an  homble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  prafing  Her  to  withhold  Her 
ABsent  from  the  Scheme  ibi  t^e  administration 
of  the  fnnds  applicable  to  the  intermediate  and 
technical  education  of  the  Inhabitants  of  the 
County  of  Anglesey." — (Jhe  Lord  JBithup  nf 
Bangor^ 

•Lord  PLATFAIR  said,  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  had  moved  his  Motion  in  a 
very  temperate  speech,  and  he  hoped  to 
convince  him  that  it  was  not  necessary 
or  desirable  to  ask  their  Lordships  to 
take  a  Division  upon  this  Scheme,  be- 
canse  it  was  in  no  respect  different  from 
the  others  which  the  House  had  already 
confirmed,  especially  the  Carnarvon 
Scheme,  in  which  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  took  very  considerable  interest. 
The  next  Scheme  contained  a  clause 
which  was  outside  the  Welsh  Interme- 
diate Act  with  regard  to  religious  obser- 
vance, but  here  there  was  no  such 
clause  ;  it  was  all  within  the  statutory 
powers  which  their  Lordships  joined  in 
passing  in  1889  for  the  promotion  of 
intermediate  education  in  Wales.  The 
Beaumaris  Grammar  School  Endowment 
was  formed  so  long  ago  as  1603.  It 
was  8D  extremely  liberal  plan  at  that 
time,  there  being  no  restriction  as  to 
localities.  There  were  no  religious  ob- 
servances to  be  followed.  There  was 
nothing  said  about  religious  instruction 
except  the  fact  that  the  Bishop  of 
Bangor  was  to  be  ftv  officio  one  of  the 
trustees  lof  the  school,  and  was  also  to 
give  approval  to  the  Regulations  under 
which  it  was  conducted,  and  this  might  be 
said  to  amount  by  implication  to  a  sort 
of  stipulation  as  to  the  kind  of  religion 
that  waa  to  be  taught.  For  50  years 
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afterwards    nothing    was     added  to 
the  foundation  in    regard  to  religion. 
The  anoount  of  the  endowment  was 
£900.    The  great  difficuIU^in  promoting 
intermediate  education  in  Wales  was  that 
the  amount  of  the  etidowmeuts  was  so 
small  compared  with  that  of  the  educa- 
tional   endowments    of    England.  lu 
Anglesey  the  total  endowment  amounted 
to  £2,220.    Originally,  the  Scheme  pro- 
posed by  the  Joint  Committee  was  that 
only  £330  should  be  given  to  the  school 
at  Beaumaris,  but  that  was  thought  by  the 
Charity  Commissioners  to  be  too  little, 
and  one-half  of  the  eudowment  was  given 
to  the  school.    The  Intermediate  Educa- 
tion Act  said  that  endowments  were  to 
be  used  for  the  benefit  of  the  county  at 
large  and  not  of  any  particular  school, 
and  under  the  Scheme  Uie  benefits  of  the 
endowments  were  to  be  extended  to 
schools  at  Holyhead  and  Llangefni,  at 
which  160  boys  and  100  girls  were  to  be 
taught.  It  was  quite  true  that  none  of  the 
trustees  of  the  existing  schools  were  to 
be  upon  the  county  government.  Uow 
could  they  bo  with  any  propriety  ?  They 
had  ceased  to  have  any  educational  func- 
tions whatever,  and  all   they  would 
uow  have  to  do  was  to  manage  the 
almshouses  which  were  part   of  the 
original  foundation.   They  bad,  how- 
ever, two  representatives  on  the  Local 
Governing  Body  of  the  Beaumaris  school. 
The  Bishop  ot  Bangor  was  ex  officio  & 
trustee  of  Beaumaris  school,  but  in  the 
general  county  system  into  which  that 
school  had  been  merged  there  were  no 
Bishops  as  ex  officio  representatives,  and 
therefore  the  right  rev.  Prelate  could 
not  be  placed  on  the  new  Goveruing 
Body  in  that  capacity.     The  Charity 
CommisBtoners  had  no  power  to  give  the 
Head  Master  of  the  school  compensa- 
tion, but  they  did  the  best  they  could  for 
him  by  making  him  theHead'Master  of  the 
school  under  the  new  arrangement.  He 
did  not  think  the  question  of  religiooa 
teaching  came  into  this  case  with  any 
strength — it  would,  no  doubt,  in  the  next 
Scheme  to  come  before  their  Lordships. 
There  was  nothing  in  this  Scheme  with 
reference  to  religious  education  which 
had  not  been  in  the  Schemes  already 
passed  by  the  House,  and  it  was  exactly 
on  all-fours  with  the  Carnarvon  Scheme, 
in  which  the  further  difficulty  occurred 
that  it  comprised  a  school  founded  by 
the  Dean  <»  Bangor,  but  the  House 
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thought  it  should  be  treated  as  a  Couuly 
School  \u  the  General  Countv  Scheme. 

The  BisHOr  op  BANGOR  said,  in 
that  case  he  had  objected  to  the  County 
Authority  forming  part  of  the  Gorerniug 
Body. 

Lord  PLAYFAIB  hoped,  as  oo  that 
occasion  the  right  rev.  Prelate  did  oot  go 
to  a  DiTisiou  ou  thequestiou,  he  also  would 
refraiD  from  doing  so  io  regard  to  this 
Scheme,  affecting  intermediate  education 
in  one  of  the  most  important  couuties  in 
Wales,  and  there  being  nothing  in  it 
contrary  to  the  principles  whicb  had 
guided  the  House  oo  previous  occasions. 

•Lord  STANLEY  ok  ALDERLEY 
said,  he  would  not  aild  anything  as  to 
the  iujuatice  to  the  Head  Master,  or  that 
done  by  disturbing  this  school,  which 
had  performed  good  work  for  nearly  300 
years,  for  the  very  problematical  benefit 
to  be  derived  from  this  new  Scheme.  The 
large  number  of  G^)verno^a  for  the  various 
schools  was  unsatisfactory,  aud  in  one 
instance  of  late  atthe  Bangor  College  con- 
siderable scandal  had  arisen  through  the 
action  of  the  Governors.  The  promotoraof 
the  Scheme  appeared  not  to  have  calcu- 
lated how  far  their  money  would  go,  and 
were  too  ambitious,  while  they  would  pay 
small  salaries  Uiough  requiring  high 
qnalificationB,  and  imposing  hard  condi- 
tions. The  Governors  appointed  by  the 
County  Council  would  be  able  to  interfere 
too  much  in  the  school  management ;  and 
what  was  the  use  of  the  daughters  of 
Anglesey  farmers  learning  French  and 
other  modern  languages?  though  those 
subjects  might  be  of  use  to  tbeboys  as  com- 
mercial travellers.  The  noble  Lord  had 
said  the  endowment  was  worth  £2,220, 
but  the  Scheme  did  uot  mention  more 
than  £1,207,  and  a  low  calculation  of  ex- 
penses, for  masters,  mistresses,  and  so  on, 
came  out  at  £1,680  to  £1,860,  without 
taking  into  consideration  either  taxes, 
repairs,  or  insurance.  The  Scheme  con- 
templated the  possibility  of  the  trustees 
of  the  Hugh  Hughes  Charity  Bequest 
giving  £1,000  to  the  Holyhead  Building 
Fund,  but  the  late  Attorney  General  (Sir 
B.  Webster)  had  drawn  up  a  Scheme 
for  that  charity,  which  the  trustees 
could  not  alter. 

•The  Eabl  of  CRANBROOK  :  My 
Lords,  I  have  great  sympathy  with  what 
bus  been  said  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate, 
but  I  am  quite  unable  to  see  any  ground 
for  npsettiog  thi^  S^eme,  which  has 


been  prepared  in  the  ordinary  way,  and 
is  in  conformity  with  other  Schemes  which 
have  been  passed  by  this  House  without 
objection.  I  regret  very  much  that  the 
Master  should  have  doubt  as  to  his 
future  income,  but  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners  should  under  their  great  powers 
have  a  mission  to  devise  a  proper  dis- 
tribution of  the  educational  endow- 
ments. With  regard  to  the  trustees 
appointed  to  form  a  Local  Body  for 
the  government  of  the  school  In  Beau- 
maris, the  old  feoffees  will,  to  a  certain 
extent,  be  represented.  Parliament  has 
given  the  Charity  Commissioners  power 
to  deal  with  these  educatioual  endow- 
ments, and  I  understand  that  iu  this  case 
they  have  extended  the  benetits  to  the 
whole  county,  reserving  a  certain  part 
for  the  existing  school  at  Beaumaris, 
which  is  not  very  large.  I  am  afraid 
that,  under  all  these  Schemes  passed  by 
the  Charity  Commissioners,  there  will 
always  be  a  sore  feeling  among  those 
who  would  seem  to  be  dispossessed.  But 
iu  this  case  it  seems  to  me  there  is  no 
such  special  ground  for  putting  an  end 
to  a  Scheme  which  has  been  so  elabo- 
rately prepared,  whicii  has  gone  through 
all  the  forms  of  examination  required, 
and  is,  at  the  end,  in  conformity  with  the 
plan  which  has  been  adopted  by  tb»^ 
House. 

On  question,  resolved  in  the  negative. 

ENDOWED   SCHOOLS   ACT,  1869,   AKD  v. 
AUENDING  ACTS,  AKD  WELSH  IN- 
TEBMEDIATE  EDUCATION  ACT,  1889, 
(SCHEME   FOB   THE    COUNTY  OP 

FLINT.) 

MOTION  FOB  AN  ADDRESS. 

The    Bishop    of     St.  ASAPH 

moved — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majeety,  praying  Her  to  withhold  Her  Assent 
to  the  following  portion  of  the  Flintshire  Eda- 
cation  Scheme  :  Ctaiue  98,  Sub-section  (Jt),  from 
the  word  *  boarding  honae '  to  the  end,  and  the 
whole  of  Sub-section  (c)." 

He  said  that,  before  coming  to  the 
Motion,  he  desired  to  point  out  that  the 
Welsh  Intermediate  Education  Act  was 
in  principle  and  purpose  accepted  by  both 
political  Parties,  and  it  was  a  matter  of 
regret  that  in  the  administration  of  that 
Act  provisions  had  been  pot  forth  in 
some  of  the  County  Schemes  which  were 
at  variance  with  the  spirit  and  intention 
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of  the  Act  itself.  The  Motion  which  he 
proposed  would  not  delay  the  adoption  of 
this  particular  County  Scheme  by  one 
day,  while  it  would,  in  his  opinion, 
greatly  improve  that  Scheme  in  principle 
and  practice.  Fortunately,  hie  Motion 
was  word  for  word  the  same  as  the 
Amendment  passed  by  that  House  on  the 
4th  of  last  September  in  the  case  of  the 
MerioDethshire  Scheme,  and  he  only 
asked  the  House  to  re-affirm  their  decision 
in  the  easeof  Flintshire.  The  provisions 
omitted  in  the  Merionethshire  Scheme, 
and  which  he  now  proposed  should'be 
omitted  in  the  Flintshire  Scheme,  intro- 
duced the  UDdenominatiooal  system  of 
religious  teaching  and  worship  into 
boarding  bouses.  The  system  was  dis- 
tinctly and  decisively  rejected  in  another^ 
place  when  the  Welsh  Act  was  discussed 
in  Committee  on  July  23,  1889.  The 
provisions  which  he  proposed  to  omit 
attempted  to  set  aside  ^at  decision.  The 
following  were  sections  (hi)  and  (e)  of 
Clause  93  of  the  Flint  Scheme,  with  the 
words  he  proposed  to  omit  enclosed  in 
brackets — 

"  (ft)  Christian  family  worship  shall  6e  held 
dally  in  the  hostel  or  boarding  hoase,  [but  in 
Uie  fami1j[  worship  so  held  the  formnlaries  of 
any  particalar  denomination  shall  not  be 
used. 

"  (f)  In  the  course  of  any  general  Chriatian 
religious  teaching  given  in  the  host«l  or 
botuding  bouse  the  formularies  of  any  particular 
denomination  shall  not  be  used,  nor  shall  the 
distinctive  tenets  of  any  particiilar  denomina- 
tion be  taught,  provided  that  the  person  in 
charge  of  a  boarding  house,  if  the  county 
governing  so  allow,  and  snbject  to  any  regula- 
tion they  may  make  on  the  sabject,  may, 
separately  from  such  general  religious  teaching 
(if  any),  give,  either  by  himself  or  by  deputy, 
religious  instruction  of  a  denominatioDal 
character,  but  only  to  those  scholari  whose 
parents  have,  in  writing,  expressed  a  wish  for 
sach  Instruction."] 

The  question  of  the  religious  teaching  of 
boarders  was  left  to  be  regulated  in 
Wales,  as  in  England^  by  Clause  16  of 
the  Endowed  Schools  Act  of  1869.  He 
could  not  recall  the  provisions  of  that 
Act  in  any  better  way  than  by  quoting 
the  words  used  by  the  late  Mr.  W.  £. 
Fonter  wheo  he  introduced  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Act  of  1869 — 

"  Bat  while,"  he  said,  "  we  give  the  greatest 
possible  power  and  latitude  to  the  parents  to 
ensuie  that  they  maj  share  the  advantage  of 
theee  public  schooU  without  having  their 
religious  views  interfered  with,  we  have  also 
borne  thin  In  mind — that  the  position  of  day 
and  boarding  wdtools  is  very  different.  The 
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master  of  a  day  school  has  the  care  and  snperin* 

tendenceof  the  boys  while  they  are  in  the  school, 
but  the  parentn  hare  the  real  charge  of  their 
moral  and  spiritual  welfare.  But,  when  you 
send  a  boy  to  a  boarding  school,  you  give  the 
master  the  trust  and  the  responfibility  of 
superintending  the  moral  ami  spiritual  teach- 
ing of  the  boy  in  your  place." 

This  was  the  principle  of  the  Act  of 
1869,  and  was  the  principle  admitted  in 
the  Actof  1873.  It  was  admitted  aftera 
distinct  prc^tosal  to  the  contrary  in  the 
Welsh  Intermediate  Act.  Surely  no 
principle  could  have  received  more  dis- 
tinct and  decisive  legislative  expression. 
This  principle  and  compact  were  of  such 
commanding  importance  that  if  it  was  to 
be  set  aside  the  question  ought  to  be 
dealt  with  openly  and  deliberately  in  Par- 
liament, and  such  a  revision  of  the  Scheme 
ought  not  to  be  adroitly  slipped  into  a 
corner  of  tbe  Scheme  for  a  Welsh  county, 
and  so  permitted  to  bedecreed  by  authority. 
This  was  not  a  Welsh  question  merely. 
It  was  not  a  question  of  the  Welsh  Act 
alone,  but  it  was  a  deliberate  and  re- 
peated attempt  to  set  aside  the  priociple 
and  distinct  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
1869.  In  the  Debate,  when  a  similar 
Amendment  was  moved  to  tbe  Merioneth- 
shire Scheme,  the  noble  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  said  that  these  provisions,  if 
passed,  would  not  destroy  religious  be- 
lief or  promote  infidelity,  and  that  the 
difficulties  would  be  more  imaginary  than 
real.  The  family  worship  which  was 
prohibited  any  definite  or  doooroinational 
expression  of  its  faith  was,  he  thought, 
hardly  likely  to  conduce  to  the  strengthen* 
ing  of  religious  belief  in  tbe  mind  and 
heart  of  a  boy.  His  experience,  as  Head 
Master  of  one  of  the  largest  schools  in 
Wales,  would  induce  him  to  plead  for 
absolute  freedom  of  contract  in  the  re- 
ligious teaching  of  boarders  between 
masterand  parent.  Thedifficultiesof  such 
freedom  were  more  imaginary  than  real. 
He  failed  to  understand  why  an  attempt 
to  upset  the  compact  of  1869  should  again 
be  thrust  into  one  of  the  Welsh  ScheuMS 
after  it  had  been  deliberately  excloded 
from  the  Welsh  Act  of  1869  and  also  in 
the  Merionethshire  Scheme.  He  appealed 
to  their  Lordships  to  opbold  the  principle 
of  the  Act  of  1869,  and  to  mark  with 
their  disapprobation  this  persistent  and 
most  ill-advised  attempt  to  introduce  into 
our  educational  system  a  change  of  far- 
reaching  importance  by  a  side  wind.  If 
the  question  of  the  religious  teaching  of 
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boarders  in  our  public  schools  was  to  be 
raised,  let  it  be  raised  openly,  so  that  all 
might  know  what  was  really  being  pro- 
posed. 

Moved — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Mftjeaty,  praying  Her  to  withhold  Her 
Assent  to  the  following  portion  of  the  FlintHbire 
EducatlfHi  Scheme  :— Clause  93,sub-eection  (b), 
from  the  word  '  boarding^honse  to  the  end,  and 
the  whole  <tf  Bab-fiectfon  (e)."~(Tke  Lord 
Bukop  0f8t.  Atapk.') 

•Lord  PLAYFAIR  said,  the  change 
which  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  made 
in  the  form  of  his  Motion  rendered  it 
mnch  more  easy  to  discuss  the  Scheme 
before  the  House.  Originally,  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  was  to 
reject  the  whole  Scheme,  but  he  was 
glad  that  the  present  proposal  was  only 
to  reject  part  of  CUnse  98. 

The  Bishop  of  St.  ASAPH  said, 
that  had  been  put  down  by  mistake. 
He  never  intended  to  propose  the  rejec- 
tton  of  the  whole  Scheme. 

•LOBD  PLAYFAIK  said,  he  had,  of 
course,  taken  it  in  the  form  in  which 
it  appeared  on  the  I^per.  It  was  rather 
startling,  because  it  so  happened  that 
not  a  particle  of  opposition  had  appeared 
in  the  County  of  Flint  to  the  Scheme. 
Not  one  of  the  Governing  Bodies  of  the 
schools  in  Flint  had  made  any  complaint 
of  the  Scheme.  The  right  rev.  Prelate 
was  right  iu  saying  that  Clause  93, 
which  he  proposed  to  amend,  was  not 
contained  iu  many  of  the  Schemes  which 
had  come  before  their  Lordships.  It 
was.  however,  in  the  Merionethshire 
Scheme,  and  was  rejected  by  their  Lord- 
ships' House.  The  Welsh  people  natu- 
rally  have  a  great  desire  that  they  should 
obtain  teaching  without  formularies  and 
without  any  distinctive  denominatiooal 
character.  The  Committee  of  1881 
pointed  out  that,  although  three-fourths 
of  the  people  of  Wales  were  Noncon- 
formists, the  religious  services  kept  up 
in  the  grammar  schools  bad  appeared  to 
make  the  pupils  of  the  schools  two- 
thirds  Churchmen  aud  only  one-third 
Nonconformists.  The  maintenance  of 
particular  religious  servicesinthe  schools 
bad  preveDted  Nonconformists  receiv- 
uig  higher  and  secondaiy  educa- 
tion. The  Joint  Committee  appointed 
by  the  Flint  Coanty  Council  pro- 
posed a  more  exclusive  proposal  than 
that  now  contained  in  Clause  93.  They 


Act,  2 869 J  ^e. 


60i 


proposed  that  under  no  condition  should 
there  be  denominational  education  in  the 
boarding-house — that  there  should  be 
Ciiristian  teaching,  but  no  formularies  or 

catechisms.  That  was  not  accepted  by 
the  Department.  The  Department  in 
this  93rd  clause  gave  permission  to  the 
master  or  head  of  the  boardiug-house  or 
lodging-house  to  give  religious  education 
according  to  his  own  views  provided  the 
parents  were  willing  their  children  should 
accept  such  education.  Therefore,  they 
modified  the  proposal  of  the  County 
Council  considerably,  and  that  was  con- 
tained in  Ihe  Merionethshire  Scheme 
which  tbeu-  Lordships  rejected.  He  had 
only  to  say  that  ^e  people  of  Wales 
were  extremely  anxious  that  there  should 
bene  difficulties  in  regard  to  the  secondary 
education  of  the  country,  and  that  the 
compromise  which  the  Education  De- 
partment had  made  should  not  be  inter- 
fered with.  This  compromise  would 
enable  the  Welsh  people  to  obtain  educa- 
tion without  any  of  those  disqualifying 
iufluences  which  attended  the  grammar 
schools  before  the  Education  Act  waa 
passed.  He  hoped  their  JLordshipa  would 
consider  that  there  had  been  a  ^ir  com- 
promise come  to,  and  would  not  consent 
to  the  mutilation  of  Clanse  93. 

*The  Abghbishop  of  CANTER- 
BURY said,  he  did  not  understand  that 
it  was  proposed  to  reject  the  whole 
of  Clause  93,  but  only  one-half  of  sub- 
clause (6),  from  the  word  "  boarding- 
house  "  to  the  end. 

Lord  PLAYFAIR  said,  that  was  so. 
*The  Abchbishop  of  CANTER- 
BURY said,  that  all  over  England  and 
Wales  the  Vrayer  Book  of  the  Church  of 
England  was  constantly  used  in  family 
worship,  not  only  by  Church  people,  but 
by  Nonconformists.  There  were  large 
denominations  in  which  the  chief  part  of 
the  service  was  selected  from  the  Church 
Prayer  Book,  and  he  waa  sure  that  the 
masters  of  boarding-houses  themselves 
would  feel  that  their  liberty  iu  dealing 
with  the  moral  and  spiritual  education  of 
boys  iu  their  schooU  would  be  seriously 
interfered  with  if  they  were  told  that  they 
might  not  use  the  formularies — even  a 
few  of  the  beautiful  Collects,  or  the  Con- 
fession contained  in  the  Prayer  Book  of 
the  Church.  If  boys  goiug  to  the  board- 
ing-houses found  the  Prayer  Book  might 
not  be  usaAf  it  would  cast  a  consider- 
able slnr  upon  that  which  at  home  and 
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in  their  public  worship  they  had  been 
taught  to  regard  as  Teoerable  and  sacred 
from  their  earliest  years.  The  next 
stage,  then,  would  be  that  people  would 
naturally  desire  to  provide  boarding- 
houses  for  tiiemselves,  where  Church  of 
England  children  would  be  received, 
and  would  get  the  spiritual  instruc- 
tion to  which  they  had  been  used 
from  their  childhood.  But  this  clause 
positively  prevented  even  that.  This 
clause  wo\itd  prevent  the  establish- 
ment of  any  school  boarding-honse  in 
Wales  where  Church  of  England  boys 
could  be  gathered  together  in  worship 
under  a  Church  of  England  master.  He 
could  speak  with  considerable  experience 
on  this  matter.  When  he  was  connected 
with  a  large  school  he  never  knew 
objection  to  be  taken  to  the  use  of  the 
English  Prayer  Book  by  Presbyterian  or 
Nonconformist  parents,  or  even  by  Roman 
Catholics.  If  this  elanse  were  agreed 
to,  the  use  of  the  Church  of  England 
Prayer  Book  for  Church  of  England 
boys  would  no  longer  be  permitted,  and 
they  would  not  even  be  allowed  to  make 
a  "camp  of  refuge"  for  themselves.  It 
would  not  be  possible  to  gather  in  a 
boarding-house  children  of  the  Church 
of  England  under  the  iustniction  of  a 
Church  of  England  teacher,  and  the 
Christian  religion  as  brought  out  in  the 
Chnrch  of  England  formularies  of 
worship  would  not  be  allowed  to  be 
taught. 

•Thb  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  after 
the  remarks  made  by  the  Primate,  he 
would  only  add  that  forbidding  the  use 
of  Church  of  England  prayers  or  any 
prayers  thought  suitable  for  worship 
amounted  to  intolerable  tyranny.  He 
admitted  at  once  that  tt  was  right  that 
in  these  boarding-houses  means  should 
be  provided  for  not  putting  any  at  a 
disadvantage,  by  placing  them  under 
masters  and  worship  of  a  religion  to 
which  they  did  not  I»elong.  But  the 
Scl  leme  provided  for  such  cases,  nod  the 
Governors  were  to  deal  with  them  when- 
ever they  arose.  He  hoped  their  Lord- 
ships would  maintain  the  liberty  of 
Church  of  England  masters  to  have 
family  worship  according  to  the  Church 
of  England,  where  it  would  not  of  neces- 
sity interfere  with  the  woiship  and 
teaching  of  those  who  did  not  belong  to 
the  Church. 

TAe  ArchHsAop  of  Canterbury 


•The  Earl  of  CRANBROOK  :  My 
Lords,  I  had  hoped  from  the  tone  of  the 
remarks  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Play- 
fair)  that  we  sbonid  not  have  been  called 
upon  to  answer  further  in  this  matter. 
The  question  really  is  whether  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Acts  are  to  be  ignored, 
and  a  proposal,  which  was  negatived  in 
the  discussion  on  the  Welsh  Intermediate 
Education  Act,  should  be  introduced  in 
this  Scheme  contrary,  if  not  to  the  terms, 
to  the  spirit  of  the  Acts.  At  all  events, 
to  enact  that  the  formularies  of  the 
Church  must  not  be  used  in  schools 
which  may  be  entirely  composed  of 
Church  of  Enghmd  pupils  is  great  in- 
tolerauce — an  intolerance  which  I  have 
never  heard  proposed  before  to  be  im- 
posed upon  any  subject  in  this  Kingdom. 
If  thft  thing  is  to  be  done,  let  us  take 
care  that  it  is  done  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  not  io  the  way  now  proposed.  I 
believe  that  the  arrangement  is  absolutely 
illegal,  and  certainly  contrary  to  the 
Endowed  Schools  Act  of  1869.  The  pro- 
posal involves  a  bigotry  almost  unpre- 
cedented, the  bigotry  of  latitudiuarianism. 
Why  should  a  master  who  wishes  to 
offer  thanksgiving  be  debarred  from 
using  the  Prayer  Book,  and  be  compelled 
to  use  words  of  his  own  when  the  fonnn- 
laries  of  the  Church  of  England  would 
suit  his  purpose  far  l)etter?  In  Scotch 
Presbyterian  churches  whole  passagee 
from  the  Church  of  England  Service  are 
constantly  used  ;  but  in  these  schools  the 
use  of  them  won  Id  be  wholly  prohibited  by 
this  clause.  I  trust  that  the  noble  Earl 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  will  not 
support  this  extraordinary  proposal,  and 
will  not  divide  the  House  upon  a  clause 
founded  on  bigotry  in  a  degree  I  have 
never  seen  exampled. 

The  FIRST  LORD  ok  the  TREA- 
SURY AND  LORD  PRESIDENT  or 
THECOUNCIL(TheEarlofRo»EBERr): 
My  Lords,  1  am  afraid  I  cannot  give  the 
promise  which  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
asks,  because  after  the  Division  which 
wtis  taken  last  year  on  the  same  subject 
iu  this  House  I  should  feel  compolleil  to 
proceed  in  the  same  direction  this  year. 
I  quite  admit  that  the  question  is  not 
wholly  free  from  complexity ;  but  I 
would  ask  yonr  Lordships  to  consider 
that  the  measure  under  which  this  Scheme 
is  drawn  up  is  intended,  and  wisely  in- 
tended, to  give  effect  to  the  wishes  of 
the  Welsh  people.   And,  aftw  all,  this 
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particular  Scheme  may  have  blots  and 
faults,  bnt  it  actually  falls  short  of  the 
wishes  of  the  people  of  Flintshire  as 
expressed  bj  the  Joint  Committee 
formed  under  the  Act.  It  falls  short 
of  their  wishes  in  regard  to  the 
exclusion  of  all  formularies.  The  Go- 
Temmeot  are  bound  under  the  Act  to 
respect  the  wishes  of  localities  in  that 
respect,  whether  we  share  those  wishes 
in  all  their  fulness  or  not.  There  is 
another  question  which  arises  in  my  mind. 
I  sympathise  very  much  with  what  was 
said  first  by  the  Primate,  next  by  the  right 
rev.  Prelate,  and,  lastly,  by  the  noble  Earl 
opposite.  I  should  regret  very  much  any 
Scheme  which  would  absolutely  prevent 
a  person  from  reading  any  family  or 
pabtic  prayers  in  a  school  boardjug-honse, 
nom  using,  in  short,  any  prayers  that  are 
oODtatned  in  the  Prayer  Book.  But  is  it 
quite  certain  that  this  clause  to  which  so 
much  objection  has  been  raised  meditates 
such  a  complete  exclusion  as  that  ?  The 
noble  Earl  who  had  spoken  last  practically 
contradicted  his  own  proposition,  because 
while  be  declared  that  this  exclusion 
must  be  a  terrible  thing,  ho  at  the  same 
time  admitted  that  io  the  Presbyterian 
Church  of  Scotland,  which  is  not  in  unity 
with  the  Church  of  Englimd,  the  prayers 
of  the  latter  were  constantly  used.  Now, 
I  have  taken  some  pains  in  trying,  but 
I  have  been  quite  unable  to  discover  any 
definition  of  the  term  "formulary,"  which 
gives  it  the  sense  which  is  now  sought  to 
be  put  ii[K)n  it.  If  interpreted  as  some 
noble  Lordj  interpret  it,  the  Lord'tt 
Prayer  would  be  excluded  from  use  in 
echool-bouses  in  Wales  because  it  is  found 
within  the  four  corners  of  the  Prayer 
Book.  I  venture  to  think  that  it  would 
not  be  a  wise  course  for  your  Lordships 
to  vote  against  the  clause,  and  thus  to 
run  counter  to  the  deliberate  and  express 
wishes  of  the  people  of  Flintshire,  and, 
what  is  more,  to  tie  down  and  bind  the 
the  word  "  formulary "  t*>  a  meaning 
which,  to  my  mind,  it  cannot  bear. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  :  I 
hope  your  Ijordships  will  not  endorse  the 
curious  principles  of  statutory  interpre- 
tation laid  down  by  the  noble  Karl  the 
Prime  Minister.  His  argument  is  this  : 
'^Tbe  Act  of  1889  was  intended,  and 
wisely  intended,  to  be  in  accordance  with 
the  wishes  of  the  Welsh  people.  We 
think  this  particular  prov»ion  ta  in 
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accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the  Welsh 
people  ■ 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  We 
know  it  is. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
I  do  not  know  whether  you  know  it 
justly  or  not.  We  have  always  been 
refused  information  as  to  the  wishes  of 
the  Welsh  people.  But  that  is  the  argu- 
ment— We  think  it  is  in  accordance 
with  the  wishes  of  the  Welsh  people  and 
therefore  you  are  bound,  under  pain  of 
departing  from  the  Act  of  1889,  to  accept 
our  interpretatiou  of  it  now."  There  is 
no  Act  in  the  Statute  Book  which  might 
not  be  twisted  to  any  purpose  to  suit  the 
Government  of  the  day  if  they  were  to 
be  allowed  to  say  that  the  Act  was  In- 
tended to  operate  iu  accordance  with  the 
wishes  of  the  people  of  a  locality,  and 
if  their  interpretation  of  the  wishes  of 
the  loeality  were  to  be  accepted  without 
demur.  Equally  little  can  I  accept  the 
final  argument  of  the  noble  Earl,  who 
said  that  he  was  not  quite  certain  that 
"  formularies  "  mean  what  the  opponents 
of  the  clause  aver.  The  noble  Earl  has 
apparently  askei  all  the  legal  luminaries 
he  can  fiud  what  the  word  "  formulary  " 
means,  and  has  been  uuable  to  obtain  an 
answer — nobody  knows  what  it  means. 
Undeterred  by  that,  however,  he  actually 
asks 'your  Lordships  to  put  it  in  the 
Statute  Book  and  to  watch  what  the 
result  will  be.  That  is  not  a  fair  way 
of  dealing  with  the  consciences  of  the 
people  for  whom  you  are  legislating  and 
whom  this  change  would  aifeet,  even  if 
those  people  are  in  a  minority  in  the 
population  among  whom  they  fiud  them- 
selves. Acts  of  Parliament  oTight  to  be 
so  framed  that  there  can  be  no  doubt  as 
to  their  meaning.  The  noble  Earl,  how- 
ever, asks  your  Lordships  to  put  delibe- 
rately in  this  Act  an  ambiguous  phiMe, 
and  to  do  what  we  believe  will  be  con- 
trary to  the  spirit  and  meaning  of  the 
Act  of  1869,  and  will  result  in  gross 
Injury  to  and  tyranny  over  the  consciences 
of  the  Welsh  people  ;  and  the  only  con- 
solation he  offers  us  Is  that  ho  is  not 
quite  certain  that  our  view  and  interpreta- 
tion will  be  correct. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Heuschell)  :  My  Lords,  the  discussion 
has  turned  entirely  upon  one  portion  of 
the  words  which  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
proposes  to  omit,  and  tliat  the  omission 
shah  be  conAnod  iu  than  portion  to  the 
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and  dispensed  with :  Bill  read  Z\  with 
the  AanendmentSj  and  passed,  and  re- 
turned to  the  Commons. 

COPYHOLD   (CONSOLIDATION)  BILL 
[HX.]-(No.  2.) 
Beferred  to  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consoli- 
dation Bills  of  the  present  Session. 

COLONIAL  OPFICEHS  (lEATE  OF  ABSENCE)  ^ 
BILL  [a.L.] 
A  Bill  to  regnlate  the  cnoditioDS  as  to  leave 
of  abB&Dce  for  certain  colonial  officerB— Was 
presented  by  the  Marquess  of  Bipon  ;  read  1'  ; 
to  be  printed  :  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Friday  next. 
(No.  28.) 

Hoase  adjoamed  at  twenU-five  ndnntea 
before  Six  o'clock,  to  Ilinraday  next, 
a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock 


iise  of  the  word  "formularies  of  any 
particular  deDominatton."  The  right 
rev.  Prelate  proposes  also  to  strike  out 
another  provision  in  Sub-section  (c),  and 
he  desires  that  the  distinctive  tenets  of 
any  particular  denominiUion  shall  not  be 
taught  unless  with  the  wish  of  the 
parents  of  the  children.  It  seems  to  me 
that  none  of  the  arguments  which  have 
been  used  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate  by 
the  most  rev.  Primate  or  by  any  noble 
Lords  who  have  spoken  have  furnished 
any  real  objection  to  the  clause  or  have 
shown  that  these  words  should  be  omitted. 
They  are  very  important  words,  and  the 
result  of  striking  them  out  would,  as  I 
understand,  be  that  it  would  then  be 
possible  for  the  head  of  a  hostely  where 
the  majority  of  the  children  might  l»e 
Nonconformists  or  might  belong  to  the 
Church  of  England,  to  confine  himself  to 
the  religious  teaching  of  one  particular 
denomination  without  reference  to  the 
wishes  of  the  parents.  That  is  a  more 
important  matter  than  the  question  of 
the  use  of  a  particular  formnlur  for 
family  worship. 

On  question  ?  their  Lordships  divided : 
—Contents  38  ;  Not-Contents  24. 

Resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Ordered  that  the  said  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords  with 
White  Stares, 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILLS  AND 
CONSOLIDATION  BILLS. 
Message  from  the  Commons  to  ac- 
quaint this  House  that  they  have  ap- 
pointed a  Select  Committee  of  six 
Members  to  join  with  the  Select  Com- 
mittee appointed  by  this  House,  as 
mentioned  in  their  Lordships'  Message 
of  Thursday  last,  to  consider  all  Statute 
Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation 
Bills  of  the  present  Session. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  BILL. 
Message  from  the  Commons  to  ac- 
quaint this  House  that  the  Commons  do 
concur  with  their  Lordships  in  the 
further  Resolution  communicated  in  their 
Lordships'  message  of  yesterday  reUtive 
to  the  Merohant  Shipping  Bill. 

BEHRING  SEA  AWARD  BILL. 
Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order)  :   Then    Standing    Older  No. 
XXXIX.  considered  (accordingtoOider), 
TAe  Lord  Ckaneetlor 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  17th  April  1894, 


Q  UES  TIONS, 


CROWN  LANDS  AND  COTTAGES, 
Mr.  YERBUBGH  (Chester)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  his  attention  has  l>eeD  drawn  to 
the  Special  Report  of  the  English  Land 
RestoVation  League,  1893,  entitled, 
'Among  the  Agricultural  Labourers 
with  the  Red  Vans^  in  which  it  is  stated 
that  the  Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's 
Woods  and  Forests  are  the  principal 
landowners  and  Lords  of  the  Manor  of 
Bishops  Cannings,  Wilts  ;  that  they  lei 
out  the  land,  as  other  Wiltshire  landlorda 
do,  in  large  holdings  ;  and  that  they  let 
the  cottages  with  the  land,  instead  of 
retaining  them  iu  their  own  control  and 
allowing  the  labourers  to  hold  their 
cottages  from  and  pay  reut  to  the  Crown ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  in  his  Report 
upon  the  agricultural  labourers  of  Wilt- 
shire, furnished  to  the  Labour  Com- 
missioD,  the  Assistant  Commissioner 
expresses  the  opinion  that  it  is  desirable, 
in  the  interests  of  laboarers,  that  fiuniers 
should  not  have  many  cottages  at  their 
command  ;  and  that  practically  the  sane 
opinion  has  been  expressed  by  the  other 
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Assistant  CommisBioners ;  and  whether 
be  will  uudertake  that  on  the  Crown 
Estates  only  such  cottages  shall  be  let 
with  the  farms  as  are  absolutel;  necessary 
for  their  requirements,  and  that  in  the 
case  of  cottages  so  let  the  Grown  shall, 
as  is  done  on  Lord  Bristors  Estate  in 
Suffolk  {vide  Report  of  Mr.  Wilson  Fox, 
A.C.,  page  lb),  reserve  the  right  of 
tftkiog  possession  of  them  bj  giving  one 
mouth's  notice  in  order  to  prevent  any 
possible  improper  conduct  on  the  part  of 
the  farm  tenant  towards  the  cottage 
tenant  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham)  : 
I  have  not  seen  the  papers  reierred  to, 
but  I  should  explain  that  it  is  the  usual 
practice  on  the  Crown  Agricultural 
Estates  to  let  with  a  farm  such  cottages 
only  as  are  reasonably  needed  for  the 
labourers  required  for  the  proper  working 

the  farm.  That  being  the  case,  it  is 
not  considered  expedient  to  reserve  power 
to  resume  possession  of  such  cottages, 
and  such  a  condition  might  seriously  pre- 
judice the  letting  of  a  farm.  There  is  no 
desire,  subject  to  supplying  the  wants  of 
a  farm,  to  prevent  labourers  from  taking 
their  cottages  direct. 

Mh.  C.  HOBHOUSE  (Wilts,  De- 
Tizes)  :  May  I  ask  whether,  in  reference 
to  these  Crown  liands,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  take  the  first  opportunity 
of  providing  as  far  as  possible  ^e  means 
for  the  cottage  tenants  to  obtain  plots  of 
land  at  a  reasonable  rent  ? 

Sib  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  am  unable 
to  say  what  powen  the  Commissioners 
have  to  provide  holdings  for  '  th«r 
cottagers,  but  I  will  inquire  into  the 
mattw  and  inform  the  hoc.  Member  at 
an  eaxlj  date. 

•Mr.  YERBURGH  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  Report  of  the 
Assistant  Commissioner  for  the  Counties 
of  Norfolk  and  Suffblk  states  that  on 
Lord  Leicester's  Estate  1,000  cottages  are 
held  by  the  occupiers  direct  from  the  land- 
lord ?  And  is  he  aware  that  the  same  is 
the  case  on  the  Lytham  estate  in  Lanca- 
shire ? 

Sib  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  That  may  be 
09 ;  and  I  repeat  we  have  no  desire,  sub- 
ject to  supplyiog  the  wants  of  a  farm,  to 
prevent  laboarov  from  taking  their  cot- 
tages direct. 


BUTBEBLAND8HIBB  SHBBIFF 
BUBBTITUTB. 
Mr.  weir  (Ross  nod  Cromarty)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
Mr.  Charles  H.  Urquhart,  the  newly-ap- 
pointed Sheriff  Substitute  for  Suther- 
landshire,  has  a  knowledge  of  Gaelic  ? 
•The    LORD    ADVOCATE  (Mr. 
J.  B.  Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c.)  :  Mr, 
Urquhart  was  appointed  by  the  Sheriff 
an  Honorary  Sheriff  Substitute,  to  act 
only  during  the  absence  of  the  Sheriff 
Substitute.   He  has  not  a  knowledge  of 
Gaelic. 

SCOTTISH  PISHEBY  BOARD  CRUI8BB, 
Mr.  WEIR  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  if  he  will  state  when 
the  additional  cmiser  for  the  Scottish 
Fishery  Board,  referred  to  in  the  Esti- 
mates, will  be  ready ;  and  whether  ho- 
speed  will  be  greater  than,  or  at  least 
eq  ual  to,  that  of  the  fastest  s  team  traw  lers  ? 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Teevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  The  Fishery  Board  is 
actively  engaged  in  procuring  a  steam 
vessel  for  the  protection  of  the  fisheries 
on  the  West  Coast.  I  will  inform  the 
hon.  Member  as  soon  as  the  arrangements 
are  completed.  The  Fishery  Board  and 
its  professional  adviser  will  satisfy  them- 
selves as  to  a  sufficient  rate  of  speed. 

INSANITARY  CONDITION  OP  BTJABON, 
Sir  G,  OSBORNE  MORGAN 
(Denbighshire,  E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  extremely  unsanitary  state 
of  Ruabon  parish,  caused  by  the  delay  in 
dealing  with  the  disposal  of  the  sewage 
of  the  district,  and  to  the  danger  to  the 
health  and  lives  of  the  inhabitants  caused 
thereby  ;  and  whether  he  will  take  im- 
mediate steps  to  remedy  this  condition  of 
things  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.SHAW- 
Lefetre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  The 
Local  Government  Board  are  aware  of 
the  urgent  need  of  a  system  of  sewerage 
for  Ruabon.  The  Rural  Sanitary  Autho- 
rity submitted  a  scheme,  but  when  the 
inquiry  was  held  with  regard  to  it  by  one 
of  Uie  Board's  Inspectors  considerable 
objection  was  offered  to  the  proposal  of 
the  Sanitary  Authority  on  the  ground  of 
the  cost  which  it  would  entail.  Two 
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atternative  schemes  have  since  been  con- 
sidered by  the  authority,  and  at  their 
request  one  of  the  Inspeotors  of  the  Board 
again  visited  the  district  last  month.  The 
Board  have  iafonned  the  authority  that 
it  appears  to  them  that  the  scheme  origi- 
nally proposed  should  be  adopted,  at  the 
same  time  suggesting  some  modificatioDB 
with  a  view  of  diminishing  the  cost.  The 
Board  have  no  doubt  that  the  Sanitary 
Authority  will  come  to  an  ewly  decision 
in  the  matter. 

UNIVERSAL  POSTAL  DELIVERY. 

Mr,  WICKHAM  (Hants,  Petersfield): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  there  are  not  only  single  houses 
but  groups  of  houses  at  which  the  Post 
Office  decline  to  deliver  letters  ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  he  will  endeavour  to  provide 
that  there  be  at  least  an  ocoasional 
delivery  for  every  inhabited  house  in  the 
United  Kingdom  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEv,  Nottingham,  E.) : 
The  hon.  Member's  statement  is  quite 
correct;  but  the  houses  which  do  not 
enjoy  au  official  delivery  of  letters  are 
becoming  fewer  every  day,  owing  to  the 
constant  atteutioa  which  is  being  given 
by  my  Department  t-o  the  extension  of 
deliveries  iu  rural  districts.  An  arrange- 
ment for  affording  eveu  au  occasional 
delivery  at  every  inhabited  bouse  in  tbe 
United  Kingdom,  however  inaccesaible, 
would,  1  fear,  entail  a  very  heavy  outlay 
and  a  large  addition  to  the  staff,  such  as 
I  should  not  feel  justified  iu  sanctioning  ; 
but  if  the  hon.Member  has  in  bis  mind  any 
particular  house  or  group  of  houses  that 
is  now  excluded  from  delivery  and  will 
let  me  know  particulars,  I  shall  be  happy 
to  consider  whether  the  dfuired  accom- 
modation can  be  afforded. 

EX-OFFICBBS  AND  THEIR  UNIFORMS. 

Sir  J.  LENG  (Dundee)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  why 
officers  iu  the  Navy  are  not  permitted  on 
their  resignation,  involving  the  loss  of 
retired  pay  aud  widows'  pension,  to  re- 
tain their  rank  and  wear  their  uniforms 
the  same  as  officers  in  the  Army  who 
resign  iu  simitar  circumstances ;  and 
whether,  as  the  removal  of  this  grievance 
would  cost  nothing  while  it  would  do 
away  with  a  feeling  of  injastioe  ex- 
perienced by  many  officers  who  have 
upent  the  best  years  of  their  lives  in  the 
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Navy,  the  Admiralty  will  place  naval 
officers  in  this  respect  on  the  same  foot- 
ing as  those  in  tbe  Army  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Sir  U.  Kat-Shdttlk- 
woRTH,  lAnoashire,  Clitberoe)  :  The 
questions  suggested  by  my  hon.  Friend 
appear  to  be  fully  answer^  by  the  fact 
that  if  an  officer  resigns  his  commission 
in  the  Navy  be  ceases  to  have  any  con- 
nection with  Her  Majesty's  Service. 
Military  officers  who  resign  their  com- 
mission cannot  wear  tbe  uniform  and  re- 
tain their  rank.  The  Rule  permitting 
retention  of  rank  and  uniform  applies  to 
military  officers  who  retu^  after  15  years* 
service  with  gratuity  or  retired  pay. 
*SiB  J.LENG  :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman aware  that  it  is  theoustomto  allow 
naval  officers  to  resign  in  order  to  avoid 
a  Court  Martial,  and  that  all  who  do 
resign,  from  whatever  cause,  are  under 
the  suspicion  that  they  have  resigned  to 
avoid  an  investigation  into  their  conduct  ? 
Is  not  that  the  grievance  of  which  the 
officers  have  complained  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY -shuttle  worth  : 
I  am  not  aware  of  that. 

AFFRAY  BETWEEN  WATER  BAILIFFS 
AND  FISUEBHBN  IN  MORAY  FIRTH. 
Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  LorJ 
Advocate  whether  he  will  cause  inquiry 
to  be  made  iuto  the  circumstances  under 
which,  on  Tuesday  the  3rd  instant,  a 
number  of  water  bailiffs  attacked  some 
fishermen  in  the  Moray  Firth,  near 
Jemimaville,  and  fired  upon  them  several 
times  ;  and  whether  he  will  state  what 
justification  the  water  bailiffs  had  for 
attacking  fishermen  engaged  at  sea  ? 

•Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  From  the  in- 
formation which  I  have  thus  far  ob- 
tained, it  appears  that  while  the  watw 
bailiflB  appointed  by  the  Conon  Fishery 
District  Board  were  preventing  what 
they  believed  to  be  illegal  fishing,  they 
were  resisted  by  tbe  fishermen,  and  one 
of  the  bailiffs  was  badly  injured.  I  learn 
to-day  that  the  fishermen  have  been  com- 
mitted for  trial  for  assault,  but  that  no 
charge  has  been  lodged  against  the 
bailiffs.  A  gun  seems  to  have  been  dis- 
charged in  the  air  by  one  of  the  bailiffii 
without  the  intention  or  effect  of  in- 
juring anyone^  but  there  does  not  appeu- 
to  have  been  any  other  firing.  The 
whole  facts  of  the  case  will  doubtless  be 
brought  out  at  the  trial. 
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LEWIS  PROCURATOR  FISCAL. 
Mr.  WEIR:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  if  he  will  state  for  what  ser- 
vices the  Procurator  Fiscal  for  the  Island 
of  Lewis  received  the  sum  of  £50  lOs.  as 
extra  remuueration  during  the  year 
ended  March  31,  1893  ? 

•Ma,  J.  B.  BALFOUB  :  The  sum  of 
£50  represents  a  commuted  allowanoe 
paid  to  the  Procurator  Fiscal  hj  the 
County  Council  of  Ross  and  Cromarty, 
in  respect  of  serrioes  rendered  and  out- 
lays disbursed  by  htm  on  travelling  ex- 
penses aud  payments  to  witnesses  in 
connection  with  criminal  investigations 
conducted  by  him,  which  did  not  result 
in  trial.  This  arrangement  was  adopted 
by  the  County  Couucil  as  the  best  mode 
of  settling  payments  which  were  formerly 
defrayed  out  of  the  Couuty  Bogue 
Money.  The  additional  lUs.  represents 
three  small  fees  of  3s.  4d,  each  due  to 
the  Fiscal  in  respect  of  three  prose- 
cutions to  which  his  concurrence  was 
necessary. 

CHEADLE  SCHOOLS.  STAFFORDSHIRE. 

Mr.  C.  M*LAR£N  (Leicester,  Bos- 
worth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
tA  the  Committee  of  Couucil  on  Educa- 
tion whether  the  Education  Department 
wiU  take  steps  to  require  the  managers  of 
the  national  schools  of  Cheadle,  Stafford- 
shire, to  make  the  strnetnral  alterations 
in  their  schools  without  further  delay  ? 
At  the  same  time,  I  may  also  ask  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  whether,  in  carry- 
ing'out  the  requirements  of  the  Educa- 
tion Departmeut,  in  regard  to  the  National 
Schools  of  Cheadle,  Stafibrdsbire,  the 
managers  are  proposing  to  encroach  on 
the  graveyard,  either  for  a  playground  or 
any  other  purpose ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
ihey  will  receive  the  sanction  of  the  De- 
partment ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  The  structural  defects  of 
these  schools  were  noti6ed  to  the 
mani^ers  last  June,  and  they  iuformed 
the  Department  in  September  that  plans 
were  being  prepared  to  remedy  them, 
l^aos  were  submitted  last  mouth,  and 
have  since  been  under  revision,  and  the 
managers  state  that  the  sum  required  to 
carry  them  out  is  being  raised  by  sub- 
seriptions.  The  Department  will  see 
that  there  ia  no  undue  delay  in  carrying 


out  the  work.  With  r^ard  to  the  second 
question  asked  by  the  hon.  Member,  the 
Departmunt  have  no  information,  but  I 
will  have  inquiry  made. 

KILLTBEOS  PIEH. 
Mr.  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  what 

is  the  cause  of  the  delay  in  the  cou 
struction  of  the  deep-water  pier  at  Killy- 
begs  ;  and  if  he  is  aware  that  the  town 
and  neighbourhood  have  suffered  much 
loss  and  inconvenience  owing  to  the 
demolition  of  the  old  quay  before  the 
building  of  a  new  pier? 

•SrR  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  delay  in 
dealing  with  the  question  referred  to  is 
due  to  the  fact  that  no  agreement  has  yet 
been  come  to  with  the  Congested  Dis- 
tricts Board  as  to  tlie  nature  of  the  work 
to  Ik  undertaken,  aud  the  financial 
arrangements  which  would  be  necessary. 
I  am  not  aware  of  the  circiumstances 
alleged  iu  the  second  paragraph,  and  I 
must  point  out  that  a  new  boat-slip — a 
convenience  never  before  enjoyed  by 
Killybegs — was  built  down  to  low  water 
of  spring  tides  at  the  time  that  part 
of  the  old  pier  was  absorbed  in  the 
station  ground. 

*Mr.  DANE :  May  I  ponit  out  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
answered  my  last  que»tio3  ?  What  is 
the  ciiuae  of  the  delay  ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBEUT  :  No  agreement 
has  been  come  to  with  the  Congested 
Districts  Board.  There  is  also  a  legal 
difficulty. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  :  Is 
it  not  a  fact  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, so  far  back  as  last  September,  gave 
a  distinct  undertaking  that  this  work 
should  be  expedited  with  the  utmost 
possible  haste  ?  What  is  the  legal 
difficulty  ? 

»SiB  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  It  is  quite 
true  that  1  expressed  a  desire  that  some- 
thing might  be  done.  The  legal  diffi- 
culty has  reference  to  the  powers  of  the 
Board  of  Works  and  of  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  respectively. 

Mr.  DANE  :  Having  regard  to  the 
serious  results  of  this  waste  of  time,  will 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  now  do  his 
best  to  expedite  the  work  ? 

•Sis  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Certainly,  I 
am  anxious  it  should  be  paahed  forward, 
but  I  fear  it  will  require  legislation. 
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BOUTHBBN  IRISH  COAST  FISHBBIES. 

Mb.  DAKE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land what  is  the  cause  of  delay  in  laying 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the  Report 
of  Her  Majesty's  Irish  Fishery  Inspectors 
respecting  the  Inquiry  held  by  them  in 
Scotland  relative  to  the  fishing  by  Scotch 
fishermen  off  the  Southern  Irish  Coast  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Report  has 
been  laid  on  the  Table. 

Mb.  DANE :  I  inquired  at  Dublin 
Castle  the  other  day,  and  was  infonned 
that  it  had  not  been  laid. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber cannot  have  heard  that,  because  it  was 
laid  on  the  Table  on  the  20th  of 
February,  Wherever  the  delay  in  print- 
ing and  circulating  it  has  occurred  I 
cannot  say.  The  Irish  Office,  at  any 
rate,  are  not  responsible, 
•Mb,  DANE  :  I  was  made  aware  for 
the  first  time  this  morning  that  it  had 
been  laid.  Last  week,  when  I  called  at 
the  Castle,  the  Secretary  to  the  Fishery 
Inspectors  told  me  it  bad  not  been  laid. 
He  promised  to  ascertain  the  reason,  and 
he  telegraphed  to  London,  I  believe,  and 
heard  that  it  had  not  been  so  laid.  On  the 
evening  of  my  call  at  the  Castle  I  received 
a  letter  from  him  that  same  evening 
stating  that  it  had  not  been  laid. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Well,  it  was  laid 
on  the  20th  of  February. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University)  : 
Do  the  Government  propose  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  dealing  with  the  snggesUons  con- 
tained in  the  Report  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORI^Y :  As  soon  as  we  can. 

CONSULAR  APPOINTMENTS. 
Mr.  W.  ALLEN  (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether, 
when  the  Consulate  at  Angora  was  esta- 
blished, and  the  Vice  Consulate  at  Mos- 
eoul  revived,  the  post  at  Mossool  was 
given  to  a  resident  native ;  whether 
Angora  bad  been  a  full  Vice  Consulate 
till  1887  ;  whether,  when  the  Consnlates 
were  revived,  those  of  Adrianople  and 
Mogador  were  suppressed  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  Manchester  Chamber 
of  Commerce  has  protested  against  the 
suppression  of  the  Consulate  at  Moga- 
dor ;  and  whethw,  in  view  of  the 
political  complications  likely  to  ensue 
from  the  suppresuon  of  the  former,  and 


the  detriment  to  trade  that  may  follow 
the  suppression  of  the  latter,  he  will 
consider  the  expediency  of  reviving  these 
Consulates  ? 

•The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  Mr.  Nimrod  Raasam,  a  resident 
native,  has  been  appointed  Consnlar 
Agent  at  Mossoul.  The  appointment 
had  no  connection  with  the  appointment 
of  a  Consul  at  Angora.  The  post  at 
Angora  was  a  salaried  Vice  Consulate 
till  1887,  when  a  Vice  Consul  was 
appointed  without  salary.  In  1893  a 
salaried  Consul  was  appointed.  Tbe 
Consulate  at  Adrianople  was  suppressed 
when  the  Consulate  at  Angora  was 
created.  The  previous  oi^nisations  in 
Morocco  had  no  bearing  on  the  arrange- 
ment in  Turkey.  A  representation  was 
received  from  the  Manchester  Chamber 
of  Commerce  about  the  transfer  of  the 
Consulate  from  Mogador  to  Dar-el- 
Baida.  The  British  trade  with  the  latter 
place  is  slightly  greater,  on  the  average, 
than  that  with  the  former,  and  the  latter 
was  considered  to  be  the  better  position 
for  the  Consulate.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  not  heard  of  any  political 
complications  likely  to  ensue  from  the 
suppression  of  the  Adrianople  Consulate. 
As  regards  the  Mogador  Consulate,  the 
creation  of  two  paid  Consulates  would 
lead  to  an  increase  of  expenditure,  which 
would  not  be  justifiable  unless  its  neces- 
sity were  proved,  bat  the  qaestion  of 
detriment  to  British  trade  from  the 
altered  system  will  be  watched. 

ADMIRALTY  CONTRACTS. 
Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanark,  Mid)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty whether  he  is  aware  that  James 
and  George  Thomson  (Limited),  en- 
gineers and  shipbuilders,  Clydebank, 
near  Glasgow,  holding  an  Admiralty 
contract,  had  sub-coutmoted  with  tlw 
Clyde  Bridge  Steel  Works  and  Hossend 
Steel  Works  for  the  supply  of  steel  plates 
for  the  Goremment  contract ;  whether 
thrae  firms  employ  non-Union  men,  and 
pay  their  workmen  less  than  Trades 
Union  rate  of  wages ;  and  whether,  in 
issuing  contracts  and  sanctioning  sub- 
contracts, the  Admiralty  had  made  in- 
quiry, and  taken  full  precautions  in 
accordance  with  the  Resolution  of  the 
House  of  the  I3th  of  February,  1891  7 
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Sir  U.  KAY-SH0TTLEWORTH  : 
Orders  have  been  placed  with  the  Moss- 
end  Works,  but  Dot  with  Clyde  Bridge, 
80  fmr  as  we  know/.  Both  firmB  are  on 
the  Admiralty  list  of  approved  steel- 
workers.  The  Admiralty  have  no  iofor- 
mation  on  the  points  raised  in  the  second 
paragraph  of  the  question.  The  Resoln- 
tioD  of  the  House  is  commanicated  to  all 
Admiralty  contractors,  and  to  firms  on 
Admiralty  lists  for  supplies  of  materials. 
Both  Mossend  and  Clyde  Bridge  have 
been  acquainted  that  the  Admiralty  ex- 
pect those  entrusted  with  contracts  to 
adhere  to  the  conditions  of  the  Resolu- 
tion. 

LAB0CRER8'  COTTAGES  IN  THE  DINGLE 
UNION. 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
liord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how  many 
schemes  for  the  construction  of  labourers* 
cottages  have  been  sanctioned  in  the 
Dingle  Union  since  the  passing  of  the 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  ;  whether  any 
of  these  schemes  have  been  carried  out ; 
and  whether  any  of  them  will  be  car- 
ried out  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  inform  me  that  a  scheme 
for  the  erection  of  10  cottages  has  been 
sanctioned  in  the  Dingle  Union,  but  that 
this  scheme  has  not  been  carried  out  by 
the  Guardians.  The  scheme  appears  to 
have  been  abandoned  .in  consequence  of 
the  financial  state  of  the  Union  ;  and,  so 
for  as  the  Local  Government  Board  are 
aware,  there  is  no  intention  of  carrying  it 
into  effect. 

MORTALITY  IN  INDIAN  PRISONS. 

Mr.  S.  smith  (Flintshire)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  fact  that  the  rate  of  mortality  in  the 
iShikapur  Prison,  in  the  Bombay  Presi- 
dency, during  the  last  three  years,  has 
'exceeded  100  deaths  per  1,000,  whilst  in 
moet  of  the  prisons  the  rate  is  below  50  per 
1,000  ;  whether  he  can  assign  any  reason 
for  this  high  death  rate,  and  will- he 
cause  inquiries  to  be  made  whether  it  is 
in  any  way  attributable  to  the  system  of 
prison  discipline  in  force  in  India  ? 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  Before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers,  I 
ahoald  like  to  ask  faim  if  he  knows  of 
Anotbor  iostuace  where  the  death  rate 


is  on  so  very  heavy  a  scale  ?  Is  not  50 
per  cent.  largely  in  excess  of  the  mor- 
tality in  English  prisons  ?  Is  the  death 
rate  in  Indian  prisons  not  increasing  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (Mr,  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  I  am  informed  that  the 
rate  of  mortality  in  Shikapur  Prison  has 
not  during  the  last  three  years  exceeded 
100  per  1,000;  but  that'it  has  done  so 
on  three  occasions  during  the  last  15 
years,  the  last  of  those  occasions  being 
in  the  year  1892.  The  cause  of  this 
high  death  rate  in  lij92  was  an  epi- 
demic of  pneumonia,  which  at  the  same 
time  quadrupled  the  death  rate  among 
the  free  population  of  the  town.  It  is, 
however,  recognised  by  the  Indian  autho- 
rities that  the  Shikapur  Prison  is  an 
unhealthy  one.  Steps  have  aooordingly 
been  taken,  and  further  steps  are  con- 
templated, which  will  enable  them  before 
long  to  accommodate  elsewhere  the 
prisoners  who  are  now  confined  there. 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  (Manchester, 
N.E.)  :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  attempts 
have  been  made  to  improve  matters  by 
giving  extra  warm  clothing,  in  order  to 
guard  against  this  increased  mortality  ? 
Do  not  the  official  Reports  show,  too,  that 
the  death  rate  in  the  prisons  has  been 
brought  down  nearly  to  the  average 
mortality  of  the  ordinary  population  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  I  believe  that 

is  BO. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  my  ques- 
tion. Is  not  the  death  rate  double  the 
rate  of  mortality  in  English  prisons  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  connot 
answer  such  a  question  without  notice. 

OFFENCES  UNDER  THE  MERCHANDISE 
MARKS  ACT. 

Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Preii- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  wl-.ether  he 
will  cause  to  be  printed  and  distribat-nl 
to  Members  tiie  Regulations  made  on 
the  2l8t  of  May,  1892,  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  under  Section  2  of  "The  Mer- 
chandise Marks  Act,  1891,"  and  shortly 
thereafter  presented  to  Parliament,  re- 
lating to  the  proseontion  of  off^ences  under 
the  Merchandise  Marks  Act  ? 

Thz  PRESIDENT  op  thi  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mondxlla,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  Tes,  Sir. 
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THE  ARRAN  EVICTIONS. 
Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  any 
of  the  Sheriff's  officers.  Constabulary,  or 
other  persons  engaged  in  serviDg  ootices 
of  eviction  npon  the  Arran  islanders, 
spoke  Irish  ;  and  whether  the  contents  of 
those  notices  were  explained  by  the  legal 
officers  to  those  tenants  who  speak  Irish 
only  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  afraid  I 
must  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  defer 
this  question  till  Thursday  next.  It  was 
only  placed  on  the  Paper  this  morning 
for  the  first  time,  and  local  inquiry,  which 
will  Involve  some  time,  is  necessary. 

THE  IRISH  LIGHTS  BOARD. 

Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether,  in 
view  of  the  unanimity  amongst  all  sec- 
tions of  Irish  Members  respecting  the 
immediate  necessity  of  amending  the 
constitution  of  the  Irish  Lights  Board, 
he  will  introduco  a  Bill  this  Session  upon 
that  subject .' 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  We  are  in  com- 
munication with  the  Irish  Lights  Board 
on  the  subject  of  the  Memorials  sent  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  in  duo  course 
the  question  will  receive  full  considera- 
tion. I  cannot  promise  to  introduce  a 
Government  Bill  until  I  see  some  prospect 
of  its  being  dealt  with  by  the  House. 
A  Bill  has  already  been  introduced  by  a 
private  Member,  which,  as  soon  as  printed, 
shall  be  considered. 

Mr.  field  :  Arising  out  of  that 
reply,  may  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gontle- 
mau'whether,  considering  that  all  sections 
of  the  Irish  Representatives  are  united 
in  agreeing  as  to  the  tneoessity  of  this 
Bill  being  passed  into  law,  he  will  press 
the  Government  to  pass  it  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  That  is  exactly 
the  question  I  have  answered.  As  soon 
as  we  can  see  a  prospect  of  passing  it  it 
shall  be  done. 

IRISH  EDnCATION  ACT,  1883. 

Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  Uke  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  can  now  definitely  state 
the  date  upon  which  he  will  introduce 
the  Bill  to  remedy  the  defects  in  the  Irish 
Education  Act  of  1B92 ;  and,  if  not, 
when  will  he  be  in  a  position  to  make 
the  announcement  ? 


Mr.  J.  MOBLEir  :  I  hope  to  be  able 
to  introduce  it  on  Monday. 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION  IN  WALES. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham)  :  On  behalf  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Denbigh,  &c.,  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 
of  Council  on  Elducation  if  he  could 
state  bow  many  of  the  County  Schemes 
framed  under  the  Intermediate  Education 
Act  (Wales)  have  now  the  validity  of 
law ;  what  is  the  precise  position  of 
those  Schemes  which  were  suspended  by 
the  action  of  the  House  of  Lords  last 
year ;  and  whether  the  Government  con- 
template any  steps  to  provide  for 
Schemes  beiug  more  rapidly  carried  into 
law  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  Out  of  U  Schemes 
which  have  been  submitted  to  the  Edu- 
cation Department  seven  bare  so  far  be- 
come law,  and  an  eighth  only  awaits 
Her  Majesty^s  approval  at  the  next 
Council.  These  seven  schemes  include 
those  for  the  Counties  of  Cardigan  and 
Merioneth,  out  of  which  clauses  were 
struck  by  the  House  of  Lords  last  Sep- 
tember, and  which  have  become  law  in 
their  altered  form.  Two  Schemes  are 
now  on  the  Table  of  both  Houses, 
against  which  Addresses  are  to  be  moved 
in  the  House  of  Lords  to-day.  The 
process  by  which  these  Schemes  become 
law  is  certainly  tedious,  but  I  do  not 
think  any  alteration  of  the  Intermediate 
Blducation  Act  can  be  now  contemplated 
by  the  Government. 

UGANDA. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  (Birmingham, E.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  Govern- 
ment are  in  possession  of  a  Report  from 
Captain  Macdonald,  the  officer  specially 
appointed  to  ascertain  from  reliable 
sources  the  causes  of  the  outbreak  of 
hostilities  in  Uganda  in  January,  1892  ; 
and  whether  he  will  lay  this  Report  npon 
the  Table,  or  state  the  reasons  why  it  i» 
not  communicated  to  the  House  ? 

*SiB  £.  GREY  :  This  Report  has 
been  received,  but,  as  I  stated  last  week> 
it  cannot  be  regarded  as  disposing  finally 
of  the  questions  either  of  fact  or  of 
principle  with  regard  to  the  only  point 
arising  out  of  this  war  which  is 
still  in  dispnte — namely,  the  claim  to 
compensation  put  forward  by  the  Catholic 
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MiBsioQuriee.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
nient  are,  therefore,  not  prepared  to 
present  the  Report  to  Parliament. 

SUSSEX  PAEHAMENTARY  ELECTORS 
RBTUUN. 

Mb.  HEYWOOD  JOHNSTONE 
(Sussex,  Horsham)  :  I  beg  to  aak  the 
President  of  the  Local  Goverument 
Board  if  the  column  headed  "owners" 
in  the  Return  of  Parliamentary  Electors 
lately  issued  includes  resident  owners  and 
duplicate  entries ;  if  he  is  aware  that  in 
the  Hoiaham,  or  north-western  division 
of  the  County  of  Sussex,  there  are  only 
339  non-resident  voters  on  the  Register, 
whereas  the  number  of  ownership  voters 
is  given  in  the  Return  as  1,037  ;  if  he 
has  any  objection  to  gire  a  further  Re- 
turn showing  the  number  of  ownership 
electors  on  the  Register  in  each  Parlia- 
mentary county  or  division  thereof  who 
neither  reside  nor  carry  on  business  within 
the  division  where  they  are  registered, 
and  showing  the  number  of  such  electors 
The  actually  voted  io  each  division  at 
the  last  election  held  therein ;  and  if, 
until  such  further  Return  is  obtained,  he 
will  withdraw  a  Return  which  might 
lead  persons  to  suppose  that  the  497,247 
electors  returned  as  "  owners,"  or  a 
majority  of  them,  are  not  resident  or  do 
not  carry  on  bnsiDess  within  the  diTision 
for  which  they  are  so  returned  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  The  Re- 
turn to  which  the  hon.  Member  alludes 
includes  both  resident  and  non-resident 
ownership  voters.  It  is  not,  I  think, 
misleading,  for  it  does  not  profess  to  give 
imly  the  non-resident  owners.  The  hon. 
Member  will  find  a  Betura  presented  to 
the  House  in  1883  in  which  the  number 
of  non-resident  ownership  voters  is  given 
for  each  division.  It  states  the  number 
for  West  Sussex  to  be  589.  Since  then 
the  division  has  been  sub-divided,  and  I 
chink,  therefore,  the  hon.  Member  may 
be  accurate  in  saying  that  the  number  of 
non-resident  owners  in  the  Horsham 
Division  is  only  339.  It  would  be 'im- 
possible to  obtain  a  Return  from  official 
sources  in  the  form  asked  for  in  the 
third  paragraph  of  the  faon.  Member*B 
question. 

Mb.  HEYWOOD  JOHNSTONE: 
Will  the  right  faon.  Gentleman  carry  the 
Return  of  which  he  speaks  up  to  date  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  The  Re- 
turn can  only  be  obtained  at  considerable 


cost,  and  I  fear,  too,  that  could  not  be 
forthcoming  within  a  reasonable  time. 

THE  MATABELE  WAR. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rash- 
cliffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
investigation  has  been  made  into  the 
occurrence  alluded  to  by  Captain  C.  H. 
W.  Donovan,  when  ho  stated  at  a  lecture 
on  the  Matabele  War  at  Aldershot  on 
the  20th  of  March,  at  which  the  Duke  of 
Connaught  presided,  that  it  was  painful 
to  remember  that  all  their  gallant  com- 
rades, as  well  as  Lobeugula  himself,  might 
have  been  saved  but  for  the  cowardly, 
avaricious  treachery  of  a  couple  of 
the  police  ;  and,  if  so,  by  whom  the 
investigatiou  has  been  made,  and  with 
what  result  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  ok 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  Tlie 
matter  referred  to  is  being  investigated. 
On  the  2dth  of  March  Sir  Henry  Loch 
informed  us  by  telegraph  that  the  report 
was  based  on  a  statement  made  to  Mr. 
Dawson  by  natives,  that  Lobeugula  had 
sent  two  messengers  with  a  box  of  gold, 
sayiug  that  gold  was  the  only  thing  that 
would  atop  white  men  ;  but  that  Lobeu- 
gula had  not  sent  any  message  saying 
that  he  would  surrender  if  Major  Forbes 
stopped.  Sir  H.  Loch  further  stated  that 
the  two  messengers  in  question  were 
known,  and  that  one  had  returned  to  his 
kraal,  but  had  becu  seut  for.  Two 
troopers  have  been  arrested  on  suapiciou, 
and  will  be  tried  by  tlie  civil  power  if 
sufficient  evidence  is  forthcoming  against 
them.  But  I  gather  from  the  Local 
Authorities  that  up  to  the  13th  instant 
evidence  was  not  forthcoming.  I  pre- 
sume that  Captain  Donovan's  assumption 
of  the  guilt  of  the  men,  and  the  inference 
he  draws  from  it,  are  merely  founded  on 
the  newspaper  telegrams  of  the  alleged 
occurrence.  If  he  has  any  special  know- 
ledge on  the  subject,  it  would  be  an 
advantage  that  he  should  bring  it  to  our 
notice. 

THE  MANOBHAMILTON  VETERINARY 
INSPECTOR. 
Me.  p.  a.  M*HUGH  (Leitrim,  N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mr.  John  Darcy,  Veterinary 
Inspector  for  Manorhamiltou  Union,  haa 
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been,  or  is  about  to  be,  diamtssed  by  order 
of  tbe  Veterinary  Department  of  tbe 
Privy  CoiiDcil,  although  he  has  been  15 
years  iu  the  aervici  of  the  Board  of 
Munorhamilton  Union,  with  the  sanctiou 
of  the  Privy  Council,  and  has  always  dis- 
charged hig  dutes  in  a  satisfactory 
mauner  ;  is  there  any  reason  for  thinking 
that  he  is  not  at  present  as  well  able  to 
discbarge  the  duties  attachtog  to  his 
office  as  ever  he  was  ;  is  he  aware  that 
the  Board  of  Guardians  unaaimously  re- 
quested the  Veteriuary  Department  to 
retain  Mr.  Darcy  in  his  office  ;  and  does 
the  Veterinary  Department  now  insist 
on  the  tlismissftl  of  Mr.  Darcy  on  the 
ground  that  be  does  not  possess  sufficient 
knowledge  of  the  proper  means  of  dis- 
tiuguishiiig  swine  fever  from  other 
diseases  by  post  mortem  appearances ; 
and,  if  so,  what  provision  does  the  De- 
partment propose  to  malvc  for  a  man  who 
has  given  it  15  years'  service  ? 

Mu.  J.  MOKLEr  :  The  Board  of 
Guardians  have  called  upou  Mr.  Darcy, 
their  Inspector  under  the  Contagious 
Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  to  resign  his 
office.  This  step  was  taken  at  the 
request  of  the  Veterinary  Department,  it 
having  been  reportei!  by  two  of  its  pro- 
fessional Inspectors  that  Mr.  Darcy,  who 
is  not  a  veterinary  surgeon,  does  not 
possess  such  a  knowledge  of  tbe 
contagious  diseases  of  animals  as  would 
enable  him  to  sufficiently  discharge  the 
duties  of  the  office,  aud  Mr.  Darcy  ad- 
mitted his  inability  to  detect  swiue  fever 
by  pott  mortem  examination.  The 
question  of  the  efficiency  of  this  Inspector 
only  came  under  the  notice  of  the 
Veterinary  Department  in  connection 
with  the  work  of  tbe  Swine  Fever  Act 
of  1893,  aud  the  Veterinary  Department 
consider  it  specially  important  that  the 
Local  Authorities  should  have  the  ser- 
vices of  the  most  competent  officers  ob- 
tainable to  aid  iu  the  suppression  of  the 
disease.  It  is  the  fact  that  the  Guardians 
passed  a  unamimous  resolution  in  favour 
of  Mr.  Darcy,  but  they  subsequently 
called  for  his  resignation.  These  In- 
spectors are  not  entitled  to  either  pension 
or  gratuity  on  ceasing  to  hold  office. 

IRISH  TEACHERS'  GRATUITIES. 
Mr.  p.  a.  M*HUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  a  Memorial 
has  been  received  by  the  Commissioners 
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of  National  Education  in  Ireland  from 

three  children,  praying  for  the  gratuity 
which  was  lost  to  them  by  tbe  untimely 
death  of  their  father,  Stephen  Walsh, 
for  30  years  teacherof  Glackawn, County 
Leitrim,  National  School ;  is  be  aware 
that  the  teacher,  Stephen  Walsh,  handed 
in  bis  resignation  to  bis  manager,  and 
applied  for  the  usual. retiring  allowance 
before  his  death,  and  that  the  National 
Board  refuses  his  gratuity  to  his  children 
on  the  ground  that  their  father  died 
before  the  District  Inspector  reported  on  his 
application,  and  that  the  motherof  these 
three  children  also  died  on  6tb  March 
last ;  and  will  be  take  steps  to  have  the 
gratuity,  claimed  to  be  due  to  their 
father  at  tbe  time  of  his  death,  handed 
over  to  the  school  manager  or  other 
person  or  persons  for  their  benefit  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  facts  appear 
to  be  generally  as  .stated  in  the  question. 
Tbe  provisions  of  the  Act  of  Parliament 
dealing  with  applications  of  this  kind 
require  the  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  to  certify  to  the  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  that  they  are  satisfied  that  a  male 
teacher  who  would  be  entitled  to  a  re- 
tiring allowance  under  the  Act  has 
become  incapable  from  permanent  in- 
firmity of  mind  or  body  to  discharge  his 
duties,  and  tf  such  certificate  be  forth- 
coming tbe  Lord  Lieutenant,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Treasury,  may  grant  to 
such  teacber  a  gratuity.  In  the  present 
case,  the  teacher  died  on  the  28th  of 
August,  and  the  application  for  the 
gratuity  was  not  receired  by  the  Com- 
missioners until  the  31st  of  August,  and 
they  had,  therefore,  no  legal  power  what- 
ever to  certify  to  the  application  for  a 
gratuity  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act. 
The  Act  also  provides  that  if  a  teacher 
dies  in  the  service,  the  premiums  paid  by 
him  shall  be  paid  to  his  legal  representa- 
tives with  interest  at  £3  per  cent,  per 
annnm.  This  provision  of  the  Act  has, 
I  am  informed,  been  complied  with. 

FOBT  VICTOBIA. 
Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  tbe  Colonies 
whether  the  investigation  instructed  by 
tbe  Marquess  of  Ripon,  in  his  Despatch, 
No.  38,  of  15th  Febmar^,  1894,  into  the 
occurrences  at  Fort  Victoria,  has  now 
been  made,  by  whom,  and  with  what 
result  ? 

Digitized  by  GoOglc 


625  Matabeleland.  {17  April  1894}  Matabeleland.  626 


Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  The  inquiry 
will  be  conducted  by  Mr.  Surrnon, 
AssistaDlCommissioner  of  Becbuaaaland. 
As  has  been  already  statad  more  than 
once,  it  would  have  beea  useless  to  have 
begun  the  investigation  until  those  con- 
cerned liad  mostly  returned  to  Mashona- 
land.  But  the  time  for  the  investigation 
to  take  place  seems  now  to  have  arrived, 
and  consequently  instructions  were  sent 
about  a  fortnight  ago  to  that  effect. 

LED  HORSES. 
Mb.  JOHN  BUBNS  (Battersea):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  Uie  Local 
Government  Board  whether  the  Local 
Government  Board  will  recommend  to  all 
Municipalities  and  Local  Authorities  the 
advisability  of  discontinuing  the  practice 
of  several  horses  in  separate  carts  being 
chained  together  head  to  cart  tail,  and 
being  led  or  driven  by  a  single  carman, 
to  the  injury  of  the  horses,  inconvenience 
to  traffic,  and  dangw  to  pedestrians  ? 

Mb.  8HAW-LEFEVBE :  There  is  no 
provision  in  the  existing  law  under  which 
Local  Authorities  can  prohibit  a  practice 
of  ttiis  kind.  Last  year  the  Corporation 
of  Salford  in  a  Private  Bill  proposed  a 
clause  prohibiting  the  practice.  The 
clause  was  opposed,  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  add  to  the  cost  of  coal.  It  was  re- 
acted by  the  Select  Committee.  This 
year  the  Corporation  of  Manchester  has 
made  a  similar  proposal  in  a  Private 
Bill.  If  the  clause  should  be  adopted 
by  the  Committee  in  the  House  it  may  be 
worthy  of  consideration  whethw  Munici- 
palittw  should  not  be  empowered  to 
make  a  bye-law  on  the  subject. 

THE  CENTRAL  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE. 
Mb.  KEIR-HARDIE  (West  Ham, 
S.)  :  On  behalf  of  the  boo.  Member  for 
the  Walworth  Division  of  Newington,  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whe- 
ther the  telegraph  clerks  of  the  Foreign 
Branch  of  the  Centrsl  Telegraph  Office 
have  sent  in  a  Petition  complaining  of  the 
unsanitary  condition  of  the  room  in  which 
they  are  engaged  ;  whether,  in  despite  of 
this  fact,  some  of  the  clerks  have  been 
placed  onduties  necessitating  their  attend- 
ance for  54  hours  weekly  instead  of  48  ; 
and  whether  he  can  suspend  these  long 
duties  at  least  until  the  unsanitary  con- 
ditions of  the  branch  have  been  reme- 
died? 

VOL.  XXIII.  [foubth  skbiks.] 


Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  officers  in 
question  did  send  in  a  Petition,  and  the 
matter  is  being  investigated.  Before  the 
receipt  of  this  Petition  no  complaint  bad 
reached  me  of  the  coudition  of  this  room 
which,  on  the  contrary,  has  of  late  years 
been  materially  iuiproved  by  the  snbstita- 
tion  of  the  electric  light  for  gas.  Eleven 
officers  out  of  250  were  called  upon  to 
perform  54  hours  of  duty  in  one  week 
and  42  in  the  next,  making  an  average  of 
48.  This  was  the  case  in  two  successive 
fortnights.  Since  then  the  alternation  of 
long  and  short  duties  has  been  daily 
instead  of  weekly.  The  arrangement  is 
necessary  to  prevent  waste  of  force,  and 
I  see  no  reason  for  altering  it. 

BOOK  POST. 
Mr.  KEIR-HARDIE  :  On  behalf  of 
the  hon.   Member  for  the  Walworth 

Division  of  Newington,  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  if  the  weight  of 
single  uewspaperH  passing  through  the 
Post  Office  for  ^d.  Etamp  frequently 
reaches  six  or  eiglit  ouuces,  as  comparol 
with  the  limit  of  two  ounces  for  ^d. 
stamp  by  book  post ;  and  if  be  is  prepared 
to  recommend  an  increase  of  the  ^d.  limit 
for  book  post  to  four  ounces  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  It  is  a  fact  that 
the  weight  of  single  newspapers  passing 
through  the  post  for  ^d.  frcK]uently  ex- 
ceeds six  or  eight  ounces ;  the  postoge 
ou  registered  newspapers  being  fixed  by 
law  at  ^d.  each  inespective  of  weight ; 
Looking  at  the  loss  already  incurred  on 
postal  packets  carried  at  the  halfpenny 
rate,  I  am  not  prepared  to  recommend 
that  the  ^d..  limit  for  book  packets  should 
be  increased  from  two  to  four  ounces. 

MAT  ABELS  BAND. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northamp- 
ton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  the 
"  Settlement "  in  regard  to  Matabeleland 
will  be  laid  before  the  House,  and  an 
opportunity  be  given  for  its  discussion 
before  it  is  finally  adopted  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  « The  political 
Settlement "  of  Matabeleland  is  now  in 
an  advanced  state  of  preparation  ;  but 
the  necessity  of  communicating  with 
South  Africa  by  post  will  prevent  its 
presentation  before,  at  earliest,  the  end 
of  the  month.  We  propose,  as  soon  as 
the  scheme  for  settlement  is  finally  com- 
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pleted,  to  cirouUte  it  to  Parliament  in 
the  form  of  a  Blue  Book,  before  the 
Order  in  Council  based  upon  it  is  issued. 
The  Order  in  Council  will,  however,  be 
then  prepared  and  submitted  to  an  early 
Council,  in  order  that  the  new  form  of 
admiuistratioD  maj  come  into  operation 
at  the  earliest  possible  date. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  there  is  any  copy  of  the 
Code  of  Laws  now  existing  in  Matabele- 
laud  in  the  Colonial  Office  ;  and  whether, 
in  regard  to  corporal  puutshments  for 
offences  or  crimes,  any  distinction  is 
made  between  white  men  and  black  men? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  The  laws  in  force 
in  Matabeleland  are  the  customary  native 
laws,  and  those  in  force  in  the  Cape 
of  Good  Hope  prior  to  the  10th  of  June, 
1891.  There  are  in  the  Colonial  Office 
treatises  on  the  Common  Law  (that  is, 
the  Boman  Dutch  Law)  and  copies  of 
the  Statute  Law,  in  force  in  the  Cape  of 
Good  Hope.  I  cannot  pledge  myself  to 
say  whether  or  not  there  is  any  instance 
of  a  distinction  in  these  laws  as  to  cases 
in  which  corporal  punishment  may  be 
inflicted  on  men  of  one  colour,  but  not  on 
men  of  another  colour.  But  my  impres- 
sion is  that  tbere  is  not  such  a  distiuction. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE :  Will  the  hou. 
Gentleman  inquire  whether  there  is  such 
a  distinction  or  not  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  I  will  see  that  the 
matter  is  looked  into. 

THE  FINSBUBY  ESTATE  OP  THE 
ECCLESIASTICAL  COMMISSIONERS. 
Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  £.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Comptroller  whether,  as 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  hare 
allowed  the  demolition  of  a  large  number 
of  houses  on  their  Fiusbury  estate,  which 
has  resulted  in  uohousiug  a  great  many 
of  the  working  classes,  it  is  the  iutention 
of  the  Commissioners  to  set  aside  a 
portion  of  the  estate  for  working  class 
dwellings,  so  that  some  of  tbese  people 
may  be  re-housed  within  a  reasonable 
distance  of  their  employment  ? 

Thb  COMPTROLLER  of  the 
HOUSEHOLD  (Mr.  Leveson-Gower, 
Stoke-upon-Trent) :  The  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  have  from  tune  to  time 
devoted  considerable  portions  of  their 
estate  in  Finsbury  to  the  erection  of 
artisans'  dwellings.  There  has  been  no 
important  removal  of  dwellings  recently, 

Mr,  Buxtm 


but  the  Commissioners  have  in  the  years 
1891  and  1893  sold  rather  more  than  an 
acre  of  land  to  Guinness's  Trust  at  a 
reduced  price  for  the  erection  of  labourers* 
dwellings.  The  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners are  of  opinion  that  they  have 
made  provision  for  the  housing  of  a 
larger  population  than  that  displaced 
from  their  estate. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS:  Have  not 
fresh  buildings  been  pulled  down  within 
the  last  few  months  ? 

Mr.  LEVESON-GOWER:  I  have 
oo  information  to  that  effect.  If  my  hoo. 
Friend  has  more  recent  information  and 
will  give  it  to  me,  I  will  see  that  steps 
are  taken  in  the  proper  quarter  to  deal 
with  the  matter. 

THE  STREET  PREACHING  DI8- 
TURBANCBS  AT  CORK. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whethw  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  resolution  recently  passed 
at  the  Cork  Quarterly  Meeting  of  the 
Methodist  Church  protesting  against  the 
action  of  the  Police  Authorities  on 
Sunday,  25tb  March,  in  allowing  a  mob 
to  freely  indulge  in  what  the  resolution 
describes  as  savage  and  cowardly  attacks 
on  the  Protestant  preachers,  and  to  the 
allegation  in  the  said  resolution  that  the 
police  supplemented  the  operations  of  the 
mob  instead  of  affording  protection  to  the 
Protestant  preachers  ;  whether  he  has 
caused  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  said 
allegations  ;  and  if  he  has  asked  the 
representatives  of  the  Methodist  Church 
at  Cork  the  grounds  of  such  allegations* 
or  given  them  any  opportunity  of  proving 
the  same  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLET:  On  the  9th 
instant  my  attention  was  drawn  to  the 
resolution  in  question,  which  embodies 
language  to  the  effect  quoted  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member.  The  resolution,  I 
may  observe,  appeared  to  me  to  be  founded 
on  reports  which  had  been  published  in 
certain  newspapers,  and  inasmuch  as 

freviously  to  the  receipt  of  the  resolution 
bad  been  furnished  with  full  and  de- 
tailed Reports  by  the  police  relative  to 
the  several  allegations  preferred  by  these 
newspapers,  I  did  not  consider  it  neces- 
sary to  direct  a  further  iovestigation 
Into  matters  which  were  manifestlj 
founded  on  these  newspaper  reports. 
However,  the  Police  Authorities  have 
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now  acted  oa  the  snggestioD  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  by  interro- 

gatiog  representatives  of  the  Methodist 
Church  who  were  preaeot  at  the  meeting 
at  which  the  resolntlon  was  passed. 
Six  gentlemen  in  all  were  interviewed, 
and  the  following  is  the  result : — The 
sfaairman  of  the  meeting  states  that  no 
evidence  of  anj  kind  was  adduced  in 
support  of  the  resolution,  nor  is  he  aware 
that  any  such  evidence  exists.  He  also 
states  that,  so  for  as  his  personal  observa- 
tion of  the  police  in  this  matter  goes,  his 
evidence  is  in  favour  of  •their  conduct. 
The  proposer  of  the  resolution  says  his 
information  was  solely  founded  on  hear- 
say, derived  from  one  of  the  preachers, 
his  cousin,  and  that  he  is  not  prepared 
to  bring  forward  evidence  in  support  of 
his  resolution.  The  proposer's  cousin 
stated  that  the  conduct  of  the  police  was 
rough  on  the  date  mentioned,  but  that  he 
had  no  charge  to  make  against  them  in- 
dividnally  or  coUeotively,  and  that  the 
police  on  all  occasions  protected  the 
preachers  to  the  best  of  their  power. 
This  gentleman^  I  may  add,  violently  re- 
sisted the  police  on  the  occasion  in  ques- 
tion. The  seconder  of  the  resolution 
admitted  that  he  had  no  evidence  to  give 
<H'  charge  to  make  against  the  police, 
individually  or  collectively.  Another 
gentleman,  who  was  present  at  the  meet- 
ing and  agreed  to  the  resolution,  stated 
he  personally  knew  nothing  about  the 
matter,  and  that  he  took  for  granted  that 
-whatever  the  proposer  hnd  seconder  of 
the  resolution  said  was  ''all  right,"  And, 
finally,  the  police  questioned  a  sixth 
gentleman  who  took  a  prominent  part  in 
passing  the  resolution.  This  gentleman 
said  he  had  no  charge  of  any  kind  to 
make  against  the  police,  and  that  he  was 
not  present  on  the  occasion  of  the  alleged 
police  misconduct.  I  have  since  heard, 
however,  that  the  sixth  gentleman  now 
withdraws  this  statement  and  endorses 
the  terms  of  the  resolution,  but  it  is  clear 
that  the  withdrawal  loses  its  significance 
in  the  face  of  his  first  statement  that  he 
WM  not  present  at  all  at  the  proceedings 
of  March  25. 

PLATBLATEB8  AND  THEIR  DANGEBS. 

Mb.  JOHN  BURNS  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  circamstances  connected  with  the 
death  of  Bobert  Boyal,  platelayer  on  the 


London  and  South  Western  Railway,  at 
Vauxhatl ;  and  whether  he  is  prepared 
to  compel  all  Railway  Companies  to 
carry  out  the  recommendation  of  the 
coroner's  jury  and  appoint  look-out  men 
whilst  gangs  of  platelayers  are  at 
work  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  Yes,  Su- ;  my 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  case  in 

question.  The  Regulations  as  regards 
Inspectors,  gangers,  platelayers,  and 
others  employed  on  the  permanent  way 
were  carefully  considered  by  the  Railway 
Companies  in  1889,  and  the  correspond- 
ence on  the  subject  was  presented  to 
Parliament.  From  these  Regulations  it 
will  beseen  that  there  is  always  a  Coreman 
or  leading  ganger  over  each  gang  em- 
ployed on  the  permanent  way,  who  is 
provided  wltii  a  copy  of  the  time  table, 
and  platelayers  are  ordered  to  protect 
their  operations  by  sending  out  flagmen. 
These  Regulations  are  within  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Railway  Companies,  and  I 
have  no  power  to  modify  them. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  :  Arising  out  of 
the  question,  and  failing  the  adoption  of 
the  reasonable  suggestions  of  the  coroner^s 
jury,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
auworise  his  Inspectors  to  direct  atten- 
tion to  the  London,  Brighton,  and  South 
Coast  Railway  between  Clapham  Junc- 
tion and  Battersea  Park,  with  a  view  to 
securing  more  escape  recesses?  Will  he 
also  have  examined  some  of  the  six-foot 
ways,  many  of  which,  to  my  knowledge, 
are  only  3  fc.  9  in.  on  some  of  the  South 
London  Railways  ?  I  have  myself,  be- 
tween Clapham  Junction  and  Battersea 
Park,  known  the  platelayers  to  straddle  a 
wall  in  order  to  get  out  of  the  way  of 
the  trains. 

Me.  MUNDELLA  :  This  is  a  now 
suggestion,  not  arising  out  of  the  hon. 
Member's  question,  but  I  shall  be  happy 
to  consider  any  facts  submitted  to  me  by 
the  hon.  Member. 

TBAQTINO  COLLEaSS  FOR  SCOTCH 
TEACHERS. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  (Dumbarton- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  if  he  will  be  good  enough  to 
state  what  Public  Bodies  iu  Scotland 
have  urged  upon  the  G-overument  the 
necessity  of  training  a  larger  number  of 
teachers ;  and  for  what  reasons  80 
additional  stodrats  have  Jieeu  adioitted 
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to  the  Training  CoU^b  in  Scotland  in 
1894? 

Sib  G.  TBEVELYAX  :  Bepresentar 
tions  haTe  been  made  by  some  School 

Boards,  including  those  of  Glasgow  aod 
Govan,  urging  that  a  larger  number  of  stu- 
dents should  be  admitted  to  the  Training 
Colleges.  Tbe  number  of  female  pupil 
teachers  qualified  for  training  was  Un- 
usually large,  as  a  result  of  a  change  in 
the  date  of  tbe  examination  whicb  closed 
their  apprenticeship,  and  lai^e  numl>ers 
would  be  disappointed  if  this  were  not 
permitted.  In  order  to  meet  this  special 
and  temporary  difficulty,  the  Training 
College  authorities  stated  that  an  in- 
creased number  of  students  could  be  ad- 
mitted without  any  increase  of  charge, 
and  tbe  Department  accordingly  extended 
the  number  of  admissions,  for  the  present 
year,  by  85. 

ST.  JAMES'S  XATIONAL  SCHOOL, 
HEBSFOBD. 

Silt  B.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  St.  Jameses 
National  School,  in  the  City  of  Hereford 
(which  has  for  many  years  been  recog- 
nised by  tbe  Education  Department), 
has  been  condemuetl  because,  being  sur- 
rounded by  public  thoroughfares,  tbe 
managers  are  unable  to  increase  the 
playground  and  make  other  structural 
changes ;  and  whether,  under  the  circum- 
stances  of  the  case,  he  will  reconsider 
the  matter  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  This  school  is 
reported  by  tbe  Inspector  (who  pointed 
out  its  nameroas  and  serious  defects  to 
the  managers  as  long  ago  as  November, 
1892)  to  be  inconveniently  and  unsuitably 
planned,  with  no  playground,  no  cloak- 
rooms, insufficient  site  foi  enlargement, 
and  very  bad  offices.  The  Department 
have  warned  the  managers  that  tbe 
Inspector  will  be  unable  to  recommend 
any  grant  beyond  the  Slat  of  January, 
1895,  and  have  asked  them  whether  they 
have  any  proposals  to  make.  I  will  take 
care  that  any  proposals  the  managers 
make  shall  be  folly  considered.  . 

LADT  VI8IT0BS  TO  PBI80N8. 
Mr.    FICKEBSGILL  (Bethnal 
Green,  N.E.)  :  I  b^  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  tbe  Home  Department 
wlwt  is  the  total  number  vll  prisonft  in 
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England  and  Wales  in  which  women  are 
confined ;  and  in  how  many  of  sncfa 
prisons  lady  visitors  have  been  ap- 
pointdd  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AftQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  There  are  54  prisons 
which  receive  women,  and  29  of  these 
have  lady  visitors, 

BE-ELECTION  ON  APPOIMTMBNT  TO 

OFFICE. 

Mr.  PRIESTLEY  (York,  W.R.. 
Pudsey)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
tbe  Exchequer  whether  he  will  consider 
the  desirability  of  bringing  in  a  Bill  to 
repeal  the  Act  of  Farliameut  which 
requires  a  Member  of  this  House,  on  his 
appointment  to  Office  under  the  Crown, 
to  go  to  his  constituents  for  re-election  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.Habcourt,  Derby): 
The  Government  have  no  present  inten- 
tion of  dealing  with  this  question. 

LOCH  BROOM. 

Mr.  WEIR :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Adiniralty  charts  show 
no  islets  or  rocks  in  the  course  of  vessels 
sailing  to  and  from  Ullapool ;  that  the 
sailing  directions  state  that  Loch  Broom 
is  remarkably  free  from  rocks  and  islets, 
whilst  the  Report  of  the  Treasury  Com- 
mittee of  1891  on  railways  in  the  north- 
west of  Scotland  states  Loch  Broom  to 
be  encumbered  with  islets  and  rocks  ; 
and  that  this  Report  of  the  Committee 
has  been  assigned  as  a  reason  for  refusing 
the  grant  in  aid  of  the  Garve  and 
Ullapool  Railway  extension  scheme ;  and 
wheuier,  seeing  that  the  Beport  of  the 
Treasury  Committee  is  wholly  atvarianoe 
wich  the  Admiralty  chart  and  sailing 
directions,  he  will  state  whether  tbe 
Treasury  Report  is  correct,  or  the 
Admiralty  chart  and  sailing  directions  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Hydro- 
grapher  to  tbe  Admiralty  informs  me 
that  there  is  no  inconsistency  in  the  two 
statements.  Loch  Broom  is  remarkably 
free  from  rocks  or  islets ;  but  the  state- 
ment in  tbe  Report  mentioned,  that  tbe 
"approach  to  Ullapool  is  encumbered 
with  islets  and  roclu,**  is  perfectly  cor- 
rect, as,  10  miles  outside  the  entrance  ta 
Loch  Broom,  up  which  Ulbpool  lies,  and 
crossing  the  entrance  of  the  large  bay  of 
which  Loch  Broom  is  an  arm,  a  luge 
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number  of  islands  and  rocks  are  scat- 
tered about  and  eaoumber  the  approach 
from  seaward,  especially  at  night  and  to 
sailing  vesads. 

CLONAKILTY  LABOUBBBS'  COTTAGES. 

Mb.  E.  BARRY  (Cork  Co.,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
•qner  whether  he  is  aware  that  a  demand 
notice  has  been  received  by  the  Cloua- 
kilty  Board  of  Guardians  from  the  Income 
Tax  Department  for  the  sum  of  £5  8b.  Id. 
for  profits  urising  out  of  two  rents 
received  from  two  labourers*  cottages, 
bailt  aader  the  Laboorers*  (Ireland)  Acts, 
in  the  Union  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
for  the  past  .seven  years,  euding  the  29th 
of  September,  1893,  a  net  loss  of  £1,840 
has  been  sustained  by  the  Board  of 
Guardians  on  the  cottages  erected  within 
the  Union,  and  that  an  annual  loss  of 
£300  is  at  present  sustained  by  the 
Guardians,  being  the  diffei-ence  between 
the  rents  received  and  the  amount  pay- 
able to  the  Board  of  Works  ;  and  whe- 
ther, under  the  circumstances,  he  will 
have  this  tax  remitted  on  all  those 
cottages  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  Boards  of 
Guardians  are  not  exempt  from  Income 
Tax  (Schedule  A)  in  respect  of  cottage 
property  owned  by  them.  It  is  reportetl 
to  me  that  the  assessment  referred  to  in 
the  question  is  on  120  (not  two)  houses, 
Ac,  described  in  the  Valuation  Lists  as 
the  propwtj  of  the  Clonakilty  Board  of 
GuM^iaDS.  The  Poor  Law  Valuation  on 
this  property  is,  in  the  aggregate, 
£191  15s.,  the  dnty  on  which  is  £5  Ss.  Id. 
A  cotain  adjustment  seems  likely  to  be 
necessary  iu  respect  to  the  interest  paid 
to  the  Board  of  Works,  and,  if  the  rents 
receivftd  are  less  than  the  valuations,  this 
will  have  to  be  allowed  for.  These 
matters  can  be  arranged  with  the  local 
Surveyor  of  Taxes  (Cork). 

Mr.  sexton  :  As  the  Guardians 
pay  to  the  Treasury  every  year  more  than 
they  receive  as  rent  for  the  cottages, 
there  is  manifestly  a  loss,  and  there  ought 
consequently  to  be  no  assessment.  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  com- 
municate with  the  Income  Tax  autho- 
rities, so  that  no  claim  should  be  made  on 
the  Gnardions  in  this  matter  ? 

Sib  W.  HABCOUBT  :  I  will  inquire 
into  the  matter,  I  hare  no  knowledge 
of  it  personally. 


SUBBENDERS  TO  THE  TBEA8UBT. 

Mb.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  if  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  a  full  copy  of  the  Paper 
from  which  he  read,  on  the  12th  April, 
descriptive  of  the  procedure  of  dealing 
with  surrenders  from  the  Spending  De- 
partments to  the  Treasury  ? 

Sir  W.  HABCOURT  :  The  notice 
from  which  I  read  was  an  informal  one, 
and  not  in  a  shape  which  can  be  presented 
to  Parliament,  but  I  have  directed  a 
regular  Minute  to  be  presented,  and  that 
I  will  lay  on  the  Table. 

BQUALISATION  OF  BATES  (LONDON) 
BILL. 

SiB  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  he  will  postpone 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Equalisation 
of  Rates  (London)  Bill  until  the  Return 
moved  for  by  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  on  the  16th  April 
has  been  presented  to  the  House  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  do  not-think 
we  ought  to  delay  this  Bill,  and  we  must 
take  any  favourable  oppcfftnnity  of  press- 
ing it  on. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  The  R«tum 
will  be  in  the  hands  of  Members  on 
Thursday. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  I  hope  that,  as  the 
Bill  excites  great  interest  both  in  the  east 
and  west  of  London,  it  wilt  be  takeu  at  a 
convenient  hour  and  not  late  in  the 
evening.  We  ought  to  hare  full  notice 
as  to  when  a  Bitl  of  this  magnitude  will 
be  taken. 

Sib  J.  LUBBOCK  :  As  the  Return 
will  only  be  in  our  bands  on  Thursday,  I 
think  Members  ought  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  the  Report. 

Sib  W.  HABCOURT :  A  proper 
opportunity  will  be  given  for  discussing 
a  Bill  of  such  importance. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  my  question 
whether  the  Bill  will  not  be  taken  this 
week.  He  can  hardly  expect  m  to  be 
prepared  to  discuss  it  this  week  if  we 
only  get  the  Return  on  Thursday.  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  the  Bill 
will  not  be  taken  this  week  ? 

Sir  W.  HABCOURT  :  I  can  give  no 
undertaking  to  that  effect. 
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ACHILL  SOUND  BAILWAT. 
Dr.  R.  AMBROSE  (Mayo,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  aak  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
if  he  can  state  wheo  the  railway  between 
Newport  and  Achill  Soand  will  be  opened 
for  traffic ;  is  he  aware  that  owing  to 
the  position  of  the  site  on  which  it  ie 
proposed  to  build  the  Mulrany  station 
the  approach  road  is  rendwed  fUmost  im* 
pageable  to  vehicular  traffic  iu  consequence 
of  its  zig-sag  construction  ;  and  will  he 
see  that  the  station  is  erected  on  a  more 
suitable  site  so  that  it  may  be  possible  to 
-  drive  to  or  from  it  with  safety  ? 

Sir  J.T.HIBBERT:  (l.)Iunderstand 
that  the  section  from  Newport  to  Mul- 
rany will  be  opened  in  the  coming 
July ;  and  that  from  Mulrany  to 
Achill  will  probably  not  be  completed 
before  August.  (2.)  The  approach  road 
to  Mulrany  Station  not  having  yet  been 
definitely  located,  the  suggestion  that  it 
is  impracticable  is  premature.  (3.)  The 
station  is  already  in  course  of  oonstruu- 
tion,  and  the  bon.  Member  may  be  assured 
that  suitable  access  to  it  will  be  pro- 
vided. 

CANAL  BATES. 

SiK  J.  WHITEHEAD  (Leicester)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether,  in  view  of  the  great 
commercial  importance  of  canals  as  com- 
petitors with  railways,  and  having  regard 
to  the  information  obtained  by  means  of 
the  recent  Board  of  Trade  inquiry  re- 
specting the  revision  of  Canal  Companies* 
tolU  and  charges,  he  can  state  whether 
he  is  prepared  to  take  steps,  and,  if  so, 
in  what  form,  to  free  the  canals  now 
owned  by  Railway  Companies,  so  us  to 
make  them,  as  formerly,  independent 
competitive  means  of  transport  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  do  not  under- 
stand what  steps  the  bon.  Baronet  con- 
templates. If  he  suggests  that  the  Go- 
vmiment  should  purchase  the'  canals 
owned  by  Railway  (^ompanies  I  am  not 
able  to  hold  out  any  hopes  in  that  direc- 
tion. We  are,  however,  fixing  maximum 
tolls  for  canals,  whether  owned  by  Rail- 
way Companies  or  not,  which  we  hope 
will  lead  to  an  expansion  of  canal 
traffic. 

Sir  J.  WHITEHEAD  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether,  in  view  of  the  demand  for  the 
Reports  of  the  Proceedings  before  the 


Joint  Select  Committees  of  1891-92  and 
1893  on  the  Railway  and  Canal  Rates 
and  Charges  Provisional  Order  Confirma- 
tion Bills  and  the  present  importance  of 
those  proceedings  to  the  commercial 
community,  he  will  give  instructions  for 
the  preparation  of  a  full  analytical  index 
to  them,  similar  to  that  published  in 
regard  to  the  hearing  of  objections  to 
the  Railway  Companies*  proposed 
Schedules  before  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
1889-90  ? 

Me.  MUNDELLA  :  The  Report  of 
the  hearing  of  objections  before  the  Board 
of  Trade  in  1889-90  was  a  Departmental 
Paper,  and  an  index  was  prepared  by  the 
Board  of  Trade.  The  Reports  of  the 
Select  Committee  of  1892-93  are  Parlia- 
mentary Papers,  and  the  preparation  of 
an  index  thereto  19  a  matter  for  the 
House.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  however, 
an  index  was  published  with  the  Reports, 
and  no  complaint  of  its  inadequacy  has 
been  received. 

DISCHARGED  SOLDIERS  AS  POSTMEN. 

Sir  J.  WHITEHEAD  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  the  sys- 
tem of  chiefly  appoiuting  discharged 
soldiers  as  letter  carriers  has  been  satis- 
factory ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will 
any  longer  largely  exclude  civilians 
from  employment  in  that  service  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  system  under 
which  postmen's '  appointments  are  pre- 
ferentially given  to  discharged  soldiers 
and  sailors  has  now  been  iu  operation 
for  about  three  years,  and  has,  on  the 
whole,  worked  fairly  well.  I  may  state, 
however,  that  the  system  has  since  its 
introduction  been  modified  to  the  extent 
of  providing  for  telegraph  messengers 
and  other  persons  who  have  claimB  on 
the  Department. 

THE  INCREASED  WHISKY  DUTT. 
Mr.  SEXTON :  I  rise  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  a  question 
with  a  view  to  obtaining  a  clearer  under- 
standing than  some  of  us  at  present  have 
with  regard  to  the  Budget  proposals.  It 
is  whether,  having  regard  to  the  in- 
creasing yield  of  the  adjusted  Death 
Duties  iu  future  years,  it  is  intended  at 
present  that  the  increased  tax  on  spirits 
should  be  enacted  for  more  than  the 
present  financial  year  ? 
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8iB  W.  HARCOUBT:  I  tbisk  I 
ought  to  have  notice  of  the  qneation.  X 
■coold  not  answer  it  offhand. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  shall  put  the  ques- 
tion again  on  Thursday. 

Mr.  CLANCY  {Dublin  Co.,  N.) : 
Would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  have 
any  objection  to  lay  ou  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  Return  showing  the  amount  he 
expects  to  receive  from  Ireland  and 
Scotland  in  respect  of  the  increased  tax 
on  spirits  ?  And  will  he  also  promise  to 
take  care  that  the  aoconnta  will  be  so 
kept  that  we  shall  know  at  the  end  of  the 
year  what  each  country  has  contributed  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

THK  TWELVE  O'CLOCK  RULE. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Notice  of  the 
Motion  standing  in  his  name  upon  the 
Paper  for  the  snspension  of  the  Twelve 
o*Clock  Rule  to-night  was  only  given  at 
half-past  2  o'clock,  when  almost  every- 
body had  gone  to  bed,  and  long  after  the 
Whips  had  been  issued  ?  I  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  G-entleman  whether  that  is 
not  a  rather  inconvenient  cnstom  ?  I  also 
wish  to  a»k  him  whether,  supposing  the 
discnssion  on  the  proposed  Scotch  Com- 
mittee is  not  concluded  to-night,  he  in- 
tends to  ask  the  House  to  sit  late  next 
week? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  sorry 
that  the  Sitting  was  so  late  last  night ; 
but  the  Government  certainly  did  not 
anticipate  it,  and  that  was  the  reason 
why  the  notice  was  given  at  such  an 
bour.  The  usual  practice  is  to  give  it  at 
the  Adjournment  of  the  House. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  You  should 
let  the  Opposition  know. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  sorry 
that  earlier  notice  was  not  given,  and  I 
will  take  care  that  it  shall  be  given  iu 
proper  time  in  future.  I  think  it  ought 
to  be  done.  I  hope  that  we  shall  be 
able  to  conclude  the  discussion  at  a  rea- 
sonable hour  to-night, 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  not 
quite  certain  that  I  understand  the  pur- 
port of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
reply.  Is  he  not  aware  that  with  regard 
to  the  Amendment  now  before  the  House 
that  no  Cabinet  Minister  has  as  yet 
spoken,  and    that    several  important 


speakers  among  those  who  usually  act 
with  me  have  yet  to  give  their  opinions 
upon  it  ?  I  have  every  hope  and  ex- 
pectation that  the  Amendment  standing 
in  my  name  will  be  decided  to-night,  but 
with  regard  to  later  proposals  of  great 
importance  I  am  not  so  certain. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  propose  to 
place  a  Cabinet  Minister  at  the  disposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  an  early 
hour  of  the  Debate.  I  hope  that  we 
may  be  able  to  finally  dispose  of  this 
Motion  to-night. 

I 

PRIVILEGE. 

•Mr.  PRITCHARD-MORGAN  (Mer- 

thyr  Tydvl)  :  I  desire  to  bring  under  the 
notice  of  Mr.  Speaker  and  of  the  House 
certain  facts  and  incidents  which  have 
lately  transpired  with  regard  to  the  con- 
duct of  business  in  this  House.  Before 
referring  to  the  particular  incidents,  per- 
haps it  will  be  necessary  for  me  to  say, 
for  the  benefit  of  those  lay  hon.  Members 
who  may  not  have  studied  the  matter, 
that  an  Act  of  Parliament  passed  at 
the  time  of  Elizabeth  has  been  found  to 
be  exceedingly  oppressive,  and  that  Lord 
Macnaghten  introduced  in  the  House  of- 
Lords  last  year  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of 
repealing  that  Act.  The  House  will 
perhaps  better  appreciate  the  point  if  I 
use  Lord  Macnaghten's  words  instead 
of  my  own.  Lord  Macnaghten  said  upon 
that  occasion — 

"  The  law  would  hold  that  n  vendor  had 
done  nothing  wrong  in  collusion  with  the  author 
of  B  voluntary  conveyance  to  defeat  this 
solemn  instnunent.  It  was,  perhaps,  a  ■tartling 
proposition  that  one  man  might  honestly  sell 
what  was  not  his,  and  retain  the  price,  and 
that  another,  knowing  all  the  circumetaaces, 
might  honestly  help  him  to  rob  the  owner,  a 
proposition  one  would  think  puzzling  to  a  lay 
mind,  and  to  a  legal  mind  not  wholly  satisfac- 
tory." 

That  Act  of  Queen  Elizabeth  was  passed, 
as  all  the  Judges  have  admitted,  for  the 
express  purpose  of  preventing  frauds, 
which  were  perpetrated  somewhat  in  this 
fashion :  A  man  of  mature  age  might 
settle  his  lands  upon  his  wife  and  children, 
and  subsequently  he  would  sell  his  land, 
and  after  bis  death  his  family  would 
claim  the  lands  under  the  prior  settlemout, 
aud  the  Act  of  Elizabeth  was  intended 
for  the  sole  purpose  of  preventing  frauds 
of  this  character.  But  in  the  light  of  day. 
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and  with  the  Judge-made  law  which  we 
have  with  regard  to  this  Statate,  the 
effect  has  been  the  reverse,  and  convey- 
ances which  have  been  made  boji&  jide 
'*  for  love  and  affection  *'  have  been  set 
aside  by  persons  who  have  had  full 
knowledge  of  the  whole  of  the  facts  and 
connived  at  this  fraud.    The  Bill  passed 
in  all  its  stages  in  the  Hoase  of  Lords  and 
was  sent  to  this  Honse,  and  I  nnderstand 
that  Lord  Macnaghten  requested  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Norfolk 
to  take  charge  of  it.     It  passed  through 
all  its  stages  in  this  House  up  to  the 
Third  Reading.    I  wish  the  House  to 
note  that  fact.    The  Third  Beading  was 
fixed  for  May  31  of  last  year  ;  and  when 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  moved  it, 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Loath  Division 
got  np  in  his  place  and  blocked  the  Bill. 
The  block  was  subsequently  withdrawn. 
The  partionlar  incident  to  which  I  desire 
to  draw  attention  occurred  at  this  moment. 
In  order  that  the  House  may  be  in  a 
pojition  to  grasp  the  matter,  I  must  now 
refer  to  a  settlement  made  in  1885.  Mrs. 
Ingram,  a  widow  lady,  settled  upon  her 
children,  with  remainder  to  her  grand- 
children, some  property  in  Lincolnshire, 
which  cost  £60,000,  and  is  now  of  the 
value  of  £30,000.     The  property  was 
conveyed  by  an  ordinary  deed  of  convey- 
ance to  trustees  under  the  settlement, 
and  they  were  empowered  to  sell  it  and 
hand  the  proceeds  over  to  the  children. 
The  trustees  under  the  settlement  re- 
ceived the  rents  and  profits  on  behalf  of 
the  children,  and  heard  nothing  whatever 
respecting  the  matter  until  February  17 
last,  when  a  firm  of  solicitors  (Messrs. 
Ashurst,  Morris,  and  Crispe),  carrying  on 
business  in  the  City  of  London,  gave 
notice  that  they  had  been  instructed  by 
Sir  Edward  Watkin  to  inform  them  that 
on  May  30,  1B93,  Mrs.  Ingram  had  con- 
veyed all  these  properties  to  Sir  Edward 
Watkin  for  valuable  consideration.  I 
should  mention  that  a  marriage  t03k 
place  between  the  hidy  to  whom  T  hare 
referred  and  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Hythe.    She,  being  80  years  of  age, 
married  the  hon.  Baroneton  April  1, 1892. 
There  was  a  marriage  settlement,  and  it 
is  essential  that  I  should  refer  to  it  for 
the  purpose  of  showing  the  House  that 
at  the  time  it  was  made  there  was  no 
desire  or  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  parties 
to  the  marriage  contract  to  interfere  with 
this  settlement.    There  is  a  clause  in  it 

Mr.  Pritchard-Morgan 


which  transfers  certain  properties  to  Sir 
Edward  Watkin, 

"  Except  any  properties  Incloded  in  any  still 
snbsisting  settlement  herotcri^  made  by  the 
said  Anne  Ingram." 

So  that  up  to  two  years  ago  the  settle- 
ment was  regarded  by  everybody  as  legal 
and  binding.  On  May  31  the  block  (tf 
the  Bill  took  place.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth  states  that  it  took 
place  at  the  instance  of  Mr.  John  Morris, 
who  wrote  to  him  and  asked  him  to  block 
tbeBill.  TheBillwasblockedontheSlst 
of  May,  the  date  of  the  conveyance  from 
Lady  Watkin  to  her  husband  was  May 
30th,  and  the  deed  was  ostensibly  executed 
on  that  date.  But  instructions  came  to 
block  it  on  the  31st  of  May,  and  it  was 
so  blocked.  Snbseqnently,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Louth  wrote  to  Mr.  John  Morris* 
and  said — 

"  I  have  had  an  opportanity  of  looking  into 
this  BilL  I  see  no  ob]ecti(Hi  to  it,  and  I  desire 
to  know  why  I  am  requested  to  block  it." 

He  received  a  reply  from  Mr.  Morris, 
who  at  the  time  was  staying  with  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Hythe,  and 
Lady  Watkin,  at  Snowdon,  stating  that 
there  was  no  further  necessity  to  block 
the  Bill,  which  by  the  grace  of  Mr. 
Morris  was  allowed  to  become  the  law  of 
the  land.  I  regret  to  say  that  I  have 
not  been  able  to  get  a  copy  of  the  initial 
correspondence  which  took  place  between 
these  gentlemen.  I  am  not  entitled  to  it 
perhaps.  I  should  mention  that  when 
the  Bill  was  blocked  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Boston  (Sir  W. 
Ingram)  asked  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Cozens- Hardy) 
who  it  was  who  blocked  the  Bill. 
The  hon.  Baronet  did  not  know  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Norfolk  nor  the  hon. 
Member  for  Louth.  The  hon.  Member 
for  North  Norfolk  replied  that  the  Bill 
had  been  backed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth,  who  said  he  did  not  know  why  he 
had  blocked  the  Bill.  When  last  month 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Boston 
told  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  the 
effect  which  his  blocking  of  the  Bill  had 
had,  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  denied 
all  knowledge  of  the  conveyance,  and 
some  correspondence  took  place  between 
the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  and  Hr. 
Morris,  which  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
I  should  read  to  the  House.  The 
letter  ran — 
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■*  Hoow  n(  OnnmoiH  librarr, 
12th  March.  1894. 

**  My  Dear  Mr.  Morris,— Sir  William  logram 
has  been  to  me  to-day  and  complained  that  In 
the  iaterrsl  between  my  blocking  that  Convey- 
andog  Bill  of  Cosens-Hardy  and  the  removal 
of  my  block  some  d«ect  vas  ngoei  hj  Lady 
Watkin  depri<ring  Blr  W.  Ingram  and  his 
brothers  of  certain  property.  I  told  him  that  I 
was  not  aware  of  any  such  thing,  and  that  I  cer- 
tainly would  not  have  blocked  any  Bill  to  serve 
any  personal  ends  of  anybody  had  I  been  aware 
of  it.  I  feel  that  I  shonld  write  and  ask  you 
what  is  Che  explanation  of  this." — ^Toarg  faith* 
f aUy,  «  (Signed)    R.  W.  Pbekb. 

"John  Morris,  Esq." 

A  repl/  camo  from  Mr.  Morris  as 
follows  : — 

"  R,  W.  Perks,  Esq.,  M.P. 

15th  March,  1894. 

"  Dear  Perks,— In  reply  to  your  note  yon  are 
entitled  to  an  explanation,  and  after  I  have 
given  it  TOO  may  show  it,  it  you  like,  to  Mr. 
Comi8*Hardy,  and  if  either  of  yon  say  what  I 
did  was  open  to  objection  I  shall  be  surprised. 

"  Smne  years  ago  Lady  Watkln  made  volnn- 
taiy  settlementA  of  estates  in  LiQcolashire  on 
her  simfl.  As  the  law  stood  before  the  Act  in 
qnertion  was  passed  these  settlements  could  be 
defeated  by  Lady  Watkin  conveying  the  estates 
to  a jmrcluMerfar  ralne. 

"  to  the  course  of  negotiations  for  a  genenU 
tattlement  of  all  differences  between  Lady 
Watkin  and  her  sons  I  drew  the  attention  of 
the  sons'  solicitors  to  the  subject  of  these  settle- 
ments, and  suggested  that  as  part  of  the  then 
pnmosed  compromise  they  should  be  confirmed 
aikdmade  absolate,  and  twnis  were  provision- 
ally arranged  between  myself  and  the  sons' 
solicitor  for  this  being  done,  when  one  day  he 
told  me  that  Sir  William  Ingram  did  not  care 
about  its  being  included  in  the  compromise,  as 
be  considered  the  estates  of  no  value  in  conae- 

rnce  of  the  agricultural  depression,  and  that, 
refore,  there  was  no  risk  of  Lady  Watkin's 
making  a  sale,  as  nobody  would  give  anything 
for  them. 

"A  shorttime  after  this  I  happened  by  the 
merest  chance  to  see  that  a  Public  Bill  had 
been  introdaced  by  a  private  Member  into  Par- 
liament for  abotifthing  the  Act  of  Elizabeth  re- 
lating to  the  subject,  and  at  the  time  I  applied 
to  yoD  it  was  being  harried  through  the  Com- 
mons, wad  1  have  since  learned  that  Mr.  Cozens- 
Haidy,  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill,  was  ftir  Wil- 
liam Ingram's  counsel,  and  had  been  advising 
him  on  the  matter. 

"Even  if  the  Bill  had  been  broi^fht  in  by 
Government  on  public  grounds  I  consider  I 
should  have  been  strictly  within  my  right  to 
take  the  steps  I  did  to  a  little  time  to  con- 
sider it ;  a  BUI  Altering  the  law  on  the  subject 
of  TolnDtary  conveyances  which  had  been  in 
operation  for  300  je&n. 

"  1  am  not  aware  that  any  different  rule  is 
applicable  to  a  Bill  promoted  by  a  private 
Member  and  so  framed  as  to  give  it  an  em  pott 
/Mto  operation,  thereby  depriviiig  Lady  Watkin 
of  her  legal  right  as  to  these  estates. 

"  I  pr^er  putting  it  to  yon  broadly  as  a  ques- 
tion of  principle,  that  the  few  days'  further  time 
obteined  by  yoar  block  was  really  a  penoniU 


conventeDce  to  myself,  as  I  wanted  to  confer 
with  Lady  Watkin  on  the  sabject  before  she 
executed  the  conveyance,  which  was  prepared 
and  ready  for  execution  before  I  appltecl  to  you. 
Lady  Watkin  was  In  Wales  at  the  time,  and  1 
was  unwell,  and  it  was  s  ooovenience  to  me  to 
go  down  a  few  days  later  than  I  did  in  conse- 
quence of  my  being  unwell. 

"I  will  only  add  that  you  knew  nothing  of 
any  of  these  circumstances.  Ton  simply  com- 
ptied  with  my  reqnest  as  an  act  of  courtesy  to 
me,  a  favour  which  I  should  not  have  hesitated 
to  ask  of  any  Member. 

"  Borry  to  trouble  yoa  with  so  long  a  story, 
but  I  conid  not  put  it  to  yoa  shorter. 
'*  Tours  tmly, 

«*  (Signed)     J.  MoBBia." 

I  have  little  more  to  say  on  this  matter. 
What  I  desire  to  emphasise  is  that  Mr.  J. 
Morris,  who  is  a  solicitor,  tampered  with 
a  Member  of  this  House  ;  that  he  induced 
a  Member  of  this  House  to  block  a  Bill 
which  was  being  passed  through  this 
House  for  the  general  benefit  of  the 
commuDitj,  in  onler  to  gain  a  particular 
object  for  a  personal  purpose,  and  for  a 
private  iodiTidoal.  I  submit  that  there 
is  evidence  that  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Hythe  instructed  his  8olioitor 
so  to  act.  Solicitors  do  not  act  without 
instructions,  either  general  or  special.  If 
he  did  instruct  Mr.  Morris,  then  I  submit 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  was  guilty  of  a 
breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this  House^ 
or,  at  any  rate,  of  conduct  of  which  this 
House  will  take  cognisance.  If  the 
solicitor,  Mr.  Morris,  had  no  iostructioos 
whatever,  then  he,  I  submit,  is  guilty  of 
a  gross  breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this 
House.  I  submit,  farther,  that  the 
House  should  know  that  the  bon.  Member 
far  Louth,  who  is  a  solicitor,  and  the 
friend  of  another  solicitor  in  the  City 
practising  in  the  next  street,  has  acted 
for  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Hythe,  although,  in  this  instance,  Mr. 
Morris  only  acted.  I  find  in  "  Mems. 
about  Members"  in  The  Pall  Mall 
Gazette  this  entry.  [Cries  o/'"Oh!"1 
Then  I  will  not  read  it.  I  assert  that  I 
understand  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  is  solicitor  to  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Hythe  io  regard  to  the 
Metropolitan  ^ilway,  the  Channel 
Tunnel,  the  Watkin  Tower,  and  **  other 
schemes  and  projects  of  that  great  man.** 
I  submit  that  an  hon.  Member  has  been 
tampered  with,  and  I  ask  you.  Sir, 
whether,  under  these  circumstances,  I 
should  move  that  a  Committee  be 
appointed  to  consider  this  matter,  be- 
cause, having  regard  to  the  complicated 
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nature  of  it,  it  would  be  betto-,  perhaps, 
that  a  Committee  should  inquire  into  the 
subject  rather  than  that  the  time  of  the 
House  should  be  taken  up? 
•Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  not  said  what  he  wants  the  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into.  Will  the 
hon.  Gentleman  read  the  Reference  to  the 
Committee  which  he  wishes  the  House  to 
appoint  ? 

Mb.  PBITGHARD-MOBGAN  :  I 
move,  Sir — 

**  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
Inaaire  and  Report  to  this  House  whether  any, 
ana,  if  so,  what,  persons  have  been  gaWty  of  a 
breach  of  the  PriTileges  of  this  House  in  refer- 
ence to  the  blocking  of  the  Voluntnry  Convey- 
ances Bill  on  31st  at  May,  1893,  and  that  any 
two  or  more  MemberB  of  socfa  Conunittee  have 
power  to  examine  any  witnesses  who  are  in- 
capacitated by  sickness  from  attending  penon- 
a!ly  to  be  examined  by  such  Committee." 

Sir  W.  INGRAM  (Boston)  seconded 
the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  Selec^t  Committee  be  appointed  to 
Inquire  and  RejKnt  to  this  House  whether  any, 
and,  if  so,  what,  persons  have  been  guilty  of  a 
breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this  House  in  refer, 
enee  to  the  blocking  of  the  Voluntary  Convey- 
ances Billon31»t  of  May,  1893,  and  that  any  two 
or  more  Members  of  such  Committee  have  power 
to  examine  any  witnesses  who  are  incapacitated 
by  sickness  from  attending  personally  to  be  ex- 
amined by  such  Committee.  —(Jfr.  Pritchard- 
Morgan.") 

Sir  W.  HABCOUBT  :  I  think  the 
opinion  of  this  House  is  that  we  should 
not  extend  breaches  of  Privilege,  and  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  the  Motion  which 
my  hon.  Friend  has  made  has  gone  in- 
finitely beyoud  any  idea  of  questions  of 
Privilege  ever  contemplated.  I  have  lis- 
teued  to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  it  appears  to  me  to  amount  to 
this — that  there  has  been  some  domestic 
difference  in  certain  families  in  reference 
to  a  settlement.  What  have  we  got  to 
do  with  that  ?  As  regards  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Louth,  nobody 
imputes  to  lum  that  he  knew  anything 
of  this.  That  was  stated  by  all  theparties. 
It  appears,  as  I  gather,  that  a  solicitor 
acting  for  a  gentleman  who  was  unwell 
wanted  time  to  consider  a  Bill ;  and  be 
aaked  my  hon.  Friend  to  block  it,  in 
order  that  there  might  be  some  further 
time  taken  for  its  discussion.  Well,  Sir, 
the  practice  of  blocking  Bills  is  a  common 
practice,  and  if  we  were  to  appoint  a 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  reasons  foi- 
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blocking  Bills  we  should  have  enough 
to  do.  I  have  observed  that  a  Bill  in 
which  I  take  great  interest  has  frequently 
been  blocked,  and  if  we  were  to  inqiure 
into  the  objects  of  iha  people  who  block 
it  it  would  be  a  very  inconvenient  in- 
quiry. Therefore,  I  do  hope  that  the 
House,  without  further  discussion,  will 
decline  to  entertain  this  Motion. 

•Mb.  perks  (Lincolnshire,  Louth)  : 
I  would  ask  the  House  just  for  one 
moment  to  give  me  the  opportunity  of 
offering  to  it  a  personal  explanation.  In 
the  first  place,  permit  me  to  say  that  I 
am  entirely  ignorant  of  the  personal  con- 
troversies which  have  unfortunately 
arisen  between  the  hon.  Member  for 
Boston  and  his  relatives,  and  I 
have  no  interest  in  them  directly  or 
indirectly.  So  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, the  facts  are  as  follows  :  The 
Voluntary  Conveyances  Act  was  set 
down  for  Committee,  not  for  Third 
Reading,  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member, 
on  Wednesday,  the  Slst  of  May.  The 
Bill  was  a  Public  Bill  in  charge  of  a 
private  Member,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Northern  Division  of 
Norfolk.  On  Monday,  the  29th  of  May, 
I  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  John  Morris 
(of  the  firm  of  Asburst,  Morris  and  Co.), 
a  gentleman  well-known  to  every  l^al 
Member  of  this  House,  asking  me  if  I 
would  on  his  behalf,  and  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hy the,  oppose  the  Voluntary 
Conveyances  Bill.  Mr.  Morris  did  not 
tell  me,  nor  was  I  aware,  why  be  objected 
to  the  Bill ;  and  I  had  no  opportunity  of 
seeing  him  before  the  Bill  came  into 
Committee  on  Wednesday.  Not  know- 
ing what  the  objections  to  the  Bill  were, 
I  obtained  a  copy  of  the  Bill,  and  found 
that  it  made  very  important  changes  in 
the  law  relating  to  voluntary  con- 
veyances. I  also  ascertained  that  the 
Bill  bad  been  read  a  second  time  in  this 
House  on  the  17th  of  May  without 
any  comment  or  explanation.  When 
the  Bill  came  on  as  an  unopposed  Bill  on 
Wednesday,  the  3Ut  of  May,  and  was 
moved  without  comment  by  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Norfolk, 
I  objected,  and  the  Bill  consequently 
stood  over.  My  lion,  and  learned 
Friend  in  charge  of  the  Bill  came  to  me 
and  asked  me  why  1  objected  to  it ;  and 
I  told  him  that  Mr.  John  Morris  had 
asked  mo  to  oppose  the  Bill ;  that  I  did 
not  then  know  Mr.  Morris's  reasons 
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as  I  had    not   seen   him,   bat  that 

I  had  read  the  Bill,  which  Beemed  to 
me  too  iraportaot  a  Bill  to  pass  without 
congideratioD  and  explaoatioD.  My  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  asked  me  to  go  with 
liim  into  the  Library  and  read  the  Report 
of  the  Debate  in  the  Lords  upon  the  Bill. 
I  did  so,  and  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Morris,  saying 
that  the  Bill  seemed  to  me  to  be  a 
reasonable  one,  and  that  I  should  be  glad 
to  know  what  his  objections  to  it  were, 
and  I  informed  the  hon.  Member  in 
charge  of  the  BUI  that  I  would  not  take 
further  action.  The  Bill  was  set  down 
for  Committee  on  the  following  Wednes- 
day, the  7th  of  June.  T  did  not  oppose 
it,  nor  did  I  take  any  further  action  in  the 
matter.  The  Bill,  having  tieeo  amended 
in  Committee,  bad  to  pass  the  Third 
Reading  and  to  be  sent  back  to  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  it  received  the 
Royal  Assent  on  the  29th  of  June, 
exactly  a  month  after  the  day  in  which 
it  ja  said  I  blocked  it  in  the  interest  of 
the  parties.  I  hard  nothing  more  of 
the  subject.  I  bad  no  conversation  either 
with  Mr.  Morris  or  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Hy the  on  the  matter.  I  had 
not  the  slightest  idea  why  they  objected 
to  the  Bill  ;  I  knew  nothing  of  their 
family  disputes,  and  the  circumstance 
passed  completely  out  of  my  mind  until  a 
month  ago,  when  an  hon.  Member  came 
to  me  in  the  Lobby -aod  told  me  substan- 
tially whiit  the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr 
has  just  stated  to  the  House.  I  wrote 
Mr.  Morris,  asking  him  for  an  explana- 
tion, and  I  received  the  reply  which  has 
been  read  to  the  House,  which  fully,  and, 
to  my  mind,  perfectly  satisfactorily,  dealt 
with  all  the  circumstances.  I  have  already 
stated  to  the  House  that  when  I  opposed 
the  Voluntary  Conveyances  Bill  I  had  no 
knowledge  whatever  of  any  of  the  cir- 
cumstances referred  to  by  the  hou.  Mem- 
ber for  Merthyr,  nor  did  I  know  what 
Mr.  Morris's  objections  were.  I  have 
only  to  add,  white  thanking  the  House  for 
their  indulgence  in  permitting  me  to  make 
this  statement,  that  I  was  not  in  May, 
1893,  nor  am  I  now,  nor  liave  I  at  any 
time  been  directly  or  indirectly,  pro- 
fessionally or  otherwise,  interested  to  the 
extent  of  one  single  farthing  in  any  of 
these  disputes,  nor  do  I  prof eseio Dally 
represent  any  of  the  parties.  It  is  true 
that  in  years  gone  by  I  had  the  honour 
of  acting  for  many  of  the  Railway  Com- 
panies that  were  under  the  guidance  of 


the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Hytbe,  but  I  am  not  his  private  profes- 
sional adviser,  nor  have  I,  as  I  say,  a 
farthing  of  interest  in  any  of  the  matters 
which  are  the  subject  of  this  unhappy 
family  controversy. 

•SiE  B.  WEBSTER  (Isle  of  Wight)  : 
I  would  not  have  spoken  had  I  not  re- 
ceived a  communication  from  Mr.  Morris, 
who  is  known  to  many  as  a  member  of 
the  firm  of  Ashurst  and  Monis — a  firm 
of  the  highest  position  in  the  City  of 
London,  in  practice  40  or  50  years.  I 
could  not  help  being  somewhat  surprised, 
and  I  was  at  a  loss  for  the  reason  that 
could  have  induced  thehon.  Member  (Mr. 
Fritehard-Morgan)  to  bring  forward  this 
question  until'  I  saw  that  his  Motion 
was  seconded  by  the  hon.'  Baronet  (Sir 
W.  Ingram),  who  seems  to  be  personally 
connected  with  this  matter.  I  cannot 
help  thinking  it  unfortunate  that  such  a 
statement  should  have  been  made  in  the 
absence  of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  E. 
Watkin),  who  is  too  ill  even  to  hare  the 
matter  communicated  to  him.  The  sug- 
gestion is  that  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  E. 
Watkin)  committed  an  improper  act  in 
securing  the  blocking  of  this  Bill.  It 
appears  to  me  that  if  such  an  accusation 
was  going  to  be  made,  it  should  have 
been  made  when  the  hon.  Baronet  could 
have  been  present,  or  when  communica- 
tion could  have  been  made  to  him,  in  order 
that  his  views  might  have  been  presented 
to  the  House. 

Mr.  PRITCHARD-MORGAN  :  I 
communicated  with  the  hon.  Baron^ 
(Sir  E.  Watkhi)  last  week,  when  he  was 
in  London.  He  travelled  from  London  to 
Manchester,  and  thence  to  Snowdon.  I 
am  not  responsible  for  the  fact  of  the  letter 
not  having  reached  him.  His  secretary 
now  tells  me  that  the  hon.  Baronet  is  too 
ill  to  receive  letters.  I  did  what  I  could 
to  communicate  with  him. 

Sm  R.  WEBSTER :  I  mentioned 
this  merely  to  show  the  exact  position  in 
which  the  matter  stands.  With  regard 
to  Mr.  Morris,  the  explanation  that  has 
been  read  is,  I  submit,  a  complete  refuta- 
tion of  any  suggestion  that  Mr.  Morris 
had  been  guilty  of  any  breach  of  Privi- 
lege. From  Mr.  Morris's  statement  it  is 
clear  that  this  matter  had  beeu  in  pre- 
paration for  a  considerable  time,  that  the 
conveyance  was  actually  executed  on 
May  30,  that  the  block  on  the  Bill  did 
not  take  plaoe  until  the  3Ut,  that  that 
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was  onlj  the  Committee  stage,  and  that 
the  Bill  did  not  receive  the  Boyal 
Assent  until  a  month  afterwards.  The 
Hoase  will  see  how  absolutely  ground- 
less is  the  suggestion  that  Mr.  Morris, 
whatever  be  may  have  done,  was  in  any 
way  guilty  of  a  breach  of  Privilege.  In 
communicating  with  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Perks)  I  venture  to  think,  if  [  may 
coDcnr  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer,  that  if  the  motives  with  which 
Bills  have  been  and  are  blocked  were  to 
be  examined  into,  the  House  would  have 
an  endless  and  a  somewhat  perplexing 
task.  The  explanation  shows  that  there 
was  no  necessity  for  occupying  the  time 
of  the  House,  or  for  bringing  before 
Members  the  name  of  the  solicitor,  who, 
as  far  as  I  know,  enjoys  the  respect  of 
those  with  whom  he  is  acquainted,  who 
has  done  nothing  of  which  he  is  ashamed, 
or  of  whteh  he  is  not  prepared  to  give 
the  fullest  explanation. 

Sir  W.  INGRAM  (Boston)  :  I  wish, 
as  far  as  possible,  to  eliminate  from  the 
few  remarks  I  shall  make  all  comments 
of  a  personal  nature.  With  regard  to  the 
matter  involved  in  the  question,  I  feel 
sure  that  it  is  not  one  for  the  House  to 
decide.  That  is  of  a  private  nature,  and 
will  be  referred  to  the  proper  Court  for 
decision.  I  do  hope,  however,  that  hon. 
Members  will  allow  me  to  explain,  and 
to  assure  them  on  my  word,  as  a  Member 
of  this  House,  that  I  bad  nothing  to  do 
with  the  introduction  of  this  Bill  into  the 
Hoase  of  Lords,  It  was  introduced  by 
Lord  Macuaghten,  without  mj  know- 
ledge and  without  any  communication 
from  anybody  connected  with  me.  It 
was  looked  after  in  this  House  by  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Cozens-Hardy)  not 
in  my  interests  and  not  at  my  insti- 
gation, as  he  can  assure  you.  We 
ought,  T  think,  to  be  gratified  with  the 
explanation  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Perks).  I  feel  certain  that  he  was  not 
personally,  directly  or  indirectly,  in- 
terested in  this  matter.  At  the  same 
time,  I  think  it  right  to  say  that,  taking 
the  correspondence  as  it  has  been  read, 
there  is  not  the  least  doubt  that  the  block 
on  this  Bill  enabled  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
E.  Watkin)  to  obtain  this  property.  It 
isao  clear  as  possible  that  the  property  was 
purchased  on  May  31.  This,  however, 
does  not  concern  Members  of  the  House, 
and  I  shall  be  very  ghMl  if  these  Fmooal 
Sir  R,  Webster 
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matters  can  be  removed  from  the  notice 
of  the  House. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  PKITCHARD-MORGAN  :  I 

beg  to  give  notice  that  on  an  early  day 
I  will  move  to  make  valid  the  voluntary 
settlement. 

SITTINGS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (BXBMPTION 
FBOM  THE  STANDING  ORDER). 
Ordered,  That  the  proceedings  on  the 
Motion  for  the  appointment  of  a  Stand- 
ing Committee  on  Scotch  Bills,  if  under 
discussion  at  Twelve  o'clock  this  night, 
be  not  interrupted  under  the  Standing 
Order  Sittings  of  the  House. — (7^ 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


STANDING  COHUITTEB  (SCOTLAND). 
RBSOLnTIOK.     [aDJOCRHHD  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resumed  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  to  Question  [2nd 
April], 

"  That,  in  addition  to  the  two  Standing  Cran- 
mittees  uppointed  under  Standing  Orde^o.  47, 
a  Standing  Committee  shall  be  appointed  Ita 
the  conslderstlon  of  all  Billfi  relating  exclosively 
to  Scotland  which  may,  by  order  of  the  Hoosev 
be  committed  to  them,  and  that  the  proviaicau 
of  Standing  Order  No.  47  shall  ap^y  to  the 
said  Standing  Committee : 

That  the  said  Standing  Committee  do  consist 
of  all  the  Ifembers  representing  Scottish  con- 
stitaeocies,  together  with  fifteen  other  Ifemhen 
to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee  <rf  Selection, 
who  shall  have  power  from  time  to  time  to  dis- 
charge the  Uembers  so  nominated  by  them,  and 
to  appoint  others  in  snbstitution  for  those  dis- 
charged : 

That  Steading  Orders  Noa.  49  and  fiO  do 
apply  to  the  said  Standing  Committee."— (Sir 

O.  Trevelyan.') 

And  which  Amendment  was  to  leave 
out  from  the  word  **  That,"  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wmds — 

"  This  HoQse  declines  to  sanction,  In  regard  to 
Bills  relating  to  one  portion  only  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  anj  plan  by  whidi  the  aadent 
practice  at  to  the  constitution  of  Committees 
of  this  House  shall  be  fundamentally  altered 
until  it  has  had  an  <^portnnity  of  pronouncing 
upon  a  geaaral  scheme  which  shall  extend  ah'ks 
treatment  to  Bills  relating  to  each  of  the  other 
portions  of  the  United  Kfngdim."--r.tfr.  A.  J. 

Question  again  proposed, 

"  Thatthe  words  Mn  addition  to  the  twoStand- 
ingCommltteea  appointed  ander  StandlngOvdsr 
No.  47  *  stand  part  of  the  Question." 
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Debate  resnmecl. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Univer- 
sity) :  Sir,  the  Government  claim  to  be 
a  Pn^ressive  Party,  but  the  Unionists 
are  the  true  Party  of  Progress  :  the  Go- 
remment  represent  retrogrossion  ;  they 
wish  to  revive  the  boundaries  and  diifer- 
ences  which  separated  us  formerly.  They 
are  promoting,  uniurentionally  of  course, 
jealousies  which  weakened  us  so  much  in 
the  past,  which  retarded  the  progress  of 
this  country,  and  led  to  so  many  civil 
wars,  80  muck  bloodshed  and  misery. 
As  between  England  and  Scotland,  the 
boundary  liue  is  an  old  strategical  line, 
but  represents  no  difference  of  race,  habits, 
or  interests.  The  whole  condition  of  the 
southern  agricultural  counties  of  Scot- 
laud  resemble  much  more  closely  the 
agricultural  districts  of  Northern  England 
than  the  Urban  or  Highland  districts  of 
Scotland.  Ethnologically,  the  liue  of 
separation  between  England  and  Scot- 
land is  qnite  imaginary.  There  is  no 
real  distiuction  between  the  population 
North  and  South  (tf  the  line.  The  real 
distinction  is  between  the  Highlanders 
and  the  Lowlanders.  The  true  boundary 
line  is  not  from  East  to  West,  but  from 
North  to  South,  or,  speaking  more 
exactly,  from  North-Eaet  to  South- West. 
The  right  lion.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Midlothian  strongly  condemned  the 
proposal  now  made  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Speakingio  1882,  in  reply 
to  Mr.  Paruell  in  opposition  to  a  proposal 
for  geographical  Grand  Committees,  be 
said — 

"  Thehon.  Member  invited  theOovemment  to 
sanction  the  prindpte  that  certain  Imperial 
powers— the  powers  of  the  Imperial  Parliament 
— flbould  be  exercised  by  boaies  of  Slembera 
taken  exclusively  from  one  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  He  greatly  doabted  whether  the 
Farlisment  would  ever  Bacctiw  anything  of  the 
kind.  ....  For  that  House  to  divide  itself  in 
libe  manner  proposed  woald  be  a  most  singular 
and  extraorainar;  innovation,  and  an  Innova- 
tion which  the  House  would  not,  he  thoo^t, 
under  any  circnmBtanceit  be  prepared  to  enter- 
tain." 

Devolation  may  or  may  not  be  necessary, 
but  if  necessary  it  should  be  determined 
by  sabjects,  not  by  geographical 
boundaries.  From  the  Amendment  I  had 
on  the  Paper — and  which  the  Forms  of 
the  House  {Hvveut  my  moving — it 
has  been  said  that  I  am  prepared  to 
go  even  farther  than  Her  Majesty's 
GoTermnenC   That  is  not  so ;  1  am  not 


in  favour  of  geographical  Grand  Com- 
mittees ;  but  I  maintain  that  if  Scotch 
Bills  are  to  be  referred  to  a  Scotch  Com- 
mittee, English  Bills  should  be  referred 
to  an  English  Committee,  and  that  if  Irish 
Members  wish  it  a  similar  course  should 
be  adopted  in  that  case  also.  Grand 
Committees  for  the  several  sections  of 
the  United  Kingdom  are  a  mistake,  but 
if  there  is  to  be  one  for  Scotland  I  hold 
that  it  is  obviously  right  and  just  that  we 
should  have  a  Grand  Committee  for  Eng- 
land also,  and  the  obligation  of  proof  rests 
with  those  who  oppose.  It  may  be  said 
that  England  has  expressed  no  desire  for 
such  a  course.  I  might  reply,  neither  has 
Scotland.  Some  Scotch  Members  wisely 
wish  to  preserve  the  Union  under  which 
the  country  has  flourished  so  greatly  : 
others  unwisely  ask  for  a  separate  Legis- 
lature ;  but  those  who  are  in  favour  of  a 
Scotch  Grand  Committee,  unless  as  a 
mere  stepping  stone  to  separation,  are 
a  small  minority.  I  will  not,  how- 
ever, dwell  upon  this  point,  which  is 
not  material  to  my  argument.  But 
though  England  has  shown  no  desire  for 
separate  Grand  Committees,  still,  if  Scot- 
land is  to  have  one,  we  ought  to  be ' 
placed  in  the  same  position.  I  may 
refer  on  this  point  to  the  Manifesto  of 
the  Scotch  Home  Rule  Association,  who 
say — 

*'  The  idea  does  not  find  favour  in  Scotland, 
for  the  same  reason  as  rendered  the  correspond- 
ing one  for  Ireland  unacceptable  to  the  Irish 
people,  and  beuause,  in  addition,  the  system  of 
legi:>Iation  in  National  Qran<l  Committees  could 
only  have  beenentertainedif  applied  to  English 
and  Irish  as  well  as  to  Scottish  Legislatures." 

And  they  continue — ■ 

"  This  question  affects  the  vital  interests  of 
each  of  the  three  parties  to  tiie  present  Union. 
If  one  of  them  is  to  be  entrusted  with  the  sole 
man^ment  of  domestic  aftalrs,  the  other  two 
must  receive  the  same  privilege.  No  considera- 
tion for  Ireland  would  justify  your  Memori&lists 
in  submitting  to  an  arrangement  under  which  her 
Representatives,  being  allowed  the  exclusive 
management  of  their  own  domestic  affairs,, 
would  be  permitted  also  to  control  in  the  Im- 

Eirial  Parliament  the  domestic  affairs  of  Scot- 
nd." 

That  seems  to  me  to  be  a  very  sensible 
and  logical  argument.  Indeed,  if  only 
one  such  Grand  Committee  is  to 
be  constituted,  I  should  claim  the 
precedence  for  England.  Well,  Sir,  what 
was  the  argument  used  by  the  Home 
Secretary  (Mr.  Asquith)  the  other  day  at 
Huddersfield.   I  always  read  with  very 
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^reat  interest  and  attention  everything 
that  falls  from  him,  because  he  speaks 
with  great  ability  and  moderation,  and 
always  makes  out  the  best  case  be  can 
from  his  own  poiut  of  view,  and  also 
because  he  is  one  of  the  most  influential 
of  those  whom  I  have  the  honour  of 
representing  in  this  House.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  told  us  that  a  Scotch 
Bill  was  "beyond  the  powers  of  au 
Engltshman  to  comprehend."  That  was 
not  very  complimentary  ;  and,  if  correct, 
it  suggests  that  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Government  it  would  be  an  improvement 
if  English  Bills  also— not  to  say  Irish — 
were  referred  to  a  Scotch  Committee 
rather  than  subjected  to  the  stupid  criti- 
cism of  Euglish  Members.  Then,  he 
continued — 

"  How  diaappointiDg  when  we  have  had  a 
nice  instructive,  quiet,  fmitfal  Debate,  in  which 
the  whole  matter  has  been  gone  into  from  a 
purely  Scotch  point  of  view  to  have  these 
English  strangers  overrule  our  opinions !  " 

Things  have  come  to  a  pretty  pass  when 
an  English  Home  Secretary  speaks  of 
English  Members  in  oiu*  own  House  of 
Commons  as  strangers  !  It  shows  bow 
the  Government  are  themselves  affected 
by  the  Separatist  and  anti-national 
feelings  which  they  are  rousing  all  over 
the  country.  If,  Sir,  we  turn  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
laud  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan),  what  reason 
does  he  allege  for  this  proposal  ?  He 
gives  three.    He  says — 

"  Hare  we  been  told  the  country  is  too  small 
and  unimportant — a  country  with  a  population 
as  large  as  a  second-class  European  Kii^om — 
a  Kingrtom  with  manners,  customs,  law^  and 
administration  of  ita  own  7  Have  we  been 
shown  that  the  population  to  whom  those 
powers  are  asked  to  be  entrusted  cannot  be 
trusted  with  them  7  .  .  .  Have  we  been 
shown  that  Scotchmen  do  not  nnderatand  or 
are  unfitted  to  nuuiage  their  own  education, 
their  own  UniversitieB,  tiieir  own  municipal 
affairs,  their  own  liquor  traffic,  and  all  the 
other  matters  which  concern  the  morality,  the 
welfare,  and  the  prosperity  of  the  country? 
X^t  our  opponents  show  that,  or  let  them  admit 
that  we  have  a  good  case." 

Now,  surely  he  cannot  deny  that  these 
r«Mons  apply  with  as  much  fwce,  or 
even  more  foroe,  to  England.  He  says 
that 

"  ^cotkml  has  manners,  cnstonil,  laws,  and  an 
admiaiHtration  of  its  own." 

So  has  England.    He  says — 

"  Cannot  the  Scotch,  to  whom  the  powers  are 
asked  to  be  entmsted,  be  entnuted  with 
them?" 

5i>  J,  Lubhoek 


So  I  ask,  with  all  submission' to  the 
Home  Secretary,  whether  we  English 
are  not  equally  fitted  for  such  powers? 
He  asks  — 

"  Has  it  been  shown  that  Scotchmen  are  un- 
fitted to  manage  their  own  education,  their  own 
municipal  affiairs,  and  other  matters  which  con- 
cern the  welfare  of  the  country  7  " 

Well,  does  he  deny  that  the  English  are 
competent  also  ?  Lastly,  he  says  that 
"  Scotland  is  not  small  and  unimportant.'^ 
Well,  I  will  not  aek  him  to  admit  that 
England  is  more  important,  but  he  will 
not  deny  that  she  is  larger.  And  when 
he  says,  in  conclusion — 

"  Let  oar  opponents  show  that,  or  let  them 
admit  that  we  nave  a  good  case," 

Englishmen  may  say  the  same  with  even 
greater  force.  I  will  not  do  Scotch 
Members  the  injustice  of  supposing  that 
they  would  refuse  to  us  the  advantage 
they  claim  for  themselves.  If  Scotland 
is  to  have  a  special  Grand  Committer 
why  not  England  and  Ireland  also  ?  Mr. 
Parnell  was  of  the  same  opinion.  In  a 
Draft  Report  presented  to  a  Committee 
of  the  House  in  1868  he  proposed — 

"  That  whenever  any  Public  Bill  relating 
exclusively  to  the  affairs  of  either  Bngland, 
Ireland,  or  Bootland  has  been  read  a  seooDd 
time  it  shall  be  referred,  unless  otherwise 
directed  by  the  House,  to  a  Committee  con- 
slating  of  the  Members  representing  countries 
and  places  iu  England,  or  of  the  Members  repre- 
senting Ireland  or  Scotland  respectively,  if  the 
Bill  referred  to  Ireland  or  Scotland." 

Who,  then,  is  there  who  objects  to 
this  proposal  ?  I^rd  Rosebery,  in 
his  celebrated  speech  in  another 
place,  which  seemed  quite  clear  till 
it  was  explained,  spoke  of  England 
as  the  predominant  partner.  The  Go- 
vernment are  doing  their  best,  however, 
to  reduce  us  to  a  position  of  degrading 
inferiority.  They  would  give  Ireland 
Home  Rule,  and  Scotland  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee for  Scotch  affairs,  and  then  allow 
Scotch  and  Irish  Members  to  come  and 
vote  on  English  affairs.  In  fact,  we 
have  as  yet  heard  one  reason,  and  one 
reason  only,  why  a  Grand  Committee  is 
to  be  given  to  Scotland  and  withhdd 
from  England — namely,  that  Govam- 
ment  do  not  possess  the  confidence  of 
the  people  of  England,  and  could  not 
carry  their  measures.  But,  Sir,  why  are 
the  wishes  of  the  Government  to  prevail 
against  the  wishes  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land ?  Why  are  we  to  be  overridden  by 
Scotch  and  Irish  votes  ?   As  long  as  we 
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are  all  treated  alike  we  cauDOt  complain. 
Of  course,  the  Union  has  some  drawbacks 
for  all  of  as ;  more  than  compensated, 
howeWi  the  advantages.  Bnt  if  a 
change  is  made,  it  is  monstrous  and  un- 
patriotic that  Scotch  Members  are  not 
only  to  legislate  for  tlieraselves,  but  to 
override  the  wishes  of  England  on  Eng- 
lish affairs.  The  reason  given  by  enp- 
porters  of  Government  against  the  pro- 
posal is  really  the  strongest  reason 
for  it.  May  I  say  one  word  with 
reference  to  the  prospects  of  the  Liberal 
Party  if  they  have  a  Grand  Committee 
composed  of  English  Members?  At 

Sesent  they  had  the  snpport  of  the  Irish 
embers,  out  nobody  can  expect  that  to 
continue.  Ko  one  who  has  watched  the 
course  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
can  consider  that  in  the  future  her  weight 
is  likely  in  all  cases  to  be  thrown  into 
the  Liberal  scale,  and,  therefore,  I  think 
it  will  be  a  very  short-sighted  policy  to 
exclude  England  from  having  a  Grand 
Committee  of  its  own  by  any  consideration 
of  that  kind.  Finally,  I  would  ask  Scotch 
and  Irish  Members  to  place  themselves 
in  our  position.  They  would,  I  am 
sure,  find  no  words  strong  enough  to 
denounce  a  policy  which  proposed  to  give 
English  Members  the  right  to  manage 
their  own  affairs  without  interference, 
and  then  to  vote  on  Scotch  and  Irish 
affairs.  I  appeal,  then,  to  them  to  look  at 
this  question  in  a  spirit  of  justice  and 
equity  ;  and  if  English  Members  would 
also  approach  the  qaestion  in  a  spirit  not 
of  Party  bnt  of  patriotism,  as  statesmen 
and  not  as  politicians,  and  with  a  sense 
of  what  we  owe  to  our  country,  I  should 
have  no  doubt  as  to  the  vote  they  woald 
give. 

Mr.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  told  the 
House  that  there  was  no  more  difference 
between  Scotland  and  England  than 
there  was  between.  Devonshire  and  the 
rest  of  England. 

*SiR  J.  LUBBOCK  Bud,  he  had  not 
said  anything  of  the  kind.  What  he  had 
said  was,  that  there  was  a  greater  differ- 
ence between  the  South  of  Scotlaud  and 
the  Highlands  than  between  the  South  of 
Scotlaud  and  the  North  of  England. 

Mb.  HUNTER  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  seem  to  be  aware  of 
the  fact  that  the  whole  legal  system  of 
Scotland  was   different  firom  that  of 


England ;  that  Scotland  had  her  own 
Courts  aud  her  own  judicature,  which 
were  preserved  to  her  by  the  Treaty  of 
Union,  of  whieh  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  seem  to  have  heard,  and 
that  her  ecclesiastical  orgaoisation  was 
totally  different  from  that  of  England. 
In  England  one  ecclesiastic  was  paid 
£15,000  a  year,  while  another  got  £50 
or  £100  a  year,  and  there  were 
grades  and  ranks,  and  dignities, 
amongst  the  ministers  of  religion.  Of 
all  these  things  they  knew  nothing  in 
Scotland.  The  Scotch  ecclesiastical 
system  was  based  upon  a  principle  of 
equality.  Scotchmen  had  always  ex- 
hibited in  their  institutions  a  passion  for 
equality.  Nobody  who  knew  anything 
of  the  history  of  England  would  say  the 
same  of  Englishmen.  With  regard  to 
education,  what  could  be  more  different  » 
than  the  ideas  of  Scotchmen  and  English- 
man ?  An  Englishman's  idea  of  education 
seemed  to  be  to  make  the  religion  of  the 
teauhers  high  and  their  salaries  low.  The 
Scotch  Poor  Law  administration  was 
totally  different  from  that  of  England, 
and  so  was  the  municipal  government. 
The  smallest  town  in  Scotland  had  its 
own  supply  of  gas  and  water.  Scotch- 
men did  not  object  to  Englishmen  allow- 
ing themselves  to  be  robbed  by  Gas 
Companies  and  Water  Companies,  becanse 
that  was  their  own  affair,  but  they  could 
not  allow  it  to  bo  said  that  there  was  no 
difference  between  Scotland  and  England. 
There  was  a  profound  difference,  not  only 
in  the  institutions  but  in  the  education 
and  the  ideals  and  the  intellect  of  the 
people.  It  had  been  said  by  a  gentle- 
nwn  Bitting  opposite  that  (he  appoint- 
ment of  such  a  Committee  as  was  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  would  be  a 
grave  Constitutional  change.  That  was 
very  high-sounding,  sonorous,  awe- 
inspiring  language,  but  what  did  it  mean 
as  applied  to  the  proposal  of  the  Grovern- 
ment  ?  He  never  heard  the  word 
"Constitutional"  but  he  was  reminded 
of  the  observation  of  Hobbs,  "That  words 
were  the  counters  of  wise  men  and  the 
money  of  fools."  What  was  the  Constitu- 
tion? Thatwasaquestionwhiohwasmuch 
more  easy  to  ask  than  to  answer.  One 
of  the  most?  able  critics  of  the  British 
Constitution,  De  Tocqueville,  who  also 
entertained  a  prodigious  admiration  for 
Englishmen  and  English  institutions,  said, 
in  answer  to  that  question — 
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"  There  is  no  sach  thing  as  the  British 
Constitution.  It  ia  a  thing  which  has  no 
axlstence." 

He  believed  that  if  Professor  Dicey  were 
pat  into  one  room,  and  three  or  four 
equally  competeut  men  iato  other  rooms, 
and  they  were  all  asked  to  write  an 
accoQDt  of  the  British  Constitutiou 
without  holding  any  communicatiou 
with  one  another,  no  two  of  them 
would  agree  in  alt  particulars,  but  not 
one  of  them  would  dream  of  euggestiug 
that  the  Rules  of  Procedore  of  the  House 
of  Commons  were  part  of  the  Consti- 
tution. In  some  couutriea  a  Constitution 
undoubtedly  existed,  as  in  the  United 
States.  What  did  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  provide  with  regard 
to  the  question  of  procedure  ?  The  pro- 
vision was  contained  in  oue  short  sen- 
tence, which  ran  as  follows  :  *'  Each 
House  may  determine  the  Bules  of  its 
proceedings."  If  it  were  to  be  said  that 
every  act  which  was  done  iu  the  exercise 
of  that  power  was  part  of  the  Coasri- 
tution  the  person  who  said  it  would  be 
talking  egregious  nonsense.  It  might 
as  well  be  said  that  every  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment was  part  of  the  Brit^  Constitution, 
and  that  therefore  every  amendment  of 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  however  trivial, 
was  an  amendment  of  the  ConstttutioD. 
Those  who  said  that  the  slight  change 
now  proposed  in  the  form  of  procedure 
of  ihe  House  of  Commons  was  a  Consti- 
tutional change  were  stretching  the  word 
"  Constitution "  until  it  cracked  and 
became  wholly  meaningless.  To  say 
that  this  was  a  great  Constitutional 
change  was  balderdash  and  nouseuse. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  most  of 
the  speeches  which  had  been  made 
against  the  proposal  were  made  by  hon. 
Members  before  they  had  seen  it.  They 
were  speeches  which  were  directed  not 
against  the  proposal  before  the  House, 
but  a  totally  different  proposal — a  pro- 
posal which  owed  its  origin  to  a  very 
distinguished  and  respected  man,  the 
late  Mr.  John  Bright.  What  Mr.  Bright 
proposed  in  1886  was  exactly  the 
opposite  of  the  proposal  now  before  the 
House.  Of  course,  his  reference  was  to 
Ireland,  Intt  evcffy  word  that  Mr.  Bright 
said  of  Ireland  wa^  more  true  of 
Scotland,  because  h9 '  might  have  enter- 
tained this  doubt,  with  regard  to  the 
former,  that  thp  Irish  Members  were 
not  loyal.     Wiiatever  might  be  sud 
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about  the  Scottish  Members,  the  ques- 
tion of  loyalty  did  not  apply  in  their  case, 
and  therefore  what  Mr.  Bright  sud  of 

Ireland  was,  a  fortiorij  true  of  Scotland. 
His  proposal  was  that  there  should  be  a 
Standing  Order — this  was  not  a  Stand- 
ing Ordei' — of  the  House  by  which  all 
BUls  relating  to  Ireland  or  to  Scotland, 
as  the  case  might  be,  should,  after  the 
First  Reading,  which  was  to  be  a  purely 
formal  transaction,  be  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee exclusively  composed  of  Irish 
Members,  or,  as  the  case  might  be.  of 
Scottish  Members.  There  were  three 
leading  features  in  Mr.  Bright* s  proposal 
— (1)  that  the  Committee  should  be  ex- 
clusively National ;  (2)  that  it  should 
have  the  Second  Reading  stage  of  a  Bill 
iu  itsowu  hands;  (3)  that  all  Bills  should 
becompulsorily  referred  to  thisCommittee, 
if  they  referrewl  exclusively  to  those  two 
countries.  This,  therefore,  was  a  most 
important  and  vital  change,  because,  so 
long  as  the  Standing  Order  was  in  force, 
it  would  be  impossible  for  a  Government 
to  force  upon  Irelaud  or  upon  Scotland 
any  measure  of  which  the  majority  of  the 
Scottish  or  Irish  Members  disapproved. 
From  the  negative  point  of  view,  it  pro- 
tected those  nationalities  from  hostile 
legislation  by  majorities  in  the  House  of 
Commons ;  and  from  the  positive  point  of 
view,  it  left  only  a  vetoing  power  to  the 
House  ou  the  Third  Reading  stage.  In 
these  circumstances  he  should  have 
thought  that  a  proposal  of  that  kind, 
emanating  from  so  great  a  man  and  so 
distinguished  a  statesman,  not  to  say  so 
pronounced  a  Unionist,  would  have  been 
received  with  more  respect  by  the  fol- 
lowers of  that  Party,  More  than  a  year 
ago  the  Scottish  Members  asked  the 
Govmiment  to  adopt  that  proposal, 
but  instead  of  doing  so  the  Government 
had  proposed  something  quite  different. 
This  Committee  was  not  to  be  a  National 
Committee,  seeing  that  it  was  to  consist 
of  Scottish  Members  with  15  other 
Members  ;  the  Second  Reading  stage  of 
a  Bill  was  not  to  be  committed  to  its 
charge ;  and,  most  important  of  all,  no 
Bill  was  to  be  r^^red  to  the  Committee 
except  by  Order  of  the  House.  He  would 
have  been  glad  if  a  year  ago  the  Govern- 
ment had  he&a  able  to  see  their  way  to 
adopt  Mr.  Bright*s  proposal,  because 
what  was  the  position  in  which  they 
'found  themselves  in  Scotland  ?  The  late 
Solicitor  Gieneral  for  Sootlaud,  iu  a  speech 
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which  be  delivered  in  thie  Debate,  drew 
attentioD  to  the  fact  that  in  ttie  course  of 
the  Parish  Councils  Bill  tbere  was  one 
occasion  on  which  be  discovered  tbat  a 
majority  of  10  Members  in  Eogland  bad 
been  overruled  on  an  English  qaention 
by  Scottish  and  Irish  votes.  He  could 
oceapj  a  k>i^  time  in  stating  the  ex- 
periences of  the  Scottish  Members,  but 
be  would  be  content  with  one  example. 
On  the  Local  Government  Bill,  brought 
in  by  the  Conservative  Government  io 
1889,  the  Scottish  Members  moved  that 
the  County  Couacils  in  Scotland  should 
have  power  to  look  after  the  pablic 
interests  in  regard  to  public  rights  of 
way.  That  question  was  of  peculiar 
importance  in  Scotland,  and  the  Scottish 
Members  voted  in  favour  of  it  in  the 
following  manner  :  10  supporters  ol  the 
GoTemment  voted  with  the  Government 
in  opposition  to  the  proposal,  10  sup- 
porters of  the  Government  voted  against 
the  GoTeroment,  and  39  of  the  Liberal 
Puty  voted  also,  so  that  there  was  a 
majority  of  49  to  10.  To  represent  that 
in  English  figures — supposiug  it  had 
been  a  question  of  England,  they  would 
have  bad  337  English  Members  on 
one  side,  and  68  English  Members 
on  the  other.  If  the  majority  of  337  to 
68  were  overruled  by  Scottish  votes  he 
would  admit  that  England  bad  a  very 
great  grierance.  He  would  read  one 
sentence  only  from  a  speech  by  Mr. 
Bright  at  Birmingham  in  1886.  He 
said,  of  his  wider  proposal — 

"  What  can  be  th«  harm  \  I  ask  you,  ae  rea- 
Bonable  men,  as  mea  of  boameu,  if  it  is  not  a 
xeasonable  thing  to  tt^  a  scheme  like  this ; " 

And  he  ^so  mud — 

"Iteooldbe  done  in  the  stmplest  manner, 
and  In  one  n^ht  of  the  Houee  of  Commont." 

If  Mr.  Bright  had  lived  now  he  would 
have  known  that  the  House  of  Commons 
did  not  move  quite  so  fast.  The  next 
point  of  objection  that  was  taken  to  the 
proposal  was  this :  they  were  told  that 
it  was  wholly  subversive  of  immemorial 
precedent,  for  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion  had  Bud  this — 

"We  are  asked  for  the  first  time  to  introduce 
this  principle  <^  nationality  into  oar  Commit- 
tees in  a  manner  wholly  sabversive  of  the 
immemorial  pieoedent  set  by  this  Hoose." 

And  hie  other  point  was  Uiis — 

**  That  Committees  are  divided  between  the 
Parties  in  the  lame  proportion  as  they  are  re- 
presented in  tfasHonse." 

VOL.  XXIII.  [fourth  BSHIE8.J 


The  idea  that  a  Committee  ought  to 
represent  Parties  in  this  House  was 
totally  inconsistent  with  the  iuvariable 
practice.  The  iuvariable  practice  with 
respect  to  all  Special  and  Select  Com- 
mittees to  which  all  Public  Bills  were 
referred  had  been  that  the  Government 
of  the  day  were  allowed  a  majority  tA 
only  one,  and  never  more.  In  fact,  until 
1883,  when  the  Grand  Committees  were 
introduced,  the  idea  was  never  suggested 
that  a  Committee  of  this  House  ought  to 
be  composed  in  the  same  manner  as 
Parties  in  this  House.  Io  the  case  of 
Grand  Committees,  a  different  principle 
was  naturally  adopted.  These  Commit- 
tees were  nomiuated  for  Bills  applicable 
to  the  whole  United  Kingdom,  and 
of  course  they  ought  to  represent  the 
rarious  sections  of  the  House.  But  his 
second  point  was — and  this  was  the  great 
grievance  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
— tbat  they  were  to  be  asked  to  introduce 
the  principle  of  oaCiooality  for  the  first 
time.  He  thought  he  could  give  pre- 
cedents. The  House  would  remember 
that  they  were  not  creating  a  Scottish 
Committee.  In  1882  an  Irish  Bill  (the 
UuioQ  Officers^  Superannuation  Bill)  was 
referred  to  a  Committee  of  1 5,  composed 
of  13  Irish  Members,  one  Irishman  with 
au  English  seat,  and  a  Treasury  official. 
He  wished  to  show  the  House  that 
during  the  Government  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  whenever  a  Scottish 
Committee  was  made  to  deal  with  a 
Scottish  Bill,  the  Government  recognised 
the  principle  of  nationality  to  a  greater 
extent  than  was  proposed  by  the  present 
scheme  before  the  House. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  devoting  himself  to  me,  as 
I  gather  that  he  is,  I  may  say  that  he  ^ 
has  entirely  mistaken  my  argument.  I 
never  suggested  that  if  Scotsmen  happen 
to  be  interested  in  a  Bill  they  should  not 
be  put  on  in  tiiat  capacity.  Bat  they 
are  not  pnt  on  as  Scotsmen ;  only  as 
Members  of  this  Honse. 

Mr,  HUNTER  said,  that  was  one  of 
those  metaphysical  subtleties  for  which 
Scotsmen  were  frequently  blamed.  Bat 
whether  they  were  ^ua  Scotsmen  or 
S»>tsmeB  in  fact,  he  did  not  care.  What 
were  the  facts  ?  The  Limited  Owners 
Bill  had  nine  Scotsmen,  one  Irishman, 
and  one  Englishman.  The  Private  Bill 
Procedure  Bill  had  19  Scotsmen  and 
seven  Kngliehmeo.     Then  came  the 
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Burgh  Police  Bttl,  which  stuck  in  the 
House  of  CommoDa  for  15  y^eftrs,  and  was 
got  through  bj  appointing  a  Committee 
of  22  Scottish  Members,  two  Scotsmeu 
irith  English  seats,  and  two  English 
Members.  So  that  thej  had  a  proportion 
of  22  to  4.  In  the  year  1890  a  very  im- 
portant measure,  the  Scottirii  Police 
Superannuation  Bill,  was  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  of  21.  When  that 
Committee  was  first  struck  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  21  were  Scotch  MemlJers,  and 
there  was  not  a  single  Englishman 
amongst  them.  It  so  happened  that  the 
Solicitor  General  of  the  day  was  raised 
to  the  Bench  and  a  vacancy  was  created, 
and  in  order  to  have  something  to  swear 
by  they  appointed  the  Member  for 
Ipswich,  who  was  a  Scotsman,  to 
fill  the  vacancy.  What  was  the  result  ? 
When  the  Bill  he  last  referred  to 
went  into  Committee  it  was  a  measure 
which,  in  addition  to  a  charge  of 
£40,000  got  from  the  Exchequer,  would 
have  imposed  a  burden  of  £60,000  on  the 
Scottish  ratepayers.  When  it  emerged 
from  the  Committee  not  a  penny  of  bur- 
den was  thrown  on  the  Scottish  rate- 
payers. In  the  year  1892  not  a  single 
Scottish  Member  got  a  day  for  a  Private 
Bill.  In  1893  they  were  equally  un- 
lucky in  the  ballot,  and  this  year 
not  a  single  Scottish  private  Member 
had  got  a  day  for  a  Bill.  Assuming 
that  Scottish  Members  got  all  the  time 
that  conid  be  reasonably  hoped  for  after 
making  allowance  for  the  Imperial  busi- 
ness and  the  Estimates,  it  was  a  very 
small  portion  of  time  which  remained  for 
the  legislation  of  this  country.  Of  that 
time  Scotland  was  not  entitled  to  more 
than  one-tenth.  The  plan  of  the  Go- 
vernment would  relieve  the  House  of  one 
stage  only.  It  did  not  deprive  the  House 
of  the  power  of  dealing  witit  the  details 
of  a  Bill.  The  Report  sta^  was  reserred 
for  the  House,  uid  on  that  stage  every 
line  and  every  word  of  a  Bill  was  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Honse.  Some 
hon.  Members  had  suggested  that  they 
should  r^er  Scottish  Bills  to  an  ordinary 
Grand  Committee.  In  such  a  Committee 
they  would  have  about  10  Scottish  Mem- 
bers. A  quorum  was  20  ;  and  what 
would  be  their  chances  of  getting  a 
qnomm  if  the  whole  of  the  Memlwrs, 
with  the  exception  of  the  10,  belonged  to 
England  ?  ^1  that  was  proposed  by  the 
Government  was  that  Soottish  Bills 
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should  be  r^erred  to  those  persons  who 
knew  the  wants  and  wishes  of  the  con- 
stituencies in  Scotland,  who  were  familiar 
with  the  wants  of  Scotland,  and  who 
were  able  to  bring  their  knowledge  to 
bear  upon  Scottish  measures.  Any  hon. 
Members  who  voted  against  this  Motion 
would  Bsserl  this  proposition,  that  under 
no  cironmstances  might  any  Scottish  BUI 
whatever  be  properly  sent  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  kind.  He  did  not  suppose 
that  anything  like  every  Scottish  Bill 
would  be  referred  to  the  Committee.  The 
reference  of  Bills  to  the  Committee  must 
be  in  the  hands  of  the  House.  The  pro* 
posal  was  a  moderate  one,  and  was  intended 
to  provide  for  what  bethought  would  prove 
to  be  a  limited  class  of  cases.  What 
was  the  advantage  of  this  Committee  to 
Scotland  ?  It  was  very  little.  It  did 
not  emancipate  them  from  the  thraldom 
of  an  English  majority.  It  did  not  re- 
move the  incnbns  of  a  foreign  majority. 
But  it  did  make  it  possible,  consistently 
with  a  reasonable  demand  on  the  time 
of  the  House,  that  they  should  get  some 
of  the  arrears  of  Scottish  legislation  re- 
moved ;  and  when  English  Members 
came  to  deal  with  the  Reports  of  these 
Committees  on  the  Report  stage,  it  would 
be  an  advantage  to  them  to  know  what 
was  the  opinion  of  Scottish  Members. 
If  then,  with  their  eyes  open,  English 
Members  thought  they  ought  to  overrale 
Scottish  Members,  by  all  means  let  than 
do  80.  It  was  their  right.  But  if  they 
did  overrule  the  Scottish  Members,  they 
would  know  what  they  were  doing. 
Under  the  present  system  it  was  impos- 
sible for  any  English  Member  to  know 
what  Scottish  opinion  was  until  the 
question  had  been  first  decided  in  the 
House.  He  trusted  a  measure  of  this 
kind,  so  moderate,  so  reasonable,  and  so 
limited,  and  having  only  one  object- 
namely,  saving  the  time  of  the  House — 
would  commend  itself  to  the  House  gene- 
rally. There  were  some  Member*  who 
did  not  desire  to  save  the  time  <^  the 
House — who  desired,  on  tbe  cootruy,  to 
waste  tbe  time  of  the  House  ;  and  from 
that  quarter  alone  they  bad  received, 
and  would  still  receive,  embittered  and 
venomous  opposition. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  I  will  not  begin  by  speak- 
ing of  the  "  foreign  incubus  "  which  the 
hon.  Member  thought  was  the  word  to 
use  with  regard  to  the  iDflnence  of  "  die 
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predominant  partner "  in  the  general 
afiaira  of  the  country.  What  I  should 
wish,  in  the  first  instaace,  to  point  out  is 
the  extraordinary  course  which  this  De- 
bate has  taken.  We  have  heard  the 
views  of  a  certain  number  of  Scotch 
Members,  and  we  have  heard  one  Cabinet 
Mioiater.  But  I  notice  with  some  d^ree 
of  interest  that  no  English  supporter  of 
the  Government  has  so  far  expressed  the 
slightest  approval  of  their  proposals.  I 
do  not  know  whether  we  shall  be  favoured 
diia  evening  with  the  opinions  of  the 
bon.  Member  for  Bedford,  who  on  pre- 
vious occasions  has  denounced  the  pro- 
posal which  is  now  before  the  House.  I 
do  not  see  him  in  his  place  ;  but  1  hope 
that  he  will  descend  from  the  Olympian 
heights  on  which  he  generally  dwells, 
and,  having  pondered  the  question,  will 
give  us  his  majestic  advice  on  the  sub- 
ject. We  should  have  liked  also  to  hear 
hon.  Members  representing  English  con- 
«tituencies  replying  to  some  of  the  argu- 
ments which. have  been  put  forward  by 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  and  others. 
We  should  have  been  glad  to  hear  the 
Home  Secretary,  even  though  he  repre- 
sents a  Scotch  coQBtituency ;  but  he 
prefers  to  address  an  audience  at  Hudders- 
field  rather  than  the  House  of  Commons. 
We  have  been  promised  the  early  inter- 
vention of  a  Cabinet  Minister,  but  I  see 
no  signs  yet  of  that  intervention.  I 
Chink  we  were  entitled  at  an  earlier  por- 
tion of  this  Debate  to  know  what  is  the 
answer  of  Uer  Majesty's  Government 
to  some  of  the  questions  which  have 
been  pat.  My  r^ht  hon.  Friend  the 
Xeader  of  the  Opposition  has  asked 
whether  this  general  proposal  should 
afterwards  be  applied  to  Wales  and 
Ireland.  It  is  a  fair  question. 
Is  this  Motion  part  of  a  general 
policy,  or  is  it  specially  devised  for  Scot- 
land ?  I  do  not  say  that  it  is  a  polemical 
disadvantage,  but  it  is  a  disadvantage  in 
looking  at  the  merits  of  the  case  that 
«ich  a  long  time  has  elapsed  before  we 
reidly  know  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  on  this  point.  I  do  not 
think  that  this  plan  of  hanging  Imck  so 
long  promotes  the  despatch  of  business. 
Hon.  Members  cannot  complain,  when 
we  are  not  favoured  with  the  views  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  with  regard 
to  a  number  of  serious  points,  if  we  de- 
maod  further  time  until  we  oan  induce 
the  GovwiuuDt  to  enter  the  lists  and 


cross  swords  with  us.  Therefore,  do  not 
let  it  be  said  that  we  have  lengthened 
this  Debate  unduly.  If  tbere  had  been 
an  earlier  intervenCiou  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  I  believe  it  would  rather 
have  shortened  debate.  Is  this  proposal 
of  the  Government  one  which  is  likely 
to  further  the  object  of  saving  the  time 
of  the  House  ?  The  Government  have 
obstructed  the  business  of  the  House  by 
introducing  this  proposal.  There  are  no 
Scotch  Bills  down  for  Second  Iteading 
yet ;  but  there  is  one  Bill  which,  I 
believe  we  may  say,  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  refer  to  this  Scotch 
Grand  Committee — the  Parish  Councils 
Bill  for  Scotland.  We  ought  to  have 
been  told  by  hon.  Members  for  Scotland 
what  class  of  Bills  they  wished  to  send 
to  this  Grand  Committee.  At  present 
we  are  putting  up  this  large  and  impor- 
tant machinery  without  haviug  any  idea 
of  the  work  which  the  machinery  will 
have  to  do.  Would  it  not  have  been  more 
business-like  if  it  had  been  proposed 
that  the  Scotch  Parish  Councils  Bill 
should  be  referred  to  a  Scotch  Conmiittee, 
instead  of  making  this  wide  and  general 
proposal  ?  If  that  had  been  done  it 
would  have  saved  much  of  this  Debate. 
But  no  doubt  it  would  have  been  too  pre- 
posterous, after  the  Prime  Minister  has 
boasted  that  the  English  Parish  Councils 
Bill  was  passed  by  Irish  votes,  for  hon. 
Members  to  claim  that  the  Scotch  Parish 
Councils  Bill  should  be  witlidrawn  from 
the  consideration  of  English  Members. 
I  quite  understand  why  that  particnlar 
Bill  was  not  selected  for  this  experiment, 
and  why  they  preferred,  on  the  contrary, 
to  have  a  general  Motion.  Well,  we  see 
with  regard  to  the  saving  of  time  that 
the  Bills  are  to  be  referred  by  Order  to 
this  Grand  Committee.  Is  it  not  apparent 
that  tbere  will  be  a  Debate  on  every 
occasion  that  is  possible  on  these  Bills 
which  have  not  been  read  a  second  time  ? 
There  will  then  be  a  Debate  as  to 
whether  they  u'e  fit  subjects  to  be 
referred  to  this  Committee.  I  shall  ask 
before  I  sit  down,  with  regard  to  the  three 
or  four  Scotch  Bills  in  regard  to  which 
Scotch  Members  are  anxious,  whether 
they  are  Bills  which  it  is  proposed  should 
be  referred  to  this  Grand  Committee.  If 
there  is  to  be  a  Grand  Committee  to 
which  general  Scotch  Bills  are  to  be 
referred,  it  is  a  grave  question  whether 
English  MembeiB  will  not  think  on  many 
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occasione  that  it  will  be  right  to  move 
when  Euglieh  Rills  are  considered  tliat 
Scotch  Members  should  be  removed  off 
these  Grand  Committees  in  order  to  put 
Englishmen  in  regard  to  the  discussion 
of  these  Bills  m  the  same  position  as  that 
which  Scotchmen  are  to  bold  ?  We  have 
been  told  a  great  deal  as  to  the  ignorance 
on  the  part  of  English  Members  in  regard 
to  Scotch  BiIIb.  Are  we  to  assume  that 
we  know  nothing  of  Scotland,  and  that 
a  Scotchman  knows  everything  of 
England  ?  We  are  incapable  of  dis- 
cussing the  question  of  the  Disestab- 
lishment of  the  Scotch  Church,  but 
hou.  Members  opposite,  from  Scotland, 
will  gaily  take  part  in  the  discussion  as 
to  the  Disestablishment  of  the  Welsh 
Church.  The  hon.  Members  for  Scot- 
land, I  suppose,  after  discussing  Scotch 
Disestablishment — if  ever  tbey  get  in 
that  position — would  afterwutis  take 
part  in  the  Committee  stages  of  a'  Bill  to 
disestablish  the  Welsh  Chnrch.  If  they 
did  so  they  would  be  entirely  throwing 
away  the  whole  of  the  argument  which 
they  now  urge — namely,  that  on  the  plea 
of  justice  they  are  eutitled  to  a  Grand 
Committee.  I  do  not  think,  and  T  do 
not  believe  the  Government  can  think, 
that  they  can  save  much  time  in  any 
way  by  this  proposal.  Then  why  do 
they  make  it  ?  I  do  not  tbink  that 
their  Scotch  supporters  are  very  much 
enamoured  of  it.  I  think,  ia  the  Debate 
on  Scotch  Home  Rule,  one  hon.  Member 
used  the  phrase  that  this  was  a  tonporary 
makeshift,  and  another  that  it  was  a 
stop-gap.  I  think  we  may  call  it  some- 
thing more  than  merely  a  Committee 
which  is  to  deal  with  the  Parish  Councils 
Bill.  Possibly  it  is  a  Scotch  Home  Rule 
Suspensory  Bill.  It  Is  to  be  a  Bill  which 
is  to  accustom  the  English  public  to 
legislate  by  nationalities.  I  will  suggest 
another  alternative  which  I  believe  to  be 
the  real  fact  why  this  measure  is  pro- 
posed. The  Government  before  they 
proceeded  to  their  Budget  proposals  and 
Registration  Bill  had  got  to  square  all 
the  varions  sections  of  their  sup- 
porters, so  they  proposed  for  the 
Metropolis  an  Eqnalisation  of  Rates 
Bill,  for  Wales  they  coquet  with  a 
Disestablishment  Bill ;  they  give  some- 
thing to  the  evicted  tenants  of  Ireland, 
and  they  go  to  Scotland  and  choose  this 
Grand  Committee  as  a  sop  to  their 
Scottish  supporters.   How  nr  this  will 


satisfy  their  Scotch  supporters  I  do  net 
know.  I  think,  after  all,  the  Scotch  sup- 
porters of  the  Government  need  not  be 
dissatisfied  for  they  have  got  almost  as 
much  as  the  others,  because  all  the 
measures  which  they  propose  are  placed 
by  the  Government  upon  the  same  plat- 
form of  hopelessness.  I  doubt  if  they 
will  carry  any  of  .them,  and  so  the  Scotch 
Members  need  not  be  Uamed  very 
seriously  if  they  only  get  a  piece  ef 
machinery  while  the  others  are  promised 
a  piece  of  work  which  may  not,  after  all* 
be  accomplished.  ■  But  is  there  not  mme- 
thing  more  in  this  ?  Are  we  not  to  see 
in  this  proposal,  to  some  extent,  the  hand 
of  our  Scotch  Prime  Minister?  He  de- 
clared very  frankly  that  as  regards 
Scotch  Home  Rule  that  if  he  was  in  a 
private  capacity,  as  I  understood  him,  he 
would  join  the  storming  party  wbtcb  was 
to  take  ns  in  the  rear  with  r^ard  to 
Scotch  Home  Rule,  while  we  wve 
fighting  Ireland  on  the  fiank.  1  hat  was 
to  be  a  storming  party,  but  sow  it  would 
appear  he  is  proceeding  by  sap 
and  mine,  and  preparing  the  groand 
for  that  evolution  or  devolution  to 
which  he  looks  forward  with  soch 
satisfaction.  I  should  like  to  have  a 
reply  to  this  point.  Is  this  part  of  a 
general  scheme,  or  is  it  to  be  limited  in 
the  mind  of  the  Government  to  Sootlaod  ? 
What  I  am  prepared  to  show,  and  what 
every  Member  feels,  is  that  yon  eannot 
stop  by  simply  gianting  Scotland  tbia 
Grand  Committee.  If  yon  give  it  to 
Scotland  yon  must  give  it  to  Wales  if 
she  asks  for  it.  Is  there  one  single 
ai^ument  why  Wales  should  not 
have  it  if  Scotland  is  to  have  it  ? 
Might  not  the  Welsh  make  precisely  the 
same  speeches  as  the  Scotch  Members  ? 
I  am  surprised  they  have  not,  because  I 
saw  a  Notice  on  the  Paper  claiming  the 
extension  of  this  principle  to  Wales  ;  and 
the  Government  and  every  Member 
must  know  that  if  this  Grand  Committee 
is  granted  to  Scotladfl  yon  must  have  » 
Welsh  Grand  Committee,  and  then  wbr 
not  an  Irish  Grand  Committee  ?  My 
right  hou.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  London  pointed  oot  that  in 
1882  the  Irish  had  demandetl  a  separate 
Irish  Grand  Committee.  I  say  distinctly^ 
that  so  far  as  this  will  be  a  new  departare 
you  will  see  that  in  this  proposal  there 
lies  the  separate  legislation  by  natiooali- 
ties  of  a  certain  class  of  bnslnoM,  whether 
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thftt  business  is  coDtrovorsial  or  non- 
oontroversial.  If  you  give  a  Grand 
Committee  to  Soottand  jou  must  give  it 
-to  Wales  and  Ireland,  and,  thwefore,  I 
aak  irhether  in  our  arrangement  for  tbia 
G-nuid  Committee  ve  are  not  bound  to 
take  into  eonsideration  whether  we  should 
conatitate  similar  Committees  precidetj' 
in  the  same  maiiDer  and  on  the  same  lines 
in  the  ease  of  Wales  or  Ireland  ? 
Perhaps  it  will  be  demanded,  for  in- 
stance, that  the  Crofters*  Act  shonld  be 
referred  to  this  Grand  Committee  ?  If  so, 
wilt  the  Irish  Evicted  TenaDts'  Bill  be 
referred  to  an  Irish  Grand  Committee  ? 
Xhatdoesnot  lie,I  tbiak,  within  thepresent 
■pnrTiew  of  the  mind  of  the  Govwument, 
but  I  inaist  upon  this  :  that  if  we  give 
a  Grand  Committee  to  Scotland  it  ought 
to  be  hedged  round  with  such  precautions 
and  so  constructed  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  compelled  and  should 
insist  upon  its  being  conferred  on  other 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  the  same 
class  of  machinery  should  be  applied. 
Suppose  we  pass  the  Grand  Committee 
in  its  present  form,  and  in  another  Ses- 
sion a  Grand  Committee  is  moved  for  in 
reference  to  Irish  legislation)  and  we  were 
then  to  insert  certain  precautions — for 
instance,  with  regard  to  land  or  finance, 
or  the  rights  of  property — it  would  be 
immediately  said,  tiiat  that  was  an  insult 
to  Irehuid,  because  we  had  granted  a 
Scotch  Committee  to  Scotland  on  different 
toms.  Therefore,  I  say  that  whatever 
we  do  now  we  must  not  look  at  this 
question  from  the  point  of  view  of  Scot- 
land, or  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
hoo.  Member  who  last  addressed  the 
House,  who  treats  it  as  a  little  Itusiness- 
like  proposal.  But  would  it  be  a  business- 
like proposal  to  refer  all  Irish  Bills  to  u 
Iriah  Grand  Committee  ?  I  think  you 
would  find  not,  if  you  were  to  see  the 
{Mt>ceeding8  which  would  take  place  in 
Committee  Room  No.  15,  which  perhaps 
might  bethesitewhicb  would  be  chosen  for 
an  Irish  Grand  Committee.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers deceive  themselves  if  they  look  upon 
this  as  a  merely  and  simply  businesslike 
proposal.  This  is  a  proposal  in  what 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  called  the  moat 
important  process  of  Committee  stages, 
to  proeaed  by  nationalities  in  the  framing 
of  legifllatioii.  That  is  the  proposal,  and  if 
ihat  is  so  I  tay  you  most  take  all  pre- 
eaationfl  and  so  arrange  your  Grand 
Committees  that  yoa  will  be  able  to 


apply  them  to  other  nationalities  as  well 
as  to  Scotland.  For  my  part,  I  am 
totally  against  this  devolution  or  legisla- 
tion by  nationalities.  I  believe  Uiat 
every  utionality  gains  by  being  asso- 
ciated with  other  nationalities,  and  .your 
legislation  is  improved,  by  the  very  coo- 
tradtctioQ  of  character  and  intellect  in  the 
different  nationalities.  That  is  my  own 
conviction.  You  cannot  view  this  simply 
as  a  Scotch  proposal  as  it  has  been 
placed  before  us  by  the  Government. 
That  being  my  view  upon  the  general 
case,  and  not  knowing  whether  the 
Government  look  upon  this  as  an 
isolated  step  or  as  part  of  a  system  which, 
after  trial,  would  be  extended,  I  am 
bound  to  treat  the  matter  from  this  point 
of  view,  both  as  an  isolated  step  and  as 
part  of  a  general  system,  and  to  inquire 
what  would  be  the  results.  The  Home 
Secretary  told  bis  friends  at  Huddersfield 
that  this  was  a  homceopathic  dose.  But 
homoeopathic  doses  are  occasionally  dan- 
gerous, because  the  smallness  of  the  dose 
encourages  the  repetition  of  the  doses, 
and  you  may  be  poisoned  by  homoeopathic 
as  well  aa  by  the  more  sustaining  doses. 
I  look  at  this  little  businesslike  {ffoposal, 
and  I  point  out  that  the  hon.  Member  tor 
North  Aberdeen  gave  us  no  hint  aa  to 
the  Bills  which  would  be  referred  to  this 
Committee. 

Me.  hunter  :  I  should  say  exacUy 
the  same  character  of  Bills  as  were  re- 
ferred by  a  Conservative  Government  to 
a  Select  Committee. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  Yes  ;  but  that  is 
to  compare  a  Committee  in  which  no 
step  in  legislation  is  taken  with  a  Com- 
mittee whicb  legislates.  We  have  no 
objection  whatever  to  inquiry  such  as  is 
made  by  a  Select  Committee.  The  hon. 
Member  compared  two  things  that  are 
totally  dissimilar,  a  Select  Committee 
and  a  Grand  Committee,  but  he  did  not 
inform  the  House  that  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee is  a  miniature  of  the  House,  and  a 
Select  Committee  is  not.  It  appears  to 
me  that  if  the  only  object  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  is  to  get  inquiry  and  bring 
Scotch  opinion  to  bear  on  Bills,  let  us 
follow  the  course  we  have  hitherto  pur- 
sued, and  give  Scotch  Members  every 
opportunity  to  ventilate  Sootoh  ofunion, 
but  do  not  withdraw  the  Bills  from  any 
of  their  stages  in  this  House.  Two 
wgumeots  ue  myainly  used  by  the  Sootoh 
Members.    The  first  is,  that  the  Scotch 
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Members  do  not  get  enough  business 
done ;  the  other  is,  that  they  are  over- 
ridden by  English  opinion  ;  and  it  is  this 
which  hurts  them  more  than  anything 
else.  Before  an  English  audience  a  right 
hon.  Grentleman  opposite  has  spoken  in 
a  tone  of  indignation  of  the  way  id 
which,  as  be  said,  Scotch  opinion  was 
OTerridden  by  English  opinion.  Why, 
we  are  overridden  every  day  by  Scotch, 
Irish,  and  Welsh  opinion  I  And  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a  Member  of  a 
Government  which  is  coercing  au  EugliBh 
majority  every  day  by  Scotch,  Irish,  and 
Welsh  votes.  In  every  Bill  which  is 
passed  this  Session  it  is  highly  probable 
the  English  majority  will  be  overridden 
by  the  other  Dafionalities.  We  shall  seek 
to  remedy  the  difficulty  by  ohaoging  the 
majorities  in  the  other  countries.  I 
do  not  complain ;  hut  I  say  the 
Scotch  have  no  special  grievance 
in  this  matter  at  all.  An  hon.  Member 
said  that  no  private  Members  passed  a 
Scotch  Bill  during  a  particular  Session. 
They  are  not  so  clever  in  combining  to 
get  their  Bills  passed  as  are  the  Irish 
Members.  The  Irish  outnumber  them 
to  an  extent;  but,  even  taking  that  into 
eoosideration,  it  is  extraordinary  the 
luck  or  skill  with  which  the  Irish 
Members  fiod  days  for  their  Bills.  But 
how  many  English  private  Members 
have  carried  Bills  in  the  same  period  ? 
If  Scotch  Members  are  to  have  a  Graml 
Committee  for  the  purpose  of  passing 
private  Members'  Bills,  will  pot  the 
other  nationalities  ask  to  be  placed  on 
the  same  footing?  The  silent  Govern- 
ment has  not  told  us  whether  they  intend 
to  refer  the  Bills  of  private  Members  to 
this  Committee,  and  they  must  take 
their  chance  then  as  to  a  Second  Reading. 
I  think  an  hon.  Member  said  they  hsKl 
got  no  Second  Readings.  If  it  be  not 
private  Members*  Bills,  what  Bills  are  to 
be  reforred  tothe  Scotch  Committee?  We 
know  that  one  is  to  be  the  Scotch  Local 
Government  Bill.  But  is  it  not  monstrous 
that  after  Scotch  and  other  nationalities 
have  assisted  us  in  passing  the  English 
County  Councils  Act,  and  have  modified 
many  proposals  in  Committee,  they 
should  claim  to  have  this  important  stage 
of  their  own  Bill  to  themselves  ?  Of 
course,  if  they  have,  other  stages  of  the 
Bill  will  hare  to  be  debated  in  this 
House  at  greater  length  than  they  others 
wise  wonid  be.    What  other  Bills  are  to 

Mr,  Goichtn 


be  referred  to  this  Committee  ?  On  this 
point  we  have  no  light.  It  has  been 
said  the  Grocers'  Licensing  Bill  ought  to 
be  dealt  with  by  Scotch  Members  accord- 
ing to  their  own  views.  I  will  lay 
down  this  proposition — that  no  Bill, 
even  if  it  refers  exclusively  to  Scotland, 
which  affects  Imperial  Berenue,  can  be 
looked  upon  as  a  purely  Scotch  Bill.  It 
is  said  'that  only  Scotch  Members  can 
understand  the  mysteries  of  Scotch  edtt- 
cation.  However  that  may  be,  education 
is  mixed  up  with  finance.  We  gave  free 
education  to  Scotland  at  the  cost  of  the 
Imperial  Exchequer.  Would  it  be  fair  to 
leaveSeotch  Members  to  decideupon  Bills 
involving  drafts  upon  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer ?  There  was  an  interesting 
meeting  of  Scotch  Members  last  Novem- 
ber, and  they  discussed  a  list  of  Bills  to 
be  referred  to  the  Scotch  Committee.  I 
understand  that  registration  for  Scotland 
is  to  be  dealt  with  in  the  same  Bill  as 
English  registration.  The  Bills  named 
at  the  meeting  were  the  Local  Veto  Bill, 
the  Bill  for  the  Disestablishment  of  the 
Church,  the  Parish  Councils  Bill,  and  a 
Bill  for  extending  the  Crofters'  Act.  I 
believe  the  Parish  Councils  Bill  was  put 
low  down,  and  there  was  a  close  run 
between  Disestablishmeut  and  Local 
Option ;  I  am  not  sure  whether  Local 
Option  was  not  in  advance  of  Disesta- 
blishment. Is  it  asked  that  the  Scotch 
Local  Veto  Bill  shall  be  refenred  to  the 
Scotch  Committee  before  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  gives  England  an 
opportunity  of  passing  this  measure  ? 
Would  it  be  business  ?  If  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  refer  this  Bili  to  the 
Scotch  Committee  there  will  be  a  serioas 
Debate  whether  the  principle  shall  be 
settled  for  Scotland  exclusively.  [An 
hon.  Mkhber  :  What  about  Sunday 
closing  ?  ]  Well,  it  is  not  on  the  list. 
[An  hon.  Member  :  It  was  passed 
50  years  ago.]  I  am  discussing  not 
Bills  that  are  passed,  but  Bills  it  is  pro- 
posed to  refer  to  the  Scotch  Committee. 
When  it  was  passed  we  bail  something 
to  say,  and  Scotch  Members  would  have 
something  to  say  if  Sunday  Closing  for 
England  were  proposed.  Would  a  Dis- 
establishment Bill  be  considered  a  6t 
subject  to  be  referred  to  the  Committee  ? 
I  scarcely  think  the  Government  would 
say  so.  If  it  be  a  subject  to  be 
referred  to  the  Grand  Committee^ 
where  is  the  point  of  uncontrovenial 
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BilU  7  Where  are  those  ancontrover- 
Btal  subjects  we  were  told  about  ? 
Nearly  every  one  of  the  measures  put 
before  as  is  eminently  controversial. 
Local  Veto  in  Scotland  is  controversial, 
Chnrch  Disestablishment  is  controversial, 
Parish  Couocils — ^judging  from  our  ex- 
perience on  tbe  English  Bill — we  shall 
probably  find  controversial.  Therefore, 
you  have  not  got  that  group  of  measures 
ready  which  is  to  occupy  this  Committee 
wheu  it  meets.  I  should  dow  wish,  for 
a  few  moments,  to  examine  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Committee,  as  to  which  a  good 
deal  fell  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Aberdeen.  I  was  astooiBhed  at 
the  argument  of  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land, that  this  Graud  Committee  was 
going  to  be  formed  on  tbe  lines  of  the 
I^esent  Grand  Committee.  He  :^aid  that 
was  his  great  argument  in  favour  of 
this  proposal.  I  said  at  the  time,  '*Good 
Heavens !  if  that  is  so,  what  are  bis 
other  arguments  ?"  because  a  worse  argu- 
ment  was  never  submitt^  to  the  House. 
Uy  right  hon.  Friend  nearme,  in  pointing 
to  this,  made  a  very  ggod  point  which 
has  not  yet  been  replied  to.  In  the 
Graud  Committees  you  first  get  a  minia- 
ture of  tbe  House  and  then  add  15 
specialists.  In  the  present  case  you  first 
take  70  specialists,  and  then  you  add  to 
them  15  ignoramuses  from  England. 
Tbat  is  an  entire  departure  from  our 
system  of  forming  Grand  Committees, 
sjul  yet  it  is  called  a  parallel  case.  I 
suppose  because  the  number  lo  is  made 
Qse  of  in  both  oases  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man thinks  it  makes  the  same  case  of 
them.  But  if  it  is  not  for  the  sake  of 
precedent,  wby  have  you  fixed  on  tbis 
6gure  of  15  ?  Again,  absolutely  no  ex- 
planation. There  are  obvious  incon- 
veniences and  drawbacks  to  tbis  system, 
which  has  been  denounced  by  the  ri<>;tit 
hou.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian and  by  the  hou.  Member  for  Bed- 
ford (Mr.  Whitbread).  Select  Committees 
have  been  referred  to,  but  we  are  not 
dealing  with  Select  Committees.  We 
are  dealing  with  Grand  Committees ; 
and  what  hon.  Members  opposite  have 
to  show  is  that  it  is  not  a  grave  change, 
whether  they  call  it  Constitutional  or  not, 
to  depart  from  constituting  Grand  Com- 
mittees ao  that  each  will  be  a  miniature 
or  microcosm  of  tbe  House,  as  required 
by  Standing  Order  -iS.  Under  what 
Standing  Order  is  this  Scottish  Com- 


mittee  to  be  placed  ?    Tbe  Committee  of 

Selection  have,  with  regard  to  the  other 
Grand  Committees,  principles  laid  down 
for  their  guidance,  wbicli  make  their  work 
comparatively  easy.  But  in  this  case 
they  have  no  guide  how  they  are  to  choose 
the  lo  additional  Members,  and  they  will 
have  an  extremely  difficult  task  in  tbe 
absence  of  any  guidance  from  tbe  Go- 
vernment. Are  they  to  choose  the  Ifi 
partly  from  the  majority  and  partly  from 
the  minority  of  the  House?  They  are 
not  told.  All  that  you  do  tell  them  is 
that  the  15  are  not  to  be  Scotchmen. 
Beyond  this,  the  Government  offers  the 
Committee  of  Selection  no  guide  what- 
ever in  tliis  matter.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  College  Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir 
C.  Cameron)  was  extremely  candid  on 
thi^  point.  He  said  you  can  only  work 
it  if  the  majority  on  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee is  in  harmony  with  the  Govern- 
ment, and,  therefore,  ^vhile  you  give 
Scotland  her  Graud  Committee,  you 
would  not  be  able  to  give  England  a 
Grand  Committee  now,  because  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  in  a  minority 
in  Eugland.  There  is  a  good  deal  of 
force  in  tbat  argument.  Tou  have  laid 
down  tbo  rule  tbat,  where  you  have 
legislatiou,  there  the  composition  is 
always  to  be  what  the  composition  of  the 
House  is.  It  is  impossible  tbat  this  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  can  be  applied 
to  the  other  portions  of  the  United  King- 
dom ;  and  therefore,  as  I  maintain  tbat  it 
is  essential  that  any  proposal  should  be 
applicable  to  all  alike,  the  House  ought 
to  reject  the  pr^ent  proposal  for  Scot- 
land upon  the  ground  tbat  it  is  not  appli- 
cable to  the  rest  of  tbe  United  Kingdom. 
Ou  the  question  of  overriding  the 
majority,  we  in  England  are  not  to  have 
a  Grand  Committee  because  tbe  British 
majority  would  liuve  its  way.  There 
has  not  been  an  attempt  to  give  a  reply 
to  this,  and  I  invite  any  Minister  who 
is  going  to  speak  on  tbis  question  to 
give  us  an  answer  to  it.  You  cannot 
limit  this  proposal  to  Scotland,  If  we  are 
to  legislate  by  nationalities,  then  the 
scheme  must  bo  suitable  also  for  Eng- 
land. Then  comes  the  point  put  by  the 
Leader  of  tiie  Opposition,  and  not  yet 
replied  to.  If  a  Bill  passes  through  a 
Grand  Committee  not  representing  tbe 
general  majority  of  tbo  House,  the  whole 
of  what  is  done  in  Committee  will  be 
upset  on  Report.    I  will  illustrate  the 
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point  by  referring  to  the  Local  Veto 
Bill.  If  the  Scottish  Members  are  to 
settle  their  Local  Veto  Bill,  the  English 
ought  to  settle  the  English  Local  Veto 
Bill,  without  the  assistance  of  Scotsmen, 
Welshmen,  or  Irishmen.  They  caniiot 
claim  to  come  and  vote  ds  down.  What 
will  the  Groverament  do  ?  Will  the  Go- 
vernment accept  the  Bill  as  it  has  passed 
through  the  English  Committee,  or  wilt 
it  reverse  the  whole  of  that  which  in 
Committee  has  been  ascertained  to  be 
the  wish  of  the  English  majoritv-  ?  Sup- 
posing we  had  had  the  Parish  Councils 
Bill  in  a  Committee  of  English  Members 
only,  it  would  have  been  a  very  difiEerent 
Bill.  Right  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
will  accept  that.  [»No  !  "]  I  will  not 
repeat  the  I^ime  Minister's  observation 
that  the  Bill  was  passed  by  Irish  votes, 
because  that  is  not  absolutely  correct. 
The  Second  Reading  was  not  passed  by 
Irish  votes.  Bnt  Irish  votes  did  deter- 
mine the  form  which  the  administration 
of  charities  and  bequests  left  by  English- 
men should  take,  and  the  Irish  and 
Scotch  votes  helped  to  determine  the 
limit  of  population  of  purely  English 
parishes  beyond  which  there  must  be 
Parish  Councils.  I  wonder  what  would 
have  been  the  course  the  Government 
would  have  taken  had  that  Bill  been  left 
to  the  English  majority  and  altered 
Bccordiog  to  their  wishes.  Would  they 
have  thrown  it  out ;  or  would  they  have 
brought  in  their  allies  and  deliberately, 
in  the  face  of  England,  have  changed  all 
the  points  they  desired  to  alter  by  Irish 
and  Scottish  votes  ?  There  is  no  answer 
to  that.  The  same  remark  would  apply 
if  a  Conservative  Government  were  in 
power,  in  the  case  of  a  Scottish  Grand 
Committee  with  a  majority  of  Scottish 
and  Radical  Members,  who  could  intro- 
duce a  number  of  provisions  in  the 
Bill  to  which  the  Government  would 
object.  It  has  not  even  been  hinted 
at  how  the  difficulty  could  be  met,  and 
truly  it  is  a  most  serious  difficulty. 
I  see  one  point  which  hon.  Members 
opposite  may  consider  an  advantage ; 
but  let  us  see  if  It  is  really  so.  It  will 
be  said  that  we  shall,  at  all  events,  know 
what  is  the  pure  voice  of  Scotland  on  any 
matter,  and  tlie  Irish  view  will  be  the 
same.  Bat  then  comes  the  English  view, 
and  English  opinion  will  also  be  known 
to  have  been  overridden  by  the  vdtejs  of 
Irish  and  Scottish  Members.  What  woald 
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be  the  result  of  overriding  the  wishes  of 
such  a  Grand  Committee  ?  Increased 
ease  in  the  working  of  the  Parliamentary 
machine  ?  On  the  contrary,  there  would 
be  increased  friction  in  every  direction. 
It  may  be  the  wish  of  some,  looking  to 
their  proclivities  in  the  direction  of  Home 
Rule,  to  bring  ont  all  the  difficulties  in  a 
gluing  form  in  order  to  force  legislation 
by  nationalities.  But  we  on  this  side  do 
not  wish  to  intensify  any  difficulties  there 
may  be  with  regard  to  the  processes  or 
the  product  of  legislation.  The  hon.  and 
luarned  Member  for  Aberdeen  {Mr. 
Hunter)  spoke  of  the  views  of  Mr. 
Bright.  But  Mr.  Bright  proposed  bis 
scheme  not  as  an  amendment  of  the 
Business  of  the  House,  but  as  an  alterna- 
tive to  Home  Rule.  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  hold  ont  any  hope 
that  by  giving  the  Irish  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee they  would  solve  the  question  of 
Home  Rule  ?  'If  so,  then  we  may  appeal 
to  the  precedent  of  Mr.  Bright,  and  say 
that  his  views  should  determine  us  in 
reference  to  this  proposal.  I  would  ask 
the  House  very  seriously  this  question : 
Do  they  really  desire  legislation  by 
nationalities  ?  On  some  questions'  on 
which  English  Members  are  uninformed, 
such  as  hypothec,  with  regard  to  which 
I  doubt  whether  even  Scotch  Members 
themselves  know  all  its  mysteries,  I 
can  quite  see  that  hon.  Members 
may  desire  it,  and  may  think  it 
would  facilitate  business  if  snch  Bills 
were  referred  to  a  Grand  Committee. 
But  you  cannot  draw  a  distinction  be- 
tween these  and  the  great  controversial 
Bills  which  cannot  be  sent  to  Grand 
Committee  ;  and  if  you  set  up  a  nation- 
ality to  legislate  at  one  stage,  and  the 
whole  four  nationalities  to  legislate  at 
another  stage,  I  say  you  are  exposing 
this  House  of  Commons  to  such  Action 
that  you  will  be  driven,  further  on,  even 
to  four  separate  Parliaments.  I  ask 
English  Liberals,  not  one  of  whom  has 
addressed  the  House  upon  this  sut^ect, 
not  one  of  whom  has  condescended  to 
say  they  are  prepared  to  tell  their  con- 
stituents they  are  witling  to  see  English 
interests  placed  in  an  inferior  position, 
which  it  is  clear  unless  you  have  Home 
Rule  all  round  they  will  be  placed  in— 
Do  they  wish  to  separate  the  domestie 
legislation  of  the  various  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom?  What  would  the 
Liberal  Party  have  been  in  the  past. 
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where  would  be  the  roll  of  all  the 
Statntes  they  have  passed,  if  they  had 
not  bad  the  Scotch  Membera  to  assist 
them  in  English  l^islation  ?  I  would 
pause,  if  I  were  boo.  Members,  before  I 
would  part  with  the  iafiueoce  of  Scotch 
Liberafism  on  English  legislation ;  and, 
whatever  views  I  maj  bold,  I  distinctly 
prefer  that  all  parts  of  the  United  King- 
dom shonld  legislate  together,  whatever 
the  political,  I  would  almost  whatever 
the  social,  result  may  be.  Each  of  our 
nationalities  has  its  separate  character- 
istics, its  separate  force  of  character,  its 
separate  intellect.  Is  it  uot  best  that  in 
the  future,  as  in  the  past,  we  should  go  on 
together  upon  legislation  which  is  common 
to  the  United  Kingdom,  common  in  prin- 
ciple, common  even  in  details,  rather 
than  that  we  should  legislate  in  these 
weighty  affairs  in  separate  Committee 
rooms  ?  Our  legislation  in  the  past  jiaa 
been  an  amalgam  of  English,  Scotch, 
Insh,  and  Welsh  politics.  For  my  part, 
I  think  that  amalgam  is  the  truest  metal 
from  which  you  can  forge  the  girders  on 
which  the  destinies  of  this  country  may 
securely  rest. 
•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  roR 

WAR      (Mr.  CAHPBELL-6i.NKEBMAN, 

Stirling,  &c.) :  I  am  sure  that  neither 
the  Government  nor  those  who  support 
them  in  their  present  proposal  have  any 
TeasoD  to  complain  of  the  tone  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech.  There 
was  a  great  deal  of  good  hnmoored 
banter  in  it ;  there  was  a  long  tissue 
ot  those  hypothetical  conundrums  in 
which  the  right  boo.  Gentleman  delights. 
Bnt  there  was  none  of  that  more  acrid 
Bpirit  which,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  was  dis- 
played towards  some  of  us  at  least  in  the 
earlier  nights  of  this  Debate.  He  began 
by  making  some  complaint  against  the 
Government  because  we  were  banging 
back  in  the  Debate.  He  made  a  great 
complaint  that  only  one  Cabinet  Minister 
had  spoken.  Well,  I  am  not  one  who 
stands  very  mnoh  on  the  dignity  of  a 
Cabinet  Minister,  who,  after  all,  is  a 
mortal  like  other  Members  of  this  House. 
But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  there  Lad  been 
only  one  ex-Cabinet  Minister  who  bad 
spoken,  and  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Lord  Advocate  spoke  on  the  first  night, 
and  no  one  coold  speak  with  greater 
personal'  authority  than  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  But  I  was  certainly  somewhat 
ftlanned — knowing  that  I  should  have  to 


fellow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — when 
he  said  that  he  had  had  no  answer  to 
some  of  the  questions  that  had  been  put 
to  ns.  I  was  carefnl  to  take  note  of 
what  these  questions  were,  and  find  that, 
after  alt,  they  were  two.  The  first  ter- 
rible poser  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man addressed  to  ns  was  as  to  our  inten- 
tions of  extending  this  proposal  to  other 
parts  of  the  Three  Kin^oms,  as  to 
which  I  shall  have  something  to  say 
before  I  sit  down  ;  and  the  second  was, 
that  he  asked  as  triumphantly,  Will  this 
save  time  ?  " 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  giving  the  catalogue  of  my 
questions  

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  have  done  with  them. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  I  vroald  remind 
him  I  also  asked  what  were  the  Bills  it  is 
proposed  to  reiar  to  the  Committee ;  why 
the  figure  15  had  been  taken  ;  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  taxes  his  memory, 
he  will  remember  that  I  put  other  ques- 
tions. 

•Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
There  are  a  good  many  subsidiary  ques- 
tions which  I  shall  be  happy  to  answer, 
but  the  two  questions  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  breathless  to  deliver 
were  those  which  I  have  mentioned. 
Well,  Sir,  our  object — I  will  not  say  onr 
whole  ol^eet,  bat  the  great  part  of  oar 
otrjeot — was  to  save  the  time  of  the 
House  for  Scottish  business  ;  and  if  it  is 
saved  for  Scottish  business,  it  will  be 
saved  for  other  business,  because  it  will 
remove,  so  far  as  it  operates,  that  busi- 
ness from  the  way  of  other  business  of 
the  House.  We  look  upon  this  as  a 
modest  proposal ;  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  complains,  as  he  appears  to 
do,  tliat  man^  arguments  have  not  been 
answered,  it  is  not  so  much  because  they 
are  unanswerable,  bnt  because,  however 
great  force  there  is  in  t^em,  they  apply 
to  something  which  is  not  in  the  least 
contemplated  by  the  Government  In 
bringing  forward  this  proposal.  There- 
fore it  happens,  as  sometimes  ojcurs, 
that  arguments  do  not  answer  each  other, 
for  the  simple  reason  that  they  are 
moving  on  parallel  lines,  and  never  meet. 
But  what  is  it  that  we  ground  the  pro- 
posal now  before  the  House  upon  ?  We 
make  two  allegations.  We  say,  in  the 
first  place,  that  Scottish  business  has 
been  htDdered  and  scantily  attended  to  of 
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reoent  jeara,  and  in  increaeiDg  degree. 
And  the  secoad  allegatioQ,  which  for  my 
'  part  I  regard  as  quite  as  important,  is 
this — that  Scottish  opinion  upon  Scottish 
Buhjects  has  not  received,  its  due  weight. 
Are  we  right  in  the  first  allegation  ?  It 
is  a  serious  complaint  to  make  from  our 
point  of  view,  because  the  Liberal  Party, 
at  all  events,  are  those  who  think  that 
there  is  too  much  delay,  too  much  hesita- 
tion- in  legislation,  and  tiiat,  whatever 
may  have  been  the  case  in  former  years, 
now  the  mind  of  the  oonutry  Is  so  active 
and  so  well-informed  that  matters  come 
to  this  House  for  legislation  in  a  state  of 
preparation  for  action  which  the  House  of 
Commons  was  not  accustomed  to  io  years 
now  long  gone  by,  Therefore,  there  is  no 
longer  any  necessity  for  dangling  and 
dawdling  and  playiog  with  a  question 
when  the  subject  comes  before  this 
House.  In  the  great  majority  of  in- 
stances it  is  ripe  for  being  dealt  with,  if 
only  the  House  could  find  the  time  to  do 
it.  That  is  the  spirit  which  actuates  us, 
and  I  can  honestly  say  that  any  delay  to 
which  we  ard  P^rty  is  forced  upon  as 
by  circumstaoces  and  is  not  of  our 
creation.  1  am  well  aware  of  the 
tremeudous  forces  in  this  House,  and 
out  of  it,  that  make  for  delay  in  legisla- 
tion. Those  who  contribute  to  the 
creation  of  those  forces  do  not  all  proceed 
fnm.  the  same  motive  orintention.  There 
are  many  Members  who  may  have  an  ob- 
jection to  a  particular  piece  of  legislation, 
to  an  individual  measure  which  is  intro- 
dnced,  aod  they  oppose  it  by  all  the 
means  in  their  power.  That  is  an  honour- 
able and  legitimate  opposition,  deserving 
of  all  respect,  even  from  those  who  do 
not  join  in  it.  Then  there  is  a  certain 
section  in  the  House,  and  not  a  very  small 
section,  who  go  a  little  further,  and 
think  we  have  too  much  legislation,  and 
that  they  do  the  State  and  the  public 
good  service  in  hindering  legislation  as 
much  as  they  can.  That  is  also  a  per- 
fectly intelligible  and  perfectly  honoqr- 
able  opinion  and  motive,  which  again  I 
would  treat  with  every  possible  respect. 
But  I  regret  to  say,  Sir,  that  within  a 
short  time  there  has  come  into  play 
another  set  of  motives  altogether,  and 
there  appear  to  be  some  Members  of  the 
House  whose  antipathy  is  not  directed  so 
much  to  individual  measures,  or  to  the 
reform  of  our  laws,  as  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day,  and  whose  ol^eot  almost 
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avowedly  is,  by  their  aetion,  to  prevent 
the  Government  of  the  day  obtaining 
such  credit  as  they  might  get  by  the 
passing  of  measures,  whether  they  con- 
aider  such  measures  good  or  not. 

LoBD  B.  CHURCHILL:  I  would 
like  to  know  their  names. 

•Mh.  CAMPBELL-BANNEBMAN  : 
I  think  the  noble  Xxird  knows  some  of 
them,  although  it  is  not  a  motive  which 
I  for  one  moment  would  impute  to  him. 
That,  I  say,  is  a  new  element,  a  new 
spirit  in  dealing  with  legislation  in  this 
House,  and  it  has,  no  doubt,  served  to  in- 
crease the  delay  and  the  hindrance  that 
has  existed  in  past  years.  So  far  as  these 
causes  affect  Scottish  business,  they  have 
undoubtedly  increased  in  intensity.  Some 
hon.  Members  who  have  taken  part  in 
these  Debates  liave  referred  to  the  last 
Parliament,  and  have  said  it  is  the  fault 
of  the  Government  that  you  cannot  pass 
Scottish  Bills,  because  they  point  to 
last  Parliament  and  say,  '*ficdnember  the 
very  important  legislation  on  Scottish 
subjects  which  the  late  Government  was 
able  to  carry  through  the  House."  Yes, 
Sir,  but  shall  I  say  frankly  what  the 
reason  for  that  was  ?  The  reason  was 
that  the  Opposition  was  as  anxious 
or  even  more  anxious  to  pass  the  legis- 
lation than  the  Government  themselves ; 
tiiat  the  Opposition  gave  every  assistance 
in  their  power,  and  only  exerted  them- 
selves to  carry  the  legislation  furtlier 
than  the  somewhat  relnctuit  Government 
was  willing  to  go.  Therefore,  for  mj 
part,  I  am  prepared  to  &tce  some  objec- 
tions and  some  anomalies  in  order  to  find 
a  remedy  for  this  delay.  But  there  is 
not  only  the  delay  in  Scottish  business  ; 
there  is,  as  I  have  said,  the  suppression, 
and  in  some  cases  obliteration,  of  Scottish 
feeliug  iu  our  legislation.  I  naturally 
approach  this  subject  from  the  point  of 
view  of  a  Scotsman,  I  have  some  diffi- 
culty in  realising  it,  but  I  am  the  father 
of  Scottish  Members,  and  in  that  capacity 
my  memwy  goes  hack  to  very  early  times 
— times  spoken  of  as  if  they  were  halcyon 
times — when  the  Scottish  Members 
met  in  the  Lord  Advocate's  room,  and 
discussed  the  business  of  the  year 
quietly,  and  never  troubled  the  English 
and  Irish  Members  on  their  matters  at 
all,  and  at  the  end  of  the  Session  there 
was  a  certain  amount  of  legislation  to 
be  put  to  their  credit.  These  were  the 
old  dilettante  days,  bef<ve  the  extension 
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of  bouBehoM  su£Frage.  With  the  extensiou 
of  household  aufirage  there  came  the  ictro- 
daction  of  an  earnest  spirit  into  the 
Hoase,  and  the  previous  bole-and-coraer 
BrraogemeDts  became  impracticable,  and 
there  was  a  right  and  necessary 
draaand  that  the  bnsiness  of  Scotland 
shonld  be  transacted  in  the  face  of  the 
House,  and  in  Committee's  of  the 
House,  where  pnblic  respoaaibility 
exists.  Since  then  there  has  been  nothing 
bot  constant  complaint.  This  complaint 
culminated  in  the  case  of  the  Local 
Government  Bill  for  Scotland,  which  was 
passed  during  the  last  Parliament. 
During  the  progress  in  Committee  of  that 
Bill  we  saw  again  aud  again  Scottish 
Members  discussing  points  of  the  greatest 
interest  and  importance  to  their  country, 
and  expressing  considerable  unanimity 
on  these  points  ;  but  when  the  Division 
bell  was  rung,  other  Members  came  in 
from  allquarters  and  overrode'the  opinion 
vi  the  Scottish  Members.  The  question 
involved  was  not  a  Party  question,  and 
it  is  not  on  that  ground  that  I  com- 
plain, but  the  fact  remains  that  we 
were  overridden  ;  and  when  the  House 
asc^tained  the  feeling  aud  opinion  of  tbe 
Scottish  Members,  it  was  too  late  to 
give  effect  to  it.  Since  then  there  has 
been  in  all  quarters  in  Scotland  an 
earnest  desire,  if  possible,  to  find 
some  remedy  for  that  state  of  matters. 
We  feel  that  if  we  we  to  be  overruled  it 
sboald  be  done,  as  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunta-)  in 
his  most  able  defence  of  this  Resolution 
made  clear,  with  the  full  knowledge  on 
the  part  of  tbe  House  of  what  the 
opinion  of  Scotland,  as  represented  by 
ihe  Scottish  Members,  is.  Therefore  it 
is  that  we  propose  this  Grand  Committee. 
We  have  heard  it  spoken  of  in  very 
strong  terms  by  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  who  talked  of  it  as  revolo- 
tionising  the  practice  of  this  House,  and 
upsetting  onr  immemorial  traditions,  and 
so  forth.  These  are  the  exaggerated 
phrases  that  be  has  been  obliged  to  use 
in  order  to  make  his  somewhat  pnffed-up 
case  against  the  Resolution.  We  know 
it  is  an  innovation  ;  we  admit  that  it  is 
an  innovation.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  whether  it  is  in  accord- 
ance with  the  ordinary  Rule  as  to  Grand 
Committees  that  it  should  be  an  exact 
reflex,  as  near  as  may  be,  of  the  political 
o^mons  of  the  House,  we  know  that  it 


is  not  so.  It  is  because  we  know 
that  what  we  seek  to  obtain  in 
the  representation  of  Scottish  opinion 
cannot  be  obtained  by  au  ordinary 
Grand  Committee  that  we  bring  for- 
ward the  Resolution  and  submit  it 
to  the  House.  We  are  told  that  this 
proposal  is  a  recognition  of  nationality, 
but  I  imagine  that  that  objection  is 
somewhat  departed  from,  because  hon. 
Members  in  the  course  of  the  Debate 
have  adduced  instance  after  instance 
where  Select  Committees  at  least  have 
been  appointed  with  a  direct  reference  to 
nationality.  But  we  are  told  that  the 
Resolution  is  improper,  because  it  includes 
all  the  Scottish  Members.  Tbe  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  laid  down  tbe  extra- 
ordinary proposition  that  on  Scottish 
subjects  Scottish  Members  did  not  repre- 
sent Scottish  opinioD.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  bad  the  courage  to  assert 
that  the  apparent  majority  represented 
by  the  Members  on  one  side  and  the  othv 
of  this  House  does  not  represent  a  similar 
division  of  opinion  in  Scotland,  for  he 
said  the  votes  cast  upon  either  side  at  the 
last  General  Election  were  about  equal. 
That  may  be  so  by  the  somewhat 
magnificent  arithmetic  of  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  but  there  is  • 
trifling  difference  of  40,000  votes  in 
favour  of  those  whom  he  would  call, 
perhaps,  the  Gladstonian  Members  which, 
I  think,  ought  to  have  been  taken  into 
reckoning  by  tbe  right  hon.  Gentlemaui 
I  have  looked  into  this  matter,  and  find 
that  these  40,000  votes  represent  8  per 
cent,  of  the  number  of  electors  who 
voted.  That  may  not  seem  a  very  large 
proportion,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  a  principal  Member  of  a  Govern- 
ment not  many  years  ago  which  overrode 
the  opinion  of  Scotland,  and  coerced 
Ireland,  and  controlled  the  affairs  _  of 
England,  by  virtue  of  a  majority 
which  only  represented  3  per  cent, 
of  those  who  went  to  the  poll  at 
the  Qeueral  Election.  I  have  also 
found,  singularly  enough,  that  that 
is  the  precise  proportionate  majority 
which  he  himself  enjoys  in  the  con- 
stituency he  now  represents,  and  I  think 
he  would  be  very  glad  to  exchange  it  for 
the  8  per  eent.  which  is  represented  in 
Scotland  by  ^e  40,000  votes  I  have 
rcrfofrod  to 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  indicated  dis- 
sent. 
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Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNEBMAN  : 
The  right  hoD.  GeDtleman  said  the  votes 
cast  were  about  eqnal ;  bnt  it  is  of  the 
capacity  of  Scottieh  Members  that  he  is 
almost  coDtemptnoiis.  He  was  disposed 
to  belittle  tbem  because  there  were  so 
many  Eriglishmea  amongst  the  Scottish 
Members  on  this  side. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No,  do. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Id  the  Debate  which  interposed  itself  in 
the  middle  of  this  discussion  he  referred 
to  mj  hoD.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Fife  (Mr.  Birrell)  as  the  Englishman  who 
sits  for  n^est  Fife,  which  struck  me  as 
a  somewhat  strange  quip  to  come  from 
the  lips  of  the  Scotsman  who  sits  for 
East  Manchester. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  want 
Home  Rule  for  Englaud. 
•Mr,  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
There  is  no  question  of  Home  Rule  for 
England  or  Home  Rule  for  Scotland. 
The  question  is  whether  an  Englishman 
sitting  for  a  Scottish  coustitueucy  is 
entitled  to  speak  in  the  name  of  his  con- 
Btitoenta  with  authority  upon  a  Scottish 
subject.  Let  me  renund  the  right  faon. 
Gentleman  there  are  two  classes  of  those 
migrated  Members~there  are  those  who 
have  crossed  the  Border  northwards  or 
southwards  because  they  have  been  iu- 
rited  by  constituencies  out  of  their  own 
country  to  do  so,  and  there  are  those 
who  have  crossed  the  Border  because 
they  could  not  find  constitueucies  in 
their  own  country.  I  will  make  this 
offer  to  the  right  hou.  Gentleman.  I  will 
take  the  Englishmen  who  sit  for  Scottish 
coDStitnencies  and  transfer  them  to 
Eogland  in  the  next  General  Election 
within  the  next  two  or  three  years,  and  I 
will  let  him  take  to  Scotland  the  Scotsmen 
who  sit  for  English  constituencies,  and  we 
will  see  wUich  of  us  will  return  the  larger 
number  of  our  men.  What  have  we  to 
do  with  the  birthplace  of  a  Member  any 
more  than  we  have  to  do  with  the  colour 
of  his  hair  ?  What  we  have  to  do  with 
is  the  fact  that  he  is  the  choice  of  the 
electors.  To  say  that  any  Member  is  not 
entitled  to  represent  the  opinion  of 
Scotfatnd  becBOse  he  was  not  bom  in 
Scotland  

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  never  said 

BO. 

•Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  go'  so 
far  as  to  say  that  he  was  not  entitled 
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represent  it,  hut,  as  I  sud,  he  belittled 
the  weight  and  authority  of  such  a  Mem- 
ber upon  any  purely  Scottish  snl^ect. 
Bnt  whether  Englishmen  or  Scotsmen, 
be  denies  tbeir  competence  on  another 
most  extraordinary  ground.  He  says 
their  opinion  is  worth  little  on  a  Scotch 
local  question,  because  they  are  elected 
on  great  Party  issues.  The  argument 
seems  to  come  to  this — that  no  elector  and 
DO  Representative  is  entitled  to  have  an 
opinion  upon  two  subjects  at  once. 
We  are  constantly  told,  for  instance,  that 
If  a  Member  is  in  favour  oi  Home  Rale 
and  also  of  Disestablishment,  his  election 
furnishes  no  proof  that  the  constituency  is 
in  favour  of  the  one  policy  or  the  othw. 
Every  opinion  that  can  be  professed,  I 
suppose,  is  thus  to  be  taken  by  itself. 
But  the  most  preposterous  of  all  these 
ifleas  is  that  a  Member  is  not  a  proper 
person  io  this  country  to  speak  the 
opinion  on  local  questions  of  bis  consti- 
tuency, and  that  we  are  rather  to  go,  as 
we  have  been  told,  to  other  Members, 
representing  otbw  constituencies,  who 
from  their  pmonal  experience  are 
supposed  to  be  better  able  to  speak.  I 
submit  tiiat  when  the  Scottish  Members 
give  their  vote  upon  purely  Scottish  qnea- 
tions  by  a  targe  majority,  we  are  entitled 
to  take  that  to  be  the  legitimate,  honest, 
and  genuine  expression  of  the  opinion  of 
the  Scottish  people,  and  there  is  no  other 
way  by  which  we  can  obtain  that  opinion. 
What  is  this  proposal  that  we  make  ? 
We  propose  that  such  Bills  as  are  Aeter- 
mined  by  the  House  should  be  remitted 
to  a  substantially  Scottish  Committee. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  GrOBcben) 
has  asked  me  as  to  the  constitution  of  the 
Committee.  He  has  said,  "  Why  do 
yon  take  all  the  Scottish  Members  ? 
For  the  very  reason  that  we  wish  to 
know  the  opinion  of  the  Scottish  people; 
and  we  can  only  get  at  that  opinion 
through  the  votes  and  the  voice  of  the 
Representatives  of  the  Scottish  people. 
We  add  to  the  Scottish  Members  15 
Members  to  be  selected  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection.  They  may  choose  for  that 
purpose  Scotsmen  sitting  for  English 
eonstitnenoiee  if  they  think  they  are  par- 
tioulu-ly  qualified  to  assist  the  Com- 
mittee in  its  delibOTati(Hw  ;  and  if  they  do 
so  in  present  oircumstances,  the  proba- 
bility would  be  that  the  large  number  of 
the  15  would  add  to  the  strength  of  the 
Opposition  on  the  CKHumittee,  and  would 
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go  very  iux^  »t  all  events,  to  approach 
tbe  diaposition  of  f  artiee  in  tliis  House. 
It  vonld  be  no  pnoisbment  to  an  English 
Mmnber  to  be  added  to  this  Grand  Com- 
mittee. In  1884  tbe  Scottish  Burgh 
Police  Bill  was  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee composed  of  21  Scottish  Members 
and  six  English  Conservative  Members, 
three  of  whom  were  Scotsmen  ;  and  1  find 
that  at  the  meetings  of  that  Committee 
there wasagoodattendanceof  the  Scottish 
Members.  But  there  was  one  of  theScots- 
mea — an  English  Membw — specify 
pat  on  to  give  the  Committee  his  aBsist- 
wiee  wiio  never  attended  anj  meeting 
of  the  Committee  throughout*it8  whole 
proceedings.  That  Member  was  the 
Sootsman  who  then  sat  for  the  Borough 
of  Hertford  and  now  sits  for  East  Man- 
chester (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour).  It  does 
not  appear,  therefore,  that  the  dutj 
would  be,  at  all  events,  oppressive. 
Tbe  right  boo.  Gentlemen  asks  me 
what  Bills  are  to  be  sent  to  this  Com- 
mittee ;  and  when  he  inquired  how  it 
vaa  hoped  to  save  timoi  he  made  a  sug- 
gestion in  which  there  was  a  good  deal 
of  force.  He  said — "  Why  do  yon  not 
take  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Scottish 
XiOcal  Governmeut  Bill,  and  then  move 
that  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee  ?  " 
That  was  a  course  that  might  have 
been  adopted.  But  I  imagine  we  have 
first  to  set  up  a  Grand  Committee  before 
we  send  a  Bill  to  it,  which  was  at  least  a 
difficulty  in  the  way.  We  introduce  this 
proposal  as  an  experiment  undoubtedly, 
and  the  very  first  Bill  that  we  should  pro- 
poae  to  send  to  the  Committee  is  the  Local 
Grovemment  Bill  for  ScoUand.  That 
BUI  has  no  less  than  70  claosea,  and  when 
we  consider  the  length  of  time  that  was 
sp«it  over  the  English  Local  Government 
Bill  last  winter,  hon.  Members  can  form 
some  conception  of  the  number  of  days 
that  would  be  required  for  the  discussion 
of  the  Scottish  Bill  if  it  was  dealt  with 
in  Committee  of  the  whole  Honse.  If 
we  succeed  in  inducing  the  House  to 
send  the  Bill  to  this  Grand  Com- 
mittee, there  will  be  almost  adequate 
work  h»  the  Committee  in  the  pro- 
-visioni  of  that  measure  ahme*  It  oon- 
taiDs  nothing  that  is  not— I  will  not  say 
of  a  controversial  aatore,  because  that 
is  a  word  of  a  doubtful  meaning  ;  but  It 
eootaias  nothing  of  a  Party  or  politically 
controvmrial  nature.  It  introduees  no 
high  Constitutional  principiM,  ud  it 


distwhs  no  high  Constitntional  prin- 
ciplM  ;  and  It  is  preoisely  the  sort  of  Bill 
that  could  be  dealt  with  with  the  greatest 
effect  before  a  Standing  Committee  of 
this  kind.  Allusion  hss  been  made  to 
the  fundamental  difference  which  exists 
between  England  and  Scotland  in  respect 
of  jurisprudence,  of  religious  forms  and 
Churches,  and  particularly  iu  respect  <^ 
the  administration  of  local  affairs,  and  (tf 
the  Poor  Law.  Therefore,  here  is  a 
matter  entirely  affecting  Scotland  alone 
embodied  in  a  Bill  extending  to  70 
clauses,  which,  we  think,  oould  with 
great  advantage  to  Sootland  and  to  the 
Honse  be  referred  to  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
asked  whether  an  Education  Bill  would 
be  sent  to  the  Conunittee.  I  should  say 
so,  certainly.  Eklucation  is  a  subject  in 
which  Scotland  has  always  been  im- 
mensely ahead  of  England,  and  we  wish 
our  educational  arrangements — although 
I  remember  during  tbe  last  Parliament 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  give  us 
much  assistance  in  that  direction — we 
wish  our  educational  arraugemeots  to  be 
conducted  upon  Scottish  lines,  and  not 
upon  English  lines.  And  what  is  the 
difference  ?  If  an  Education  Bill  was 
treated  in  Committee  of  the  whole  House^ 
all  the  Members  who  would  take  part  in 
the  discussion  of  It  would  be  Scottish 
Members.  Tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
very  properly  scrupulous  as  to  drafts  on 
the  Excheijuer.  That  would  be  for  the 
House  to  determine  at  tbe  time.  But  if 
I  were  to  lay  down  any  role  I  should  say 
thst  any  Bill  which  was  mainly  and 
priocipelly  a  financial  Bill  would,  <Mt 
course,  not  go  to  the  Scottish  Grand 
Committee.  But  we  might  have  a  Bill 
in  which  incidentally  there  was  some  small 
reference  to  the  Exchequer,  and  to  tbe  rela- 
tions between  theExchequer  and  Scotland. 
Thenlamasked  as  tolouil  veto.  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Geotleman  Is  not  aware 
that,  for  a  great  many  years  back — ^I 
should  think  for  20  years  back — there 
tias  been  a  majority  of  the  Scottish 
Members  in  favour  not  of  local  veto,  but 
in  favour  of  the  old  ivineiple  which  was 
embodied  in  the  Permissive  Bill— the 
principle  of  local  eontroL  There  has  been 
a  majority,  including  Conswvative  Mem- 
bers and  Members  of  all  shades  of  opinion, 
in  favour  of  that  change,  and  I  should 
have  thought  it  would  be  perfectly  proper 
and  legitimAto  to  send  sueh  a  Bill  toa 
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Scottish  Gnnd  Committee.  But  that  is 
a  matter  to  be  detennined  by  the  House 
on  the  occasion  of  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill.  When  a  Bill  which  is  purely 
and  exclusively  Scottish  was  dealt  with 
in  this  Committee,  it  would  have  one 
great  advantage,  in  that  there  would  not 
be  BO  much  of  that  reference  to  Party  ties 
and  Party  feelings  as  we  necessarily 
have  in  the  House  at  large.  There  would 
be  no  Whip  to  direct  Members  liow  to 
vote  on  one  qnestion  and  another.  In  a 
Grand  Committee  a  Bill  is  dealt  with  in 
a  much  mora  oouTersBtioDal  and  leu  stiff 
way  than  in  the  House,  and  with  less 
regard  to  the  obligations  of  Party 
allegiance.  The  further  advantage  would 
accrne  that  the  House  would  see  what 
tbe  Scottish  Members  wanted,  and  in  the 
further  stages  of  the  Bill  the  House 
would  have  the  most  absolute  power  to 
review,  modify,  alter,  or  upset  any  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  I  have  treated  this 
question  hitbertofromtbepoint  of  view  of 
Scotchmen  and  Scotland.  Where  is  the 
danger  of  appointing  such  a  Committee 
from  that  point  of  view  ?  Where  is  the 
dangffl-  from  the  point  of  view  of  Scottish 
interests,  Scottish  opinion,  Scottish  wants, 
assuming,  of  course,  that  we  all  desire 
that  Scottish  legislation  should  pro- 
ceed on  Scottish  lines  ?  But  what  is  to 
be  said  from  the  point  of  view  of  £ng- 
land  and  Ireland  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man asked  if  we  meant  to  extend  this  pro- 
posal to  England  and  IrelMid.  Well,  no. 
Sir.  And  I  will  give  some  reasons  why 
it  should  not  be  extended  to  England. 
In  principle  I  should  have  no  objection 
to  see  it  myself,  but  practically  the  cases 
are  not  the  same.  What  we  complain 
of  is  that  Scotland  being  in  the  minority 
is  at  a  disadvantage.  But  England  is 
never  in  the  minority — is,  in  fact,  in  a 
majority  upon  every  Grand  Committee 
that  can  be  constituted  in  an  ordinary 
manner.  England's  interests  always  pre- 
dominate if  she  chooses  to  assert  them. 
Scotland**  never  can  unless  by  some 
such  arrangement  as  this — on  a  Grand 
Committee.  That  is  the  answer  to  the 
right  hon.  G^tleman,  so  Car  as  the  neces- 
sities of  the  ease  aire  conoemed.  Another 
point  vhicb  seems  to  me  to  stand  in  the 
way  of  constitnting  immediately  a  Com- 
mittee of  this  sort  for  England  is  the 
immense  inconvenience  of  it,  beoanse  the 
English  Members  are  so  numerous  that 
it  would  be  i»mciifially  the  House  itseU, 

Mr,  CampbeU'Baam^rman 


and  not  a  Grand  Committee  of  the  kind 
we  are  seeking  to  set  up.  I  have  spoken 
of  Scotland  being  in  a  minority,  and 
let  me  bring  home  to  hon.  Mem- 
oers  the  fact  brought  out  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Aberdeen. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Aber- 
deen referred  to  the  case  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Bill  which  we  passed  in  the  last 
Parliament.  On  the  occasions  when  the 
Scottish  Members  voted  two,  three,  four, 
and  even  five  to  one  in  favour  of 
certain  provisions  which  they  desired  feo 
seeaec^ted,  the  English  and  Irish  Uem> 
bers  oame  in  «ut  outvoted  them.  My  hm. 
Friend  pointed  to  a  case  where  tlie  Mem- 
bers from  Scotland  were  49  for  and  10 
against.  If  we  applied  the  same  pro- 
portion to  the  English  Members,  we  find 
tbe  equivalent  event  on  au  English  Bill 
would  be  this — 3S7  to  68.  And  then 
supposing  there  were  sufficient  Members 
from  Ireland  and  Scotland,  and  they 
came  in  and  outvoted  that  English 
majority,  that  will  give  English  Mem- 
bers some  idea  of  what  it  is  of  which 
we  complain.  There  was  an  extra- 
ordinary view  taken  of  .a  sort  of  Utopian 
House  of  Commons  by  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  London.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  complained  that  the  proposed 
Committee  would  have  the  effect  of 
preventing  English  Members  having  any 
voice  in  Scottish  affairs,  and  he  exclaimed 
in  indignation,  "  Why  are  we  not  to  have 
the  privilege  of  outvoting  them  when 
they  outvote  us  ?"  That  looked  as  if 
the  proper  arrangement  would  be  the 
constitution  of  t^  House  into  sections, 
each  of  which  would  find  its  highest 
pleasure  in  outvoting  die  other.  We  do 
not  wish  to  be  outvoted  by  them.  But  it 
is  asserted  that  we  do  outvote  them,  and 
tbe  Parish  Councils  Bill  is  referred  to  as 
an  example.  Well,  I  have  looked  into  a 
good  many  Divisions,  and  I  can  only  find 
about  nine  occasions  upon  which  the 
majority  of  the  Government  was  not 
English  as  well  as  Imperial,  and  only  two 
occasions  when  the  English  majority 
against  was  over  10.  Suppose  a  similar 
occurrence  was  to  appear  on  the  proposed 
Grand  CmnmitteB.  In  1^  case  of  a  vary 
small  majority  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  the  majority  of  Ae  House 
upsetting  the  decision  of  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee. Hon.  Greatleasen,  it  seems  to  me, 
do  not  attach  sufficient  importanoe  to  the 
power  of  tfaa  House. 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  What  about 
Ireland  and  Wales  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNEBMAN  : 
If  in  a  future  year  Ireland  and  Wales 
demand,  in  the  same  way  as  Scotland 
does,  the  appointment  of  Grand  Com- 
mittees for  their  purposes,  I  see  uo 
reason  why  they  should  not  be  granted. 

Lord  B.  CHUECHILL:  No 
Englishman  need  apply. 
•Mb.  CAMPBELL-BAMNERMAN  : 
The  noble  Lord  says,  "  No  Englishman 
need  applj."  No  EnglishiDaii  need  apply, 
because  Englishmen  have  it  all  then- 
own  way  as  it  is.  I  have  no  hostility  to 
English  influence.  I  am  very  glad  we 
should  have  a  certain  amount  of  English 
influence.  But  what  I  claim  is  that  we 
should  be  hmrd  before  we  are  struck,  and 
that  it  should  be  ascertained  on  a  Com- 
mittee such  as  this  what  the  opinion  and 
wishes  of  Scotland  would  make  a  mea- 
sure, before  the  House  of  Commons  pro- 
ceeds to  deal  with  it  in  any  other  fasluon. 
It  is  su  ezpariment  for  Scottish  purposes. 
It  is  avowedly  not  put  forward  as  a 
aniform  tettlement  for  the  general  busi- 
ness of  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
idea  that  there  is  any  wrong  done  to 
England  in  the  matter  is  sheer  noosense, 
because  England  is  and  will  always  be 
dominant  in  numbers,  and  can  have  no 
grievaitee  if  such  a  Committee  be  esta- 
blished. It  seems  to  me  that  out  of  our 
controversies  on  this  subject  one  thing 
emei^M,aDd  tiut  is  that  Ftu-liamentwith 
its  present  procedure  cannot  legislate  effi- 
ciently for  all  three  portions  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  The  best  wad  most  complete 
iBolntion  may  be,  as  some  tiiink,  or  it  may 
not  be,  as  others  think,  the  establishment 
of  sutKtrdinate  Legislatures.  But  in  the 
meantime  let  us,  in  a  commoa-sense, 
bosiuess-like  way,  adopt  for  Scotland  a 
moderate  arrangement  of  onr  work  such 
as  this,  which  does  not  IntOTfere  in  any 
degree  with  the  interests  of  the  other 
countries,  which  will  surety,  as  everyone 
must  admit)  materially  aid  and  advance 
the  fulfilment  of  Scottish  legislative 
voik. 

Mr.  J.  GRANT  LAWSON  (York, 
N  Jt.,  Thirsk)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gestle- 
man  had  begun  his  speet^  by  saying  that 
this  was  a  modest  proposal.  In  the  opinion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  sup- 
porters the  proposal  was  far  too  modest, 
for  some  of  them  had  pnt  down  Amend- 
ments which  showed  that  iboj  did  not 


cottBider  it  sufficient  to  meet  the  neces- 
sities  of  the  case.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  depended  on  a  good  deal 
of  false  analogy  for  hts  argument.  He 
had  said,  for  instance,  that  the  Parish 
Councils  Bill  for  Scotland  could  not  pass 
through  Committee  in  the  usual  way  be- 
cause of  the  amount  of  time  which  had 
been  consumed  by  the  English  Parish 
Councils  Bill.  But  there  were  over  500 
English  Members  and  only  70  Scotch 
Members;  and  if  72  Scotch  Members 
coatd  talk  as  long  as  500  English 
Members  ithere  would  be  very  little  pro- 
gress made  with  the  Bill  even  on  the 
proposed  Scotch  Committee.  The  fttct 
was,  that  if  the  Bill  went  through  Com- 
mittee in  the  House,  it  would  be  left 
almost  entirely  to  Scotch  Members,  and 
would  not  take  up  much  time  unless  the 
Scotch  Members  themselves  insisted  on 
spending  the  time.  The  arguments 
brought  forward  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemau  might  be  very  good  in  sup- 
port of  Home  Rule,  but  they  were  not 
applicable  to  the  Motion  before  the 
House,  for  when  a  Bill  came  back  to 
the  House  from  this  proposed  Grand 
Committee  English  opinion  and  votes 
might  still  have  a  preponderating  in- 
fluence upon  it.  He  objected  to  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee  because 
it  involved  partial  treatment  between 
the  two  countries.  Scotland  was  to  have 
the  proposed  advantage,  and  England 
was  not.  The  proposal  was  the  more 
unnecessary  because  the  Committee  of 
Selection  were  always  very  wisely  care- 
ful to  place  on  Committees  a  full 
proportion  of  the  Representatives  of 
those  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom 
to  which  particular  Bills  applied.  On 
many  occasions  the  majority  of  Eng- 
lish and  Welsh  Members  had  been  out- 
voted by  the  majority  of  the  House,  and 
on  no  more  important  question  than  on 
that  of  the  retention  of  Churchwardens  as 
trustees  of  charities  when  the  Parish 
Oouucih  Bill  was  under  oousideration. 
That  Amendment  had  been  rejected  by  a 
majority  of  47,  the  numbers  being  168 
against  the  Amendment  and  1 16  for  it. 
There  were  68  Scotch  and  Irish  Members 
in  the  majority,  and  only  10  Scotch  and 
Irish  Members  in  the  minority ;  so  that 
if  the  Bill  had  been  before  an  English 
Committee  that  Amendment  would  have 
been  oarried.  Another  important  Amend- 
meot,  wbidi  proposed  that  the  Church- 
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wardQDs  should  not  be  tamed  oat  of  their' 
trnsteeship  in  charities  founded  after  the 
passiuf;  of  the  Act,  aod  which  was  sup- 
ported by  the  Oppositioa,  was  rejected  by 
36  votes.  lu  the  miuority  of  207  Mem- 
bers there  were  68  Scotchmeu  and  Irish- 
men, but  in  the  minority  of  171  there  were 
only  13.  If  the  Scotch  aud  Irish  votes 
were  deducted  from  each  side  there 
remained  a  majority  for  the  Amendment 
of  19.  In  tbat  case  also  the  wishes  of 
England  were  simply  overridden.  He 
wished  to  quote  for  the  House  m  very  high 
opinioaon  the  absolute  Deceesity  of  main- 
taining equality  amongst  the  Members  of 
the  House,  and  of  depriving  no  section  of 
the  House  of  rights  possessed  by  other 
sections.  The  tate  Prime  Minister,  in 
introducing  the  Home  Rule  Bill  on 
February  13,  1893,  said— 

"  The  next  ailment  is  this,  and  I  own  it 
toaches  me  uearl/  and  cats  deflply  into  the 
loind  and  heart  of  anyone  who  has  had  a  long 
experience  of  Parliament.  It  is  that  unless  t^ 
Irish  Members  vote  upon  all  qaesttoas  you  , 
break  a  great  Parliamentary  tradition—that  <^ 
the  absolute  equality  of  Members  of  the  Hoase. 
I  cannot  say,  Sir,  what  value  I,  for  one,  attadi 
to  the  principle  of  Parliamentary  equality.  Be 
the  man  young  or  old,  be  he  rich  or  poor,  be  he 
from  the  ranks  of  the  highest  nobility,  or  be  he 
a  representative  of  the  working  cUoow,  be  his 
powers  what  they  may,  be  his  Btaoding  here 
what  it  may,  I  hold  in  defiance,  if  it  so  most  be, 
of  all  merely  conventional  considerations,  that 
the  essential  equality  of  the  Members  of  this 
House  is  a  principle  of  the  deepest  consequence, 
and  forms  a  part — a  fundamental  part — of  the 
environment  in  which  we  live,  mkI  which,  to  a 
large  extent,  enters  into  and  makes  os  what  we 
are." 

The  hon.  Member  for  North  Aberdeen 
had  laid  two  propositious  before  the 
House — one,  that  Englishmen  knew 
nothing  about  Scotland,  and  the  other 
tbat  Scotcbmeo  knew  nothing  about 
England.  From  the  first  proposition 
the  hon.  Member  deduced  the  argument 
that  when  Scotch  business  was  on  in 
the  House  English  Members  did  not 
understand  it,  and  took  no  part  in  its 
consideration.  But  Englishmen,  and 
men  of  every  nationality  in  the  House, 
were  responsible  for  the  good  govern- 
ment of  Sootlaud  and  of  every  oUier 

E>rtion  of  the  United  Kingdom ;  and  if 
nglish  Members  knew  noUung  about 
the  laws  itnd  iustitufioni  a  country 
they  were  supposed  to  govern,  more 
stuune  to  them  1  They  were  bound  to 
learn  sonethiug  about  those  Jews  and 
institati<ws ;  ai^d  bow  oooLd  tfaey^  learn 
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it  if  all  Scotch  Debates  were  to  take 
place  upstairs  ?  The  hon.  Member  tor 
North  Aberdeen  also  said  that  Scotch 
Members  did  not  care  whether  Londoners 
were  robbed  by  their  Water  Companies. 
If  that  were  so,  how  did  it  happen  that 
Scotch  Members  voted  in  such  large 
numbers  on  all  Bills  afiectiug  Loudon  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Aberdeen 
also  contended  tbat  this  proposed  Grand 
Committee  would  not  be  u  Scotch  Com- 
mittee beeanse  thwe  would  be  15  Mem- 
bers ai  other  nationalitiw  also  on  it. 
Bat  OS  the  Grand  Committee  would  be 
composed  of  72  Scotch  Members  and 
only  15  of  other  nationalities,  it  might 
be  very  fairly  said  that  it  would  be  a 
Scotch  National  Committee.  He  did 
not  believe  that  the  proposed  Committee 
would  save  time.  There  would  be  a 
desperate  discussion  oa  every  proposai 
to  commit  a  Bill  to  the  Committee  for 
consideration,  aud  then  if  the  Bill  got 
to  the  Committee  there  would  be  a 
minority  of  Scotch  Unionist  Members  on 
the  Committee  suffering  undera  grievance 
who  wonld  do  their  best  to  uuke  their 
voices  heard.  The  experience  of  the 
Church  Discipline  Act  of  a  few  years 
ago  showed  how  a  small  body  of  men 
with  a  grievance  could  render  the  pro- 
ceedings of  a  Committee  almost  im- 
possible. Then  when  the  Scotch  Bill 
got  back  from  the  Committee  to  the 
House  English  Members  who  felt  they 
had  a  grievance  in  being  excluded  from 
the  Committee  when  they  desired  to  be 
instructed  on  Scotch  matters  would  air 
their  grievance,  probably  at  considerable 
length,  and  the  progress  of  the  measure 
through  the  House  would,  oonseqaently,  be 
very  slow.  One  of  the  arguments  now 
being  used  in  favour  of  an  alteration  in 
the  other  branch  of  the  Legislatare  was 
that  the  veto  of  the  Lords  was  used  only 
when  one  political  Party  was  in  power. 
The  same  argument  could  be  used  against 
this  Motion.  The  Motion  could  only  be 
pnt  into  operation  when  one  political 
Party  was  in  power.  No  work  could  be 
sent  to  the  proposed  Committee  except 
by  the  consent  of  the  majttity  of  the 
House,  uid  as  the  Unionist  Vaiiy,  if.  in 
Ofice,  wouU  not  send  any  work  to  the 
Committee,  ttie  Motion,  ther^ore,  could 
only  eome  into  operation  whui  the 
Liberal  Party  were  in  power.  Their 
object' should  be  to  draw  closw  together 
all  (he  nationsiities  wbieh  made  up  (he 
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United  Kingdom,  to  remove  all  !»- 
eqnalities,  and  to  uuite  their  iaetitutioQs 
as  the  natioaalities  themselvea  were 
united  in  the  United  Kingdom. 

•Ma.  BYLES  <York,  W.R.,  Shipley) 
said,  it  had  been  observed  that  no 
English  Member  had  apoken  iu  favour 
of  the  Grovernment  proposal,  and  it  was 
for  that  reason  that  he  had  risen  to  offer 
a  few  observations  on  the  matter.  It 
might  appear  rash  in  a  young  Member 
to  interfere  in  a  Debate  which  concerned 
the  procedure  of  the  House,  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  it  was  possible  that  some  of 
the  ways  of  the  House  of  Commons  were 
seen  more  clearly  by  a  new  Member  thaii 
by  some  of  the  older  Members^  who  had 
got  used  to  the  habits  of  the  'House. 
Last  Session  he  felt^  as  many  other 
Members  must  have  felt,  over  and  over 
agMn,  that  it  was  useless  for  any  Member 
who  catne  to  the  House  to  work,  to  try 
to  get  a  measure  in  which  he  was 
hiterested  carried  through  the  House. 
On  one  or  two  great  Bills  last  Session 
there  were  limitless  speeches  and  Amend- 
ments intended  to  waste  the  time  of  the 
Honae.  That  was  not  the  true  function 
of  an  Opposition.  The  Opposition 
ought  rather  to  amend  and  improve 
legislatiOD,  than  to  set  up  a  wall  to 
prevent  the  country  obtaining  what 
it  had  voted  for  and  determined  upon. 
That  seemed  to  him  to  be  the  course 
whieh  the  Opposition  should  pursue, 
whether  it  were  Liberal  or  Couserva- 
ttre.  Men  of  long  experience  in 
the  House  seemed  to  take  the  obstruc- 
tion as  a  matter  of  course,  and  even 
to  acknowledge  that  they  had  done 
it  in  their  time.  The  Motion  before  the 
House  was  intended  uod  calculated  to 
Mve  the  time  of  the  House,  and  that  was 
his  first  reason  for  supporting  it.  Another 
argument  for  the  proposal,  and  a  very 
true  argument,  was  that  the  business 
to  be  relegated  to  the  Scotch  Committee 
was  badness  which  a  vast  number  of 
3f  ranbem  of  the  House  did  not  nnderstand, 
and  wbich  they  were  in  great  measure 
incompetent  to  legislate  upon.  He  had 
observed  that  whenever  a  Scotch  ques- 
tion was  being  discussed  the  House  was 
l^t  abnoet  exclusively  to  Scotch  Mem- 
bers. Whenever  Scotch  business  came 
op  it  aimf^y  d^«d  the  comprehension  of 
E^ishmen,  and  if  Scotch  business  did 
Bftt  ooo6em  the  consUtnents  of  Engliah- 
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men,  they  would  do  best  to  leave  it  lo 
the  Scotch  Members.  In  fact,  that  was 
practically  done  now,  and  the  only  ques- 
tion was  whether  Scotch  buaiuess  should 
be  considered  upstairs  instead  of  occupy- 
ing that  Chamber  to  the  exclusion  of 
English  aud  Irish  business.  Practically 
they  had  got  a  Scotch  Committee  doing 
Scotch  btuiness  already,  and  power  to 
outvote  Scotch  Members  when  they 
touched  on  Imperial  questions,  aud  they 
had  used  that  power  over  and  over  again. 
Practically,  therefore,  the  only  proposal 
before  the  House  was  whether  this 
Scotch  Committee  should  meet  in 
a  Committee  Room  npi>tairs  and 
allow  English  and  Irish  business  to  be 
transacted  in  that  Chamber  at  the  same 
time.  He  remembered  the  present  Prime 
Minister  some  months  ago,  when  he  did 
not  hold  the  exalted  office  he  now  filled, 
saying  that  the  English  democracy  must 
not  be  afraid  of  experiments  iu  legisla- 
tion. For  that,  among  other  reasons,  he 
was  glad  that  Lord  Rosebery  became 
Prime  Minister,  because  it  Wiia  to  be 
hoped  that  whilst  ho  directed  the  Go- 
vernment he  would  encourage  experi- 
ments in  legislation.  Surely,  if  any 
experiment  might  be  tried,  this  very 
moderate  oue  now  under  consideration 
might  be.  They  must  get  on  with 
the  business  of  the  country.  A  large 
measure  of  devolution  was  proposed  last 
year,  and  it  met  with  a  most  extra- 
ordinary opposition  from  a  large  minority 
of  the  Members  of  the  House.  Now  a 
very  small  measure  of  devolution  was 
before  them,  aud  that  also  appeared  to 
meet  with  strong  opposition.  He  did 
not,  however,  believe  it  would  have  met 
with  anything  like  so  strong  an  opposi- 
tion if  it  had  not  been  for  the  relation- 
ship which  some  hon.  Members  opposite 
imagined  it  bore  to  the  larger  measure. 
Some  hon.  Members  thought  that  this 
proposal  would  be  a  dangerous  Constitu- 
tional innovation — he  was  not  sure  that 
it  was  not  a  proposal  which  was  going  to 
disintegrate  the  Empire.  The  affairs  of 
the  town  in  which  he  (Mr.  Byles)  lived 
were  managed  by  a  Municipal  Corpora- 
tion, and  all  the  real  business  of  the  town 
was  done  in  large  committees  such  as  was 
now  proposed,  and  to  which  reporters 
were  not  admitted ;  only  once  a  month 
the  whole  Conucil  met  together,  and  con- 
sidered what  the  committees  had  been 
thrashing  out  in  detail.    That  seemed  to 
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him  an  example  which  they  might  witJi 
advantage  follow, 

SiK  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
Do  you  have  a  separate  committee  in 
separate  wards  ? 

Mb.  BYLES  :  No.  But  that  was  not 
the  argument  be  was  pursuing  at  the 
moment.  He  felt  perfectly  certain  that  if 
the  House  would  take  its  work  in  a 
partially-prepared  condition  from  a  Com- 
mittee it  would  get  through  its  business 
a  great  deal  faster  than  it  now  did.  So 
far  from  such  an  experiment  weakening 
the  Empire,  it  would  rather  strengthen 
it.  It  would  develop  the  national  spirit 
and  local  patriotism  of  a  nation  like 
Scotland,  and  for  all  these  reasons, 
though  an  English  Member,  he  declared 
himself  a  supporter  of  this  Motion. 

Sib  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  said,  he  did  not 
propose  to  trouble  the  House  with  any 
close  reference  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Shipley  Division.  That 
was  a  remarkable  and  fantastic  and  an 
illogical  attempt  to  defend  the  proposal 
of  Government,  and  so  far  as  he  could 
follow  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
his  ailment  was  mainly  based  on  two 
points.  The  first  point  was  that  the 
Bradford  Corporation  conducted  some  of 
its  business  by  means  of  committees,  and 
by  those  committees  the  business  of  the 
Corporation  was  expedited,  but  when  he 
asked  the  hon.  Gentlemau  across  the 
floor  of  the  House  whether  those  com- 
mittees were  divided  according  to  districts 
or  wards,  he  was  obliged,  of  course,  to 
answer  in  the  negative,  so  that,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  so  far  from  telling  in  favour 
of  the  proposal  of  the  Government,  told 
in  favour  of  the  present  practice  of  the 
House,  which  was  that  the  Grand  Com- 
mittees, upon  which  some  of  the  business 
of  the  House  was  usefully  devolved, 
were  really  microcosms  or  miniatures  of 
the  whole  House.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
apparently  thought  that  the  whole  pro- 
spect of  legislation  by  Grand  Committees 
in  the  future  depended  upon  the  absence 
of  the  Frees.  That  was  a  very  remark- 
able argument  to  fall  from  a  gentleman 
who  was  believed  to  be  largely  connected 
with  the  Press,  but  If  the  argument 
did  not  do  great  credit  to  his 
ingenuity  it  certainly  did  credit  to  his 
disinterestedness.  In  the  speech  of  the 
Secretary  for  War  they  might  find  the 
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very  Strongest  possible  reason  agaioKt 
this  proposal.   The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  in  fitvour  of  tiie  proposal,  first 
because  of  the  delay  in  Scotch  bnsiness, 
and  secondly  because  of  the  want  of 
proper  weight  given  to  the  opinion  of 
Scotch  Members.    Whose  fault  was  it 
that  Scotch  business  had  been  delayed  ? 
Who  was  it  that  forced  the  House  to 
occupy   the   whole    of   the  legitimate 
Session  of  1893  and  the  whole  of  the 
subsequent  Autumn  Session  with  a  Bill 
for  Irish  Home  Rule  and  the  Parish 
Councils  Bill  ?    It  was  the  Government, 
and  no  one  else.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man seemed  to  realise  constantly  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  that  a  very  awkward 
comparison  might  be  made  between  the 
progress  of  Scotch  business  under  the  late 
Conservative  Government  and  its  snail- 
like  progress  under  the  present  Govern- 
ment, and  the  right  hon .  Gentleman  then 
tried  to  show  that  there  was  obstruction 
against  the  present  Government  which 
had  not  existed  in  the  case  of  the  pre- 
ceding Government.    He  thought  it  was 
a  delightful  piece  of  unconscious  faumonr 
on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  talk  about  obstruction  on  the  part  of 
the  present  Opposition,  and  to  be  utterly 
oblivious  to  what  happened  when  the 
present  holders  of  Office  were  in  oppo- 
sition. Why,  the  obstruction  against  the 
present  Government — if  it  existed  at  all 
— was  but  a  drop  in  the  buoket  compared 
with  the  resistance  which  the  late  Go- 
vernment  had    to   endure.     Had  the 
Secretary  for  War  forgotten  the  way  in 
which  the  Irish  Local  Crovernment  Bill 
was  received  by  his  own  friends,  and  the 
way  in  which  the  Scotch  Fisheries  Bill 
was  obstruot«d  out  of  the  House  ?  Had 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  forgotten  the 
obstruction  in  which  the  whole  Liberal 
Party  freely  indulged  in  against  the  Irish 
Grimes  Bill ;  and  had  he  forgotten  that 
long  night's  sitting,  in  which  the  late 
Government  tried  to  force  through  the 
Light  Railways  Bill,  in  the  interest  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  against  the  oppo- 
sition of  some  of  the  Irish  Nationalist 
Members,  backed  by  Scotch  and  English 
Radicals?    The  charge  of  obstructioD 
was  idl^  and  the  ar^meot  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  recoiled  absolntely  upon 
himself.   If  Scotch  baslnes*  had  b«en 
delayed  it  had  been  entirely  ^Ut^^ed  by 
the  action  of  the  Govm^ment  m  pre- 
ferrlng  odier  business  to  Sootcfa.  Xba 
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second  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, that  insufficient  weight  was  given 
to  the  opinion  of  Scotch  Members,  simply 
meant  absolute  separation  and  provincial 
legislation  all  round.  If  ScotlAnd  was 
to  have  a  separate  Grand  Committee, and 
if  the  weight  of  localities  was  to  prevail 
against  Che  general  sense  and  intelli- 
»9nce  of  the  whole  House,  why  should 
Grand  Committees  be  denied  to  Lanca- 
shire and  Yorkshire,  or  to  the  City 
of  London  ?  The  theory  contained  in 
this  proposal  was  illogical  and  absurd, 
and  would  be  absolutely  fatal  to  the  idea 
of  an  Imperial  Parliament.  Scotland 
Mras  represented  in  the  House  by  72 
Members,  one-ninth  of  the  whole  repre- 
sentation in  Parliament,  and  Scotland 
happened  to  possess  about  4,300,000  of 
a  popnlatioa  out  of  the  total  population 
of  38,000,000  of  these  islands.  On  the 
winciple,  therefore,  of  "  One  Man  One 
Vote"  Scotland  had  her  full  share  of  voting 
power  in  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
truth  of  the  matter  was  that  this  proposal 
was  an  attempt  to  get  in  by  a  sort  of  side 
wind  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge  of  Home 
Rule.  That  was  the  reason  that  English 
Members  bad  a  perfect  right  to  intervene 
in  this  Debate.  This  was  not  a  Scotch 
question,  but  it  was  essentially  an  Im- 
perial question.  The  Secretary  for  War 
argued  that  it  would  be  no  injustice  to 
England  to  give  Scotland  this  Com- 
mittee, because  England  always  pre- 
Tailed,  but  the  fact  was  that  in  the 
present  Parliament  England  had  never 
prevailed.  Irish  Home  Rule  was  carried 
by  a  majority  of  34  in  this  House.  It 
was  entirely  an  Irish,  or,  at  all  events, 
an  anti-English  majority ;  while  the 
English  majority  against  Home  Rule  in 
the  Division  was  71.  The  Parish 
Councils  Bill  afforded  a  still  more  im- 
portant iUnstratioD  of  this  point.  Many 
of  the  most  important  provisions  of  the 
Parish  Councils  Bill  were  carried  against 
English  feeling  by  Scotch  and  Irish 
votes,  and,  therefore,  the  statement — 
the  grossly  inaccurate  statement — of  the 
Secretary  for  War  fell  to  the  ground. 
The  Home  Secretary  had  been  giving 
graphic  descriptions  of  Members  troop- 
ing from  the  Smoking  Room  to  out- vote  the 
Scotch  and  Welsh  Members.  He  ven- 
tured to  say  that  was  a  childish  and. 
illogical  argument.  They  could  not  have 
a  national  or  Imperial  Parliament 
without  this  sort  of  iaterveotion  on  the 


part  of  Members  who  had  not  so  much 
interest  in  the  question  as  some  other 
Members  had.  A  thing  of  the  kind 
happened  every  day — Members  came  in 
from  the  Smoking  Room  and  Lobby  and 
Dining  Rooms  to  vote  in  accordance 
with  the  directiwB  of  their  Party,  and 
in  accordance  with  their  own  feelings. 
It  happened  upon  every  question 
that  came  before  the  House.  There- 
fore, for  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
to  appeal  to  Scotch  national  feeling  on 
a  ground  like  this  was  simply  to  talk 
clap-trap.  It  was  perfectly  well 
understood  that  local  or  provincial 
self-interest  was  not  the  best  judge 
of  important  questions  which  came 
before  the  House,  and  that  it  was 
better  for  the  general  interest  that  the 
whole  body  of  Members  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament  should  come  in  to  settle  these 
questions.  He  would  give  one  or  two 
instances  to  the  House.  Take  the  case 
of  the  duties  on  corn.  Everyone  must 
admit  that  the  repeal  of  the  duties  on 
corn  had  proved  to  be  a  desperate  blow 
to  the  agriculturists  of  this  country. 
Now,  if  they  were  going  to  allow  sepa- 
rate and  local  interests  to  decide  large 
questions  for  themselves,  why  should  a 
question  of  this  iirst-class  importance 
have  been  settled  by  the  town  Members, 
against  the  desires  and  wishes  of  agri- 
culturists ?  Or  to  take  uiother  case — that 
of  the  Rating  of  Machinery  Bill.  That' 
was  a  matter  which  interested  the  great 
towns  of  this  country,  and  if  the  towns 
decided  it  for  themselves,  there  was  not 
the  slightest  doubt  that  the  Rating  of 
Machinery  Bill  would  have  beeu  carried 
in  this  House  by  an  enormous  majority. 
But  no  oneiGOuld  complain  of  the  action 
of  the  agricultural  Members,  who  saw 
that  if  the  measure  were  passed  further 
and  heavier  obligations  would  be  put 
upon  them.  The  fact  was  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  was  absolutely 
illogical  and  indefensible,  and  the  more 
it  was  looked  at  the  more  monstrous  and 
paradoxical  and  ruinous  did  it  appear. 
This  principle  of  autonomy,  or  separate 
legislation,  or  Home  Rule,  the  thin  end 
of  the  wedge  of  which  appeared  in  the 
proposal  before  the  House,  was  fatal 
to  every  countnr  and  nation  that 
had  tried  it.  [Crtc*  of  "Name!"] 
Very  well,  he  would  name  the 
only  two  peoples  of  Europe  who  had 
tried  the  experimfflit — namely,  Austria 
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and  Torkey  cry  of  "  America  !  "] 
Yes,  he  would  take  tbe  case  of  America, 
and  he  would  ask  hoo.  Gentlemeu 
opposite  whether  30  years  ago  America 
did  not  carry  on  the  greatest  Civil  War  of 
modern  times  in  order  to  destroy  this 
principle  of  separation  ?  The  strength 
of  the  United  States  at  the  present 
moment  was  due  to  the  fact  that  they 
had  determined  to  destroy  this  principle 
of  separation  which  the  proposal  now 
before  the  House  involved.  He  knew 
what  tbe  hon.  Gentleman  below  the 
Gangway  was  thinking  of,  but  there  was 
no  comparison  between  tbe  States  Legis- 
lature and  a  Home. Rule  Parliament. 
The  States  Legislatures  would  be  more 
properly  compared  to  the  English  County 
Councils.  But  to  revert  to  Austiia,  the 
reason  why  that  country  was  the  weakest 
of  the  Powers  of  Europe  was  that  she 
allowed  this  separate  principle  to  come 
in ;  and  hon.  Members  knew  that  in  regard 
to  Turkey  the  principle  was  entirely 
dead.  Tbe  only  powers  in  the  world 
which  had  made  great  progress  in  modern 
times  were  those  who  bad  adopted  and 
adhered  to  tbe  principle  of  Union— Ger- 
many, Italy,  and  tbe  United  States. 
VCries  of  "Ob!"]  That  was  a  per- 
fectly fair  argument  as  addressed  to  the 
general  principle  of  Home  Rule.  He 
was  sorry,  however,  to  have  left  the 
direct  issue  before  the  House.  He  con- 
tended that  there  bad  been  no  arguments 
addressed  to  the  House  upon  tbe  great 
Constitutional  issue  involved  in  this  ques- 
tion. The  main  Constitutional  principle 
laid  down  in  the  formation  of  Grand  Com- 
mittees was  that  tbey  should  be  a  minia- 
ture of  the  whole  House,  and,  according 
to  tbe  basis  of  tbe  Committees,  tbe  Go- 
vernment should  in  the  Scotch  Com- 
mittee have  a  majority  of  5  per  cent,  or 
6  per  cent.;  hut  according  to  this  pro- 
posal tbey  would  have  a  majority  of  from 
100  per  cent,  to  120  per  cent.  The 
most  obvious  answer  to  this  demand  was, 
why  should  not  the  same  advantages  bej 
given  to  England  ?  In  tbe  second  place,/ 
tbe  proposal  of  the  Government,  as  it/ 
was  offered  to  the  House,  involved  a 
gross  injustice  to  the  English  etectgsK, 
because  it  would  give  predomto.a^^pn 
Scotch  afiairs  to  the  Scotch  Kj^Ksal 
majority,  in  Irish  afiairs  to  the  llish 
Home  Rule  majority,  and  in  Wales  to  &e 
Welsh  Radical  majority,  while  it  deniU 
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predominance  in  English  aflikirs  to  the 
Conservative  and  Unionist  majoritv. 

Db.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  said,  it  was  quite  obvious  that 
tbo  hon.  Gentleman  who  bad  just  sat 
down  had  argued  this  question,  not  upon 
its  merits  or  the  question  of  its  necessity, 
but  on  tbe  question  of  Home  Rule,  which 
had  absolutely  nothing  to  do  with  the 
proposal.    If  it  was  undesirable  to  grant 
Home  Rule  for  Scotland,  which  he  did 
not  admit,  the  best  course  to  adopt  would 
be  to  agree  to  tbe  Resolution  h^9re  the 
House.      He  was  quite   certain  that 
if  tbe  House  bad  acceded  to  the  ver>- 
mild  and  moderate  request  of  Scotch 
Members  for  this  same  Committee  a  few 
years  ago  the  demand  which  was  grow- 
ing so  rapidly  for  Home  Rule  would  not 
have  been  so  much  heard  of  at  this  moment. 
He  desired  to  express  \m  gratitude  to 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  for  this  present 
proposal.   He  thanked  him  individually, 
and  he  might  venture  to  thank  him  in 
the  name  of  his  constituents  and  in 
tbe   name  of  tbe  people  of  Scotland. 
Tbey    had    bad    great  difficulties  for 
many  years,  and  tbey  now  at  least  bad  a 
faint   glimmering   light  of  relief.  He 
should  have  thought  the  proposal  would 
have  been  one  of   relief  to  tbe  House 
itself.      Scotch    Members   were  often 
twitted  with  their  dull  oratory,  and  were 
told  that  the  nature  of  their  subjects  had 
driven  hon.  Members  out  of  tbe  House. 
He  would  have  thought  that  the  best 
relief  in  .those  circumstances  would  be 
tbe  proposal  now  before  them.  What 
was  the  proposal  ?   It  was  to  take  away 
from  the  House  tbe  dullest,  dryest,  and 
most  dreary  part  of  Scotch  business — 
[Sir  H.  Maxwell  :  No,  no  I "] — to  leave 
all  stages  except  that  of  Committee  un- 
changed, and  to  preserve  all  opportunities 
to  English  Members  of  taking  part  in 
Scotch  Debates  that  tbey  now  had.  Con- 
sidering the  mildness  of  the  proposal,  be 
«ras  bound  to  say  he  was  surprised  at  tbe 
character  of  the  opposition  to  it.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  were  endeavooring  to  strangle 
it  with  ingeniously-constructed  imsgina> 
tive  difficulties  of  tbe  bogey  kind  they 
bad  so  often  raised  during  this  Parlia- 
ment.   They  were  passing  through  the 
bogey  stage  of  difficulties  which  depended 
upon  the  imaginative  power  of  their 
originators.    It  was   very   difficult  to 
argue  with  objections  of  this  kind.  There 
was  an  old  saying  that  they  could  not 
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utfpsM  with  a  prophet ;  they  could  only 
disagree  with  bim.  As  the  same  kind  of 
argument  bad  been  used  against  almost 
eveiy  proposal  whieh  the  Grovemment  had 
brought  forward,  it  was  begioDiug  to 
pall  npoD  them.  How  often  bad  they 
heard  that  the  British  ConstitutioD  was 
fatally  imperilled ;  bow  often  had  they 
beard  of  the  terrible  results  of  legislation 
which  falsified  the  prediotion?  He 
would  not  be  stending  thete  to  advocate 
this  proposal  if  he  were. not  quite  certain 
that  a  good  case  had  been  made  out  in 
its  &Tonr.  What  he  might  call  the 
Grand  Jury  of  public  opinion  had  brought 
in  a  true  bill  in  favour  of  something 
being  done  to  remove  the  block  of 
obstruction  from  public  business.  That 
part  of  the  country  which  he  represented 
had  long  since  got  impatient  at  the  delay 
which  was  taking  place  in  regard  to 
measures  which  were  urgently  required. 
It  was  entirely  on  account  of  the  long 
neglect  of  Scotch  business  that  i^e 
denuuid  for  Home  Bnle  was  now  grow- 
ing so  rapidly  North  of  the  Tweed. 
The  Scotch  Members  were  unanimous 
in  holding  tho  necessity  for  something 
being  done.  They  bad  held  a  meeting 
upstairs,  at  which  strong  tind  emphatic 
speeches  were  made.  Perhaps,  if  those 
speeches  bad  been  reported,  the  House 
would  not  be  at  alt  doubtful  as  to  the 
determiuatiou  of  the  Scotch  Members. 
Some  of  them  formed  a  small  Committee 
to  wait  upon  the  Member  for  Midlothian, 
who  was  then  Prime  Minister.  Again, 
strong  and  strennons  speeches  were  tcwde, 
and  they  obtained  a  promise  of  some 
proposal  of  this  kind.  The  Scotch 
Members  were  rowing  in  the  same  boat 
up  to  this  point.  They  were  all  agreed 
that  something  was  to  be  done.  But 
when  a  definite  proposal  was  brought 
forward  they  parted  company.  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side  opposed  this  plan, 
and  they  had  proposed  nothing  in  the 
way  of  an  alternative  plan.  One  of  the 
great  arguments  against  this  proposal 
was  that  it  was  novel.  It  might  be  so^ 
bat  they  bad  already  adopted  the 
principle  of  devolution,  and  fxom  his 
own  experience  he  could  say  that  the 
work  of  the  Grand  Committee  was  done 
expeditiously  and  practically.  There 
were  no  reporters  present  at  the  Com- 
mittees, and,  therefore.  Members  had 
no  temptation  to  speak  to  the  gallery. 
Very  great  inroads  had  been  made  upon 


the  old  traditioas  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. The  procedure  of  the  House  bad 
been  entirely  revolutionised,  and  be  bo* 
lieved  that  a  great  many  of  the  argu- 
ments which  were  used  against  the 
present  proposal  had  been  used  against 
the  establishment  of  Grand  Committees, 
which  in  themselves  constituted  a  vital 
change  in  the  arrangements  of  the 
House.  Of  course,  it  was  quite  possible 
for  the  elaborate  ingenuity  of  the  gentle- 
men who  sat  opposite  to  stifle  any  pro^ 
posals  with  a  network  of  imaginary  diffi- 
culties, but  if  hon.  Members  did  not  go 
with  the  times  they  would  simply  become 
fossilised,  and  business  would  be  even 
more  hampered  in  the  future  than  it  bad 
been  in  the  past.  It  was  said  that  Eng- 
land wanted  a  Grand  Committee.  It 
was  very  suspicious  that  nothing  was 
ever  heard  of  the  English  desire  for  de- 
volution until  Scotland  happened  to  ask 
for  it.  Why  should  not  England  have 
it  if  she  wanted  it  ?  The  physical  diffi- 
culties might  be  great,  and  it  might  be 
necessaiy  to  hold  the  meetings  of  the 
Grand  (jonunittee  in  Westminster  Hall, 
the  St.  James's  Hall,  or  even  the  Agri- 
cultural Halt.  But  England's  Grand 
Committee  was  the  House  itself.  Eng- 
land had  for  years  had  in  large  measure 
the  command  of  the  time  of  the  House. 
She  was  there  on  the  spot,  whilst  the 
Scotch  Members  were  foreigners  and 
aliens.  The  Scotch  Members  came  up 
to  Westminster  with  a  mode  of  procedure, 
with  laws  and  customs  which  were 
entirely  difiisrent  from  those  which  ruled 
in  England,  aud  tbey  were  told  that  they 
spoke  in  a  language  which  no  Eoglish- 
man  could  understand.  Surely  it  would 
be  a  good  thing  to  let  them  go  upstairs 
to  a  quiet  Conunittee  Room,  where  tbey 
could  talk  over  their  affairs  in  perfect 
comfort  aud  domestic  happiness,  and 
thresh  out  their  measures  in  their  own 
special  and  local  way,  so  as  to  return 
them  to  the  House  in  a  form  which  could 
be  assimilated  and  digested  by  English 
Members.  He  could  not  see  bow  any 
Party  advantage  was  to  be  derived  from 
the  proposal,  inasmuch  as  there  would  be 
ample  opportunity  for  the  House  to 
amend  what  was  done  by  the  Grand 
Committee.  The  proposal  bad  l>een  re- 
ceived with  interest,  and  he  believed  that 
when  it  wag  better  understood  it  would 
be  received  with  enthusiasm,  by  the 
people  of  Scotland. 
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•Mh.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  (Glasgow  anil 
AberdeoD  Universities)  thongfat  there 
were  some  points  on  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers required  some  further  light  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Motion.  Was  it  to 
be  nnderstood  that  it  was  put  for- 
ward as  a  Sessional  Order  only  ? 
If  BO,  this  fiuit  was  scarcely  con- 
sistent with  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
proposed  by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
(Sir  G.  Trerelyan),  who  had  said  that  a 
Scotch  Grand  Committee  would  not  be 
worth**  a  single  Session's  purchase"  if 
Hs  Members  used  it  to  meddle  with  the 
affairsof  other  partsof  thfe country.  Again, 
the  House  had  not  received  any  definite  in- 
formation upon  the  point  whether  the 
proposal  was  intended  to  be  put  into 
operation  only  when  a  Liberal  Govern- 
ment was  in  power,  as  was  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
College  Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir  C. 
Cameron).  Another  point  on  which 
they  needed  information  was,  whether 
the  Goro-nment  would  stand  firm 
by  the  Besolntion  as  it  was  uow  pro- 
posed. Some  of  their  supporters  were 
opposed  to  an  "order  of  the  House" 
being  required  before  a  Bill  was  sent  to 
the  Committee,  and  others  objected  to  the 
Bill  being  seut  only  after  the  Second 
Reading.  It  would  also  be  desirable  that 
the  House  should  have  some  (definite 
information  as  to  what  was  to  be  done 
about  the  other  nationalities.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Dumfries  Bnrgbs  (Mr.  R. 
T.  Reid)  had  said  it  would  be  grossly 
unfair  to  refuse  a  Himilar  concession  to 
English  and  Irish  Members  if  they 
wanted  it.  In  view  of  the  influence 
which  the  hou.  Member  had  with  the 
Government,  it  would  be  desirable  to 
know  how  far  the  Government  con- 
curred in  the  opinion  thus  expressed. 
Another  point  on  which  some  enlighten- 
ment was  needed  was  as  to  the  relation  of 
the  proposal  to  what  was  known  as  Home 
Rule.  The  hon.  Memlier  for  the  College 
Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir  C.  Cuneron) 
was  emphatic  in  stating  that  it  had 
nothing  to  do  with  Home  Rule,  but  had 
to  admit  that  he  himself  had  presented  a 
Memorial  asking  for  a  measure  of  the 
kind,  the  first  words  of  which  were — 
"Pending  the  concession  of  Home  Rule 
to  Scotland."  The  proposal  was  a  very 
important  innovation  in  the  practice  of 
the  House.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  North  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter) 


had  said  that  the  proposal  was  opposed 
as  being  a  Constitutional  change,  and 
had  propounded  to  the  House  as  a  conun- 
drum the  question,  What  is  the  Britkh 
Constitution  ?"  The  •question  was  not, 
however,  as  to  the  Britiah  Constitution, 
but  as  to  the  constitution  of  Parliament, 
and,  therefore,  all  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member^s  grand  theory  of  the  difficulty 
of  defining  the  British  ConstitjDtion  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  subject 
before  the  House. 
•The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  T.  Shaw,  Hawick, 
Jj!c.)  ;  After  such  a  speech  as  that  which 
has  been  delivered  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sheffield  (Sir  £,  Ashmead-Bartlett), 
I  am  anxious  that  the  House  should  have 
its  attention  directed  to  the  very  simple 
and  practical  character  of  the  issues  that 
are  before  it.  May  I,  however,  in  the 
first  place,  be  permitted  to  give  a  very 
brief  answer  to  one  or  two  queationi 
which  have  been  very  properly  put  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  Univer- 
sity (Mr.  J.  A.  Campbell)  ?  Hia  prin- 
cipal questions,  as  I  undeistood  them, 
were  three  in  number.  The  first  was 
whether  this  proposal,  if  approved  of  by 
the  House,  is  to  be  considered  as  a  Ses- 
sional Order  only.  If  there  is  one  thing 
more  tlian  any  other  that  has  been  made 
plain  from  the  beginning,  it  appears  to 
me  that  that  has  been  made  plain.  This 
is  a  Sessional  Order,  and  nothing  but  a 
Sessional  Order.  That  is  one  of  the 
grounds  on  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment put  the  proposal  before  the 
House  as  a  moderate  and  reasonable  pro- 
posal, apart  altogether  from  large  Con- 
stitutional questions  or  issues.  The 
second  question  which  my  hon.  Friend 
asked  was,  "  How  is  this  proposal  to  be 
carried  out  when  a  Tory  Government  is 
in  power  ?  "  I  am  glad  in  a  sense  that  he 
putthat  question,  1>eoause  from  a  National 
poiut  of  view  it  shows  me  that  he  does 
not  think  that  even  though  a  Tory  Go- 
vermmeot  should  be  in  power  there  wonld 
be  a  T017  majority  of  Scotch  Members. 
What  should  be  done  in  such  a  case  ?  It 
is  a  very  simple  answer  to  give  to  say 
that  if  thi^  be  a  Sessional  Order  the  Go- 
vernment for  the  time  being  should  con- 
sider whether,  upon  the  whole,  it  would 
be  for  the  benefit  of  Party  Government 
in  this  Honse  to  remit  the  measures  for 
that  Session  to  a  Scotch  Parliamentary 
Committee.     I  entirely  concur  in  the 
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viev  diBt  if  a  Tory  GoTerameBt  were  in 
poww,  ooofronted  as  Twy  G«T«nimeiite 
vtlwsys  have  been  by  a  large  majority  of 
Liberals  in  the  representation  of  Soot- 
land,  tiiat  Tory  GoTemment  would  take 
vny  good  care  indeed  not  to  set  np 
during  ha  rSgime  this  Sessional  Order  so 
aa  to  cover  the  proceedings  of  a  Scotch 
Grand  CiMiunittee.  I  think,  therefore,  on 
that  ground  alone  we  are  entitled  to  say 
that  this  Sessional  Order  is  not  an  Ordn- 
wbieh  is  confusing  in  its  operation.  The 
third  question  my  hon.  Friend  put  was 
this  :  do  we  or  do  we  not  mean  to  stand 
by  the  present  stiape  of  this  Motion  ?  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for  Soot^ 
land  (Sir  G.  Trevclyan)  made  tliat  plain 
beyond  dispute.  We  mean  to  stand  by 
it  in  its  present  shape.  Having  thus  tcD' 
tared  to  reply  to  the  qoestions  put  by  my 
boD.  Friend,  I  shonld  desire  to  say  that, 
in  onr  view,  there  is  hardly  in  this  ques- 
tion a  pretext  for  all  the  va^e  alarms  of 
Constitutional  change  which  have  been 
referred  to  in  this  Debate.  The  object, 
*nd  the  sole  objeet,  of  this  Motion  ia  the 
faeilitation  of  basiness  in  this  House. 
We  wish  to  see  Scottish  business  trans- 
acted and  not  neglected,  and  that,  and 
nothing  more  than  that,  is  the  meaning 
of  this  Motion.  When  we  consider  that 
there  is  hardly  a  Board  or  a  Council  in 
this  country  which  would  not  appoint 
flocb  a  Committee  under  similar  condi- 
tions, in  the  fonn  of  a  ward  or  district 
oommittee,  the  membership  of  which 
would  be  based  upon  local  knowledge 
which  was  not  available  to  the  general 
body  of  members,  and  whose  proeeedlngs 
would  be  constantly  subject  to  review  by 
the  general  body,  it  appears  to  me  to 
be  entirely  out  of  place  for  Members  of 
this  Hoase,  on  such  a  proposal,  to  make 
general  references  to  the  question  of 
Home  Rule  all  round,"  or  Homo  Rule 
for  Scotland.  The  House  will  notreadily 
forget  that  on  a  simple,  modest,  and 
practical  proposal  of  this  kind  we  have 
been  treated  by  one  hon.  Member 
to  a  review  of  the  political  state 
of  Europe,  with  a  disquisition  on 
the  American  War,  Is  Parliament  so 
constituted  aa  to  be  prevented  from 
taking  np  this  very  practical  attitude  by 
means  of  this  Sessional  Order  ?  If  so, 
why  is  it  so  ?  I  will  tell  the  House 
frankly  why  J  think  it  in  so.  It  is  be- 
eanse  there  is  something  that  haunts  the 
minds  of  gentlemen  like  the  hon.  Mem- 


ber for  Sheffield  ;  lemetfaing  ^at  haunts 
th^r  thoughts  by  day  and  their  dreams 
by  night;  something  in  the  shape  of  Home 
Rule.  That  picture  harasses  and 
terrorises  tbem  constantly,  and  in  the 
most  modest  aud  moderate  proposals  they 
will  have  it  that  Home  Rule  is  constantly 
appearing.  It  was  said  by  no  less  an 
authority  than  the  right  hon,  G«ntlMnan 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
J.  Chamberlain)  that  this  was  an  in- 
tensely uneonstitntioDal  proposal.  -  I 
rather  think  that  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  holds 
the  same  view.  Why  is  it  so  ?  It  is 
not  uDconstituttonal  in  its  form,  and  the 
reason  tbey  think  it  unconstitutional  is, 
that  they  are  so  gifted  with  second-sight 
that  they  will  see  in  between  the  lines  of 
this  simple  proposal  something  which  it 
is  not  given  to  ordinary  aud  plain  and 
simple  minds  to  see.  It  ia  because  ihej 
are  gifted  with  this  faculty  of  second- 
sight  that  they  are  thus  alarmed.  I 
have  hitherto  thought  that  this  second- 
sight  was  a  gift  that  was  only  possessed 
by  the  humblest  and  most  superstitious 
of  my  countrymen.  Appareutly,  how- 
ever, that  is  not  the  case  ;  it  is  a  gift 
whicii  is  possessed  by  the  most  dis- 
tinguished of  my  countrymen,  notably 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour).  He  reads  into  this  Motion 
that  which  it  does  not  bear  on  the  face 
of  it ;  he  understands  from  this  Motion 
what  ia  not  expressed'  in  it  or  contained 
in  it,  and  then  he  makes  this  complaint 
to  the  House — "  I  see  all  thia  ;  if  yon 
have  not  this  gift  of  second-sight, 
so  much  the  worse  for  you ;  I  have 
given  you  a  comprehensive  survey  of  the 
incomprehensible,  and  I  desire  to  have 
your  view  of  my  view  of  what  will  be 
represented  to  be  absolutely  non-existent." 
Now,  out  of  this  book  of  fancy  it  were 
somewhat  difficult  to  form  an  ordinary 
statement  of  fact,  and  the  task  was  com- 
mitted to  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bnte  (Mr.  Graham 
Murray).  He  translated  this  book  of 
fhncy  into  a  statement  of  fact.  The  ob- 
jection apparently  is  not  that  this  is  to  be 
a  National  Committee,  bnt  that  there  is 
to  be  a  preponderance  upon  it  of  the 
national  element.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Sir  £.  Clarke) 
spoke  of  the  oompositioa  of  Grand  Com- 
mittees according  to  the  ordinary  tale. 
He  said  they  had  been  founded  upon 
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the  ^inolple  M  having  upon  them  mea 
fA  special  experience,  special  kwvwledge, 
and  speraal  skilK  Why  is  the  compo- 
aiUoa  of  a  Committee  on  natioiial  lines 
to  be  a  composition  antagoaiBtic  to  that 
principle  ?  Says  the  hen.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bute,  "There  maj  be  a 
Grand  Committee  on  an  English  legal 
queotion  ;  why  ehould  I  be  excluded  from 
it  ?  "  Well,  we  do  not  propme  to  ex- 
clude everyone.  IftbereareEoglish  Mem- 
bers who  are  extremely  anxious  to  do 
in  Committee  what  in  the  history  of 
this  House  they  have  never  done  in  the 
open  House,  we  shall  be  very  glad  to 
welcome  them  to  the  Scotch  Committee, 
and  to  have  their  assistance.  That  is 
the  reason  why  we  propose  these  addi- 
tional 15  Members.  There  are  Scotch- 
men representing  English  constituencies, 
notably  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
but  I  am  bound  to  say  that  his  record 
in  r^;ard  to  attendance  upon  Grand 
Committees  is  not  a  very  good  one,  as 
narrated  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  for  Wu-  (Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
nwman).  I  would  ask  the  Honse  i^aiu 
to  consider  whether  this  doctrine  of 
nationality  is  antagonistic  to  theordinaiy 
doctrine  that  special  experience,  skill, 
and  knowledge  should  go  to  tbe 
composition  of  the  persotmel  of  a 
Grand  Committee.  Why,  is  not  the 
whole  presumption  upon  the  side  of 
local  knowledge  in  the  case  of  local 
Representatives  ?  '  Take  the  average 
position  in  which  a  Grand  Committee 
should  find  itself  as  representing  the  in- 
terests of  Scotland.  I  do  not  find  it 
better  expressed  anywhere  than  it  was 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wig- 
townshire (Sir  H.  Maxwell)  in  this 
Debate.    He  said— 

"  In  Scotland  their  law  was  different,  the 
Church  was  different,  the  agricDltnie  was  in 
man;  respecta  different." 

And  he  added — 

"  They  were  perfectly  capable  of  actii%  as 
reaaonable  men.  and  aettlli^  thdr  own  affairs 
among  themselves." 

When  I  have  read  that  I  ask  myself  tHe 
question,  Why  does  that  hon.  Member 
oppoae  this  Motion  ? 

Sir  H.  MAXWELL  (Wigton):  That 
was  a  historical  parallel. 
•Mb.  T.  SHAW  :  I  hope  it  was  none 
the  less  accurate  for  all  that.  Mr. 
Speaker,  nationality,  on  the  whole,  is  a 
s^eguard  in  regard  to  knowledge  of  and 

Mr,  r.  Skaw 


expennnco  inlooalaffidrfl.  Ithinkitvras 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  who  said 
that  feeling  in  Second  was  so  split  up 
that  it  was  impossible  to  secure  the  solid 
verdict  of  naticmal  Scotch  opinion,  and 
who  asked  what  burgh  Members  and 
county  Members,  Highland  Member?  and 
Lowland  Members,  had  in  common.  I 
represent  a  burgh  constituency  in  the 
Lowlands,  and  I  can  only  say  that  die 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  argument  does 
not  square  with  any  of  my  experienca. 
There  are  no  subjects  put  before  my  eon- 
stitnents  in  which  they  take  greater  in- 
terest than  those  i^ecting  county 
constituencies  in  the  Highlands,  espe- 
cially the  vast  Land  Question,  whicb 
is  predominant  in  the  Highlands. 
There  is  a  solidarity  of  Scotch  opinion 
which  would  be  well  represented  on  this 
Committee,  and  it  is  vain  to  split  it  up  in 
the  mode  attempted  by  the  right  hoii. 
Gentleman.  Our  mode  of  life  in  Seat- 
land,  our  system  of  local  government,  our 
ecclesiastical  arrangements,  our  laws  and 
our  jurisprudence,  even  our  tenure  vi 
land-~all  these,  I  say,  witAont  hesitation, 
are  less  familiar  to  the  English  mind  than 
are  the  same  topics  as  applied  to  Ireland. 
Will  English  Members  bear  with  me  in 
asking  them  this  ?  Have  English  Mem- 
bers any  knowledge  or  intimate  acquaint- 
ance with  this~that  every  Episcopalian 
among  them  who  goes  North  of  the 
Tweed  finds  ipso  facto  that  he  is  a 
Dissenter  ?  More  than  that,  if  he  asks  for 
a  Presbyterian  he  may  find  that  two  out 
of  every  three  Presbyterians  are  Dissentm 
also.  Then  on  the  qoestion  of  the  tenure 
of  land.  Will  English  Members  tell  me 
what  the  fening  of  land  is  ?  Are  they 
familiar  with  such  a  tenure  P  Have  they 
gone  into  the  details  of  it  ?  I  tell  the 
House  that  it  is  impossible  to  familiarise 
the  English  mind  except  by  one  process, 
and  that  is  the  process  of  making  an 
Englishman  stand  for  a  Scotch  constitu- 
ency. If  he  has  not  tbe  knowledge 
when  he  starts  the  campaign  I  will 
guarantee  that  before  he  issues  from  it 
he  will  have  had  to  acquire  it.  I  was 
astonished  to  find  that  thore  was  an 
argument  even  drawn  from  hist<Hy  in 
this  Debate,  and  there  was  s  reference, 
Ux  more  halting  than  one  is  accustomed 
to  from  such  a  qnarter,  made  by  tbe 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  to  the  Union  of 
1707.  Think  of  this  proposal,  think  of 
its  simplicity  and*practical  character,  and 
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dien  drink  that  theve  shxHild  have  barai 
a  reference  to  that  Union.     How  mis- 
guided we  should  be  if  such  a  reference 
shoald  upset  our  arrangements  as  a  busi- 
ness  Assemblj.    What  wag  tiie  meaning 
and  intention  of  the  Union  of  1707  ?  X 
do  not  spmk  of  the  djnastio  influence  at 
tiiebaok  of  it,  or  of  the  commercial 
airangements  which   induced   it,  bat 
I    say    of  that    Union    the  meau- 
ing  snraiy  was  oothiag  less  than  this  : 
th^  the  bnsineas  of  the  two  Parliaments 
should  be  condttcted  In  a  Joint  As- 
sembly, and  that  whatever  happened  the 
business  which  had  been  done  in  each 
Assembly  should  be  continued  to  be  done 
in  the  Joint  Assembly.      That  is  the 
secret  of  onr  position.     It  is  this  :  that 
you  nave  got  a  Joint  Assembly,  but  that 
you  have  not  got  the  transaction  of 
business.      if  the  Union  results  in  this, 
that  yoQ  have  a  United  Parliament,  but 
that  the  transaction  of  English  business 
is  oonstantly  retarded  •  by   the  coa> 
gntion  of  business  as  a  whole,  and  the 
tiansaotioD   of   Scottish  business  is  a 
fiiding    or    an    absent    quantity,  I 
venture   to    saj   that    it    is  we  who 
are  most  loyal  to  the  Act  of  1707 
when  we  say  that  surely  it  is  in  the 
power  of  the  Joint  Assembly  to  make 
such  arrangements  as  will  enable  bosiuess 
to  be  done  for  both  Kingdoms.  And 
now  I  will  deal  in  a  word  only  with  the 
practical  arguments  which  were  used. 
The  Leader  of  the  Opposition  gave  a 
fnnoast  of  the  practical  difficulty.  He 
said  that  in  erary  ease  in  which  the  House 
overrnles  the  deeision  of  the  Scottish 
GriMid  Committee  you  will  embittOT 
Scottish  feeling.    Well,  the  question  I 
have  to  ask  is,  looking  at  the  history  of 
the  last  Parliament,  is  it  not  the  fact 
that  yon  had  a  Scottish  Committee,  for 
the  reason,  of  aU  reasons  the  best,  that 
Englishmen  and  Irishmen  fled  from  the 
scene,  and  that  yon  had  Scottish  feeling 
exprewed  in  the  rejneuntation  of  three, 
fonr,  and  five  to  one  upon  Scottish  ques- 
tions, and  then  we  were  outToted  by  an 
English  majority.    That  is  the  exact 
parallel  to  tbe  ease  that  has  been  put  by 
the  Leader  of  tHe  Opposition.  He  thinks 
that  Scottish  feeling  will  be  embittered 
if  that  result  should  occur,  but  that  has 
occurred  already.    In  Scotland  we  think 
that  there  is  no  escape  from  the  difficulty 
unless  yon  give  larger  scope  to  the 
national  feeling  and  laig:er  poww  to  the 


National  sentiment.  The  greatest  in- 
terest, says  the  right  bon.  Greotleman,  of 
Scotland,  is  the  greatness  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  That  is  an  admirable  sen- 
timent, and  young  Member  ot  this 
House  as  I  am,  I  should  be  the  last 
to  deny  its  weight.  Possibly  the  greatest 
interest  of  Scotland  is  ^e  greatness 
of  the  Honse  of  Commons,  but 
wherein  does  the  greatness  of  the 
House  of  Commons  consist?  Does 
it  consult  in  the  House  of  Commons 
holding  up  its  hands  in  horror  at  the 
suggestion  that  the  work  of  l^slation 
may  be  faciliated  ?  Is  it  afraid  of  its 
dignity  being  hurt  when  work  is  to  be 
accomplished  and  legislative  results 
achieved  P  I  say  that  that  Party  has  the 
most  right  to  appeal  to  the  greatness  of 
the  House  of  Commons  which  assists  ia 
any  plan  by  which  the  House  of  Com- 
mons may  accomplish  legislative 'results. 
It  is  not  in  the  proposal  here  made  that 
we  come  near  HomeiRule,  hut  it  is  in  the 
opposition  to  the  proposal  that  we  come 
near  to  the  idea  of  Home  Rule.  You 
may  either  have  no  legislation,  as  practi- 
cally you  have  at  present,  or  if  you  prefer 
it — and  we  surely  all  must  prefer  it 
— some  legislation  as  proposed  under 
this  simple  scheme  ;  but  depend  upon  it 
if  the  Party  opposite  resist  tbe  principle 
as  against  no  legislatioo  of  some  legisla- 
tion under  thb  scheme,  they  are  bringing 
the  day  nearer  when  it  will  not  he  no 
legislation  or  some  legislation  but  H(mie 
legislation.  This  is  a  moderate  scheme — 
in  the  view  of  some  far  too  moderat^^ 
under  which  we  attempt  to  remove  the 
reproach  of  the  neglect  of  legislative 
duties.  At  every  stage  Parliamentary 
control  remains.  There  are  no  Cousti- 
tntional  difficulties  bere  because  no 
question  of  supremacy  emerges.  In  a 
word.  Her  Majesty's  Government  simply 
demand  that  Parliament  shall  become  a 
more  effective  Legislative  Assembly. 

•Dr.  MACGRE'^OR  (luvemess-shire) 
said,  he  understood  that  according  to  the 
Rules  of  this  House  he  was  included 
from  moving  tbe  Amendment  which  was 
on  the  Paper  in  his  name,  and,  with  the 
indulgence  of  the  House,  he  would  ex- 
plain the  reasons  tbat  prompted  faim  in 
placing  it  ou  the  Paper.  What  were 
the  circumstances  ?  The  Scottish 
people  pressed  the  Government  for 
greater  attention  to  Scottish  affairs  in 
this  House,  and  the  Government  offered 
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this  Grand  Committee.  He  was  ex- 
ceedingly sorry  that  he  was  nnable  to 
coocur  in  the  remedy  proposed  by  the 
OoTemment.  He  had  not  pat  down  his 
Amendment  in  any  hostile  spirit,  bat 
because  he  was  convinced  that  the  pro- 
posed Committee  was  a  great  mistake. 
He  felt  sure  that  it  woald  not  save  time, 
but  waste  time.  He  did  not  consider  it 
a  half-way  house  to  Home  Rale  ;  it  was 
for  that  reason,  in  fact,  that  he  objected 
to  the  Committee.  He  thonght  it  had 
no  relation  to  Home  Rule,  and  therefore 
he  objected  to  such  a  proposal  intei^ 
veniug  between  Scottish  Home  Rulers 
and  the  realisatiou  of  their  hopes.  The 
Home  Rulers  asked  for  bread  and  re- 
ceived a  stone.  However  long  a  Scottish 
subject  might  be  discussed  in  the  Com- 
fnittee  Room  upstairs,  there  would  always 
be  a  hostile  minority  to  demand  its  re- 
discussion  in  the  House.  Why  should 
Scotland's  bDsiness  be  relegated  to  a 
hoie>and-comer  Committee  in  a  garret 
upstairs  ?  Either  die  Hoase  was  ca- 
pable of  mani^iDg  Scottishibnsiness  or  it 
was  not.  If  it  was,  let  the  House  pass 
some  Scottish  legislation  ;  and  if  it  was 
not)  let  Scotchmen  manage  their  own 
affairs  in  their  own  way,  in  their  owu 
capital.  He  had  taken  every  opportunity 
of  keeping  the  subject  before  this  House 
and  the  country,  and  public  opinion  had 
ripeued  so  fast  that  the  country  was  now 
quite  ready  for  Scottish  Home  Rule. 
Therefore,  he  cnlled  upon  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  effect  to  the  verdict  of 
this  House,  and  proceed,  if  not  this 
Session,  at  the  earliest  opportunity,  with 
a  measure  of  Home  Rule  all  round.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Edinburgh  University  said  thct  he  did 
not  mind  English  votes  overridiag  Scot- 
tish opinion. 

•Sir  C.  PEARSON  (Edinburgh  and 
St.  Andrews  University)  :  No  ;  I  said  I 
did  not  object  to  Eoglish  votes  over- 
ruling Scottish  votef*,  if  that  was  the 
price  Scotchmen  paid  for  sitting  in  the 
Imperial  Parliament. 

Dr.  UACOREGOR  said,  he  thought 
that  was  a  very  unpatriotic  view ;  and 
he  was  not  surprised  that  that  afternoon 
an  hon.  Member  had  introduced  a  Bill  to 
disfranchise  alt  the  Universities.  Only 
the  other  day  the  Prime  Minister  told 
the  Welsh  University  Commission  that 
a  Welsh  University  was  being  founded 
upon  democratic  principles  after  the 

Dr,  MacgregoT 


manna  of  the  Scottish  U^renities.  It 
was  a  remarkaUe  thing  that  the  Scottish 
Universities,  like  the  English  Universi- 
ties, all  returned  Conservative  Members. 
That  in  itself  was  a  strong  reason  for 
their  disfranchisement.  The  unpatriotie 
opinions  of  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
were  only  equalled  by  those  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Wigtonshire, 
who  said  he  had  no  faith  in  results  that 
followed  from  Bannockbum.  He  seemed 
not  to  luve  realised  that  on  the  field  of 
Bannockbum  was  sealed  the  gnat 
charter  of  the  liberty  and  indep«idenee 
of  Scotsmen. 

Sir  H.  MAXWELL :  I  never  nsed 
those  words. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  said,  that  he  did 
not  pretend  to  quote  the  exact  words, 
but  that  was  the  gist  of  them. 
Bannockbum  founded  the  charter  of 
Scottish  liberty.  If  English  gold  had  not 
bribed  the  impecnnions  Scotchmen  of 
the  day — he  was  proud  to  say,  only  & 
very  few  impecunious  Scotchmen—- Scot- 
land might  have  joined  England  in  a 
federal  union,  and  not  in  a  corporate 
capacity.  As  it  was,  Scotchmen  had 
to  press  now  for  some  form  of  local 
self-government.  Some  hon.  Members 
seemed  to  sink  their  Scottish  nationality 
in  favour  of  Engliih  interests.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Feebleshire  said  that,  though 
he  was  proud  of  being  a  Scotchman,  he 
was  prouder  of  being  a  citizen  of  the 
British  Empire.  He  was  sorry  to  hear 
that.  He  himself  (Dr.  Macgr^r)  was  a 
Scotchman  first,  and  content  to  be  a 
citizen  of  the  British  Empire  second. 
The  hon.  Member  who  said  that  eame 
from  the  banks  of  the  Tweed,  thatelaasto 
stream  on  whose  banks  dwelt  that  great 
Scotsman,  who,  appealing  to  the  senti- 
ment of  humanity  generally,  asked — 

"  Breathes  there  a  man  with  »oa1  m  dead, 
Who  never  to  himself  hatb  MUd, 
This  is  my  own,  my  native  land  "  X 

His  hnn.Friends  the  Members  for  Dumfriea 
and  Caithness  used  to  be  considered  eon* 
aistent  Home  Rulers,  but  they  wwe  dow 
showing  the  white  feather,  and  he  ro* 
gretted  that  they  who  had  been  for  ao 
many  years  fighting  for  Hone  Bnl« 
should  now  tnrn  aside  and  give  way  on 
this  question.  If  he  were  inclined  to 
become  poetic,  he  might  feel  constrained 
to  quote  another  countryman  of  his,  a 
man  who,  though  be  did  not  dwell  oa 
the  classic  banks  of  the  Tweed,  dwelt  vm 
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the  banks  and  braes  cfbonnjDooii.  What 
did  he  say  ? 

"  Wha  would  be  a  traitor  kaave, 
Wha  sae  ^Maa  as  be  a  slave. 

Let  him  tarn  and  flea. 
By  oppmsion'a  woes  and  pains, 
By  your  sods  in  servile  chains, 
We  will  drain  oar  dearest  veins, 

Bat  they  shaH  be  free." 

He  objected  to  the  appoiatment  of  thia 
Committee,  because  he  wanted  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  effect  to  the  distinctly-ex- 
pressed verdict  of  the  House  a  fortnight 
ago.  He  sympathised  with  their  diffi- 
culties owing  to  the  pressure  of  business^ 
and  he '  would  not  for  a  moment  urge 
them  to  press  on  u  Bill  this  Session. 
But  he  aaked  the  Government  to  consider 
as  a  practical  measure  whether  ooDcorrent 
Home  Rule  or  Home  Bale  all  round  was 
not  now  within  the  pale  of  practical 
politics.  He  saw  do  difficulty  in  carrying 
it  oat,  and  he  believed  it  to  be  the  ouly 
and  inevitable  solution  of  the  problem 
which  was  now  vexing  the  House  and  the 
country. 

*8iB  U.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire)  : 
While  I  find  very  great  difficulty  in 
following  the  faon.  Member  for  luverness- 
shire  in  the  argumentative  part  of  his 
speech,  I  think  he  has  given  some  reasons 
why  we  should  not  proceed  with  the  Mo- 
tiou.  If  72  Scotch  Members  resembling 
the  hon.  Member  for  Inverness  all  dis- 
cussed matters  of  business  in  the  manner 
in  which  he  has  discussed  thia  Motion 
to-night  what  a  very  charming  Assembly 
a  Grand  Committee  will  be.  I  doubt  very 
much  whether  Scotch  business  would  be 
atall  advanced  by  such  discussion.  I  had 
slsosmne  little  diffioalty  in  following  the 
Solicitor  General  fu-  Sootland.  I  mnst, 
however,  coogratnlate  the  Mem^bers  of 
Uie  Government  npon  the  aeoession  to 
their  Bench  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  Bat  he  will  forgive  me  if 
I  say  I  cannot  deal  with  some  of  hie 
topics.  I  cannot  follow  him  into  the 
question  of  second  sight,  and  I  must  also 
suggest  to  him  that  if  his  arguments  are 
true  and  well-founded  we  ought  not  to 
be  dealing  with  Scotch  matters  at  all  in 
this  House.  If  we  do  not  understand 
them,  why  should  we  .be  allowed  to  deal 
with  the  Second  Reading  <rf  Bills  which 
are  to  be  referred  to  this  Ccmimittee ; 
why  sboald  we  deal  as  a  Court  of  Appeal 
from  the  Grand  Committee  from  these 
Bills  npon  the  Report  stage,  and  why 


ahonld  we  give  a  final  assent  to  them  ? 
If  the  arguments  of  the  Solicitor  General 
are  eorreetf  they  justify  a  repeal  of  the 
Act  of  Union  of  1707,  and  Scotland 
ought  to  have  a  Parliament  of  its  own. 
The  Solicitor  Groneral  told  us  we  know 
nothing  of  Scotch  taw.  I  sometimes 
think  that  is  true,  but  sometimes  I  find 
myself  associated  with  my  hoa.  and 
learned  Friend  in  that  great  tribunal 
the  Court  of  Appeal  for  Scotland  as  well 
as  for  England,  and  I  have  never  heud 
him  tell  the  English  Court  of  Appeid 
that  he  did  not  understand  English 
law,  and  I  think  he  will  admit  that  he 
has  even  found  English  Colleagues  who 
have  been  able  to  master  and  argue  Scotch 
\aw.  He  tells  us  that  we  are  not  fitted  to 
legislate  upon  Scotch  affau-s.  I  wonder 
whether  he  felt  any  modesty  when  dealing 
with  the  Idth  clsnse  of  the  Parish 
Councils  Bill.  He  dealt  without  flinch- 
ing with  the  intricacies  affecting  charities 
in  England.  I  confess  that  the  argu- 
ments that  have  been  addressed  to  ue 
appear  to  me  when  dealing  with  the 
constitution  of  Parliament  to  be  singularly 
narrow,  and  are  fitted  only  for  those  who 
say  tiiey  are  Scotchmen  first  and  Im- 
perialists afterwards.  This  is  not*  Scotch 
question.  It  is  a  question  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  whether  it  ie  or  is  not  to 
continue  a  united  Parliament  in  its  action, 
and  if  we  admit  that  we  are  incapable  of 
performing  our  duties  as  legislators  in 
one  of  the  stages  of  the  action  of  Parlia- 
ment we  admit  onr  inability  to  govern  as 
a  whole  this  United  Kingdom,  and  we 
have  to  ask  for  a  new  departure  and  ft 
greater  departure  than  is  represented  by 
this  Resolution.  I  am  anxious,  howevor, 
if  I  may,  to  deid  with  this  qnestioD  from 
a  very  praotieal  point  of  view.  I  do  m 
because  I  have  fully  in  my  mind  what 
was  the  object  of  those  Grand  Commit- 
tees which  are  now  sought  to  be  dealt 
with  and  adapted  to  the  new  state  of 
things.  The  House  will  recollect  what 
this  Motion  is.  It  is  the  formation  of  a 
Grand  Committee  under  two  new  condt> 
tions.  The  first  is  that  any  Bill  that  the 
House  chooses  to  remit  to  the  Grand 
Committee  shall  be  determined  by  it  in 
substitution  for  the  action  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House ;  and, 
secondly,  that  the  Committee  slUill  not 
be  a  miniature  of  Parliament  and  a 
reflection  of  this  House,  but  shall 
be    a    specially  -  formed  Committee 
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snbetantiftlly  of  Scotch  Members 
only.  I  saj  if  this  Motion  U  Mweded 
to  we  shaU  be  vaing  these  Grand 
Committees  for  purposes  and  nader  con- 
ditions that  were  never  intended,  and 
which  cannot  be  practieallj  realised. 
There  are  Members  in  this  Hoase,  I 
presume,  who  reoidleot  the  Debates  in 
NoTember,  1882.  I  recollect  it  fell  to 
my  lot  to  assist  in  a  minor  degree  in 
the  formation  of  the  Resolntion  upon 
which  the  Grand  Committees  were  based 
when  they  came  into  existence.  I  have 
nothing  to  say  of  any  knowledge  I  possess 
of  the  intentions- of  those  who  framed 
those  Grand  Committees,  except  to  refer 
to  the  expression  of  those  intentions  in 
pabiic  and  in  this  House.  Some  will 
recollect  that  in  the.terms  of  that  Resoln- 
tion the  subjects  that  were  to  be  remitted 
to  these  Grand  Committees  were  defined. 
The  object  of  the  definition  was  that  Uie 
Bills  that  should  be  remitted  to  these 
Grand  Committees  should  always  be  of 
a  non-contentious  character.  The  late 
Prime  Minister  expressed  himself  most 
distinctly  upon  that  point.  I  well  re- 
member that  when  we  were  proposing  to 
remit  to  the  Grand  Committee  on  Law 
the  Criminal  Code  Procedure  Bill,  which 
was  entirely  a  matter  of  well-defined  law, 
the  noble  Lord  the  M«nber  for  South 
Paddington  pointed  out  that  that  Bill 
contained  some  matters  comparatiTely  of 
general  interest,  such  as  the  laws  of  high 
treason  and  sedition  and  the  laws  affect- 
ing the  Press  ;  and  the  Prime  Minister 
declared  his  intention  to  be  so  distinct 
that  nothing  should  go  before  the  Grand 
Committee  which  should  approach  a  con- 
tentious or  Party  question,  that  he  pro- 
mised the  noble  I^ord  and  this  House 
that  after  the  Grand  Committee  lied 
passed  that  Bill,  with  all  the  provisions 
contained  iu  it,  it  should,  in  respect  of  the 
questions  referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord,  be 
recommited,  and  that  the  whole  House 
flhoold  deal  with  them,  beeanse  they  were 
possiblyofacODtentiouBorPartycharacter. 
In  that  spirit  the  House  accepted  the 
proposal  for  a  Grand  Committee,  and  it 
was  also  determined  that  such  Com- 
mittee should  be  a  reflection  of  the 
House.  Therefore,  in  this  Motion  we 
have  two  great  departures  from  the  real 
object  of  Grand  Committees.  It  was 
never  intended  that  these  Committees 
shoaLd  act  in  substitution  of  the  per< 
formanoe  of  duties  by  the  House  -in 
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Committee,  or  that  any  question 
which  is  of  a  partisan  or  conten- 
tious character  should  be  sent  to  a 
Grand  Committee.  It  is  said  that  the 
House  is  master  of  the  situation,  and 
die  House  need  not  remit  business 
of  a  contentious  character  nnless 
it  should  see  fit,  but  if  Uiis  Motion 
is  carried  you  may  be  forced  to  remit 
every  Bill  from  this  House,  whatever  its 
character,  to  a  Grand  Committee.  What 
is  your  object  P  It  is  apparently  stated 
that  the  only  object  is  to  transact  more 
quickly  tbe  business  of  this  House.  Yet 
the  more  contentious  the  Bill  is  greater 
will  be  the  business  you  transact  by  keep- 
ing it  iu  this  House.  Who  is  to  determine 
these  matters  ?  It  has  been  said  by  the 
Solicitor  Greneral  for  Scotland  and  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow  that  a  Bill  is  never  to  be 
remitted  to  Uie  Grand  Coinmittee  anless 
a  Liberal  Government  is  in  Offioe.  The 
Soli{;itor  General  says  it  will  be  for  a 
Tory  Government  to  consider  whether  it 
would  be  in  the  interests  of  Party  Go- 
vernment that  they  should  make  a  simitar 
order.  Consequently  these  remittances  to 
a  Grand  Committee  are  never  as  a  rule  to 
l>e  made  when  a  Conservative  Crovernment 
is  in  Office,  bat  Hkey  are  to  be  made  if  a 
Liberal  Government  is  in  power.  And 
this  is  called  the  preservatiou  of  the 
symmet^  of  Parliamentary  procedure. 
Who  will  control  this  matter  ?  Will  it  be 
within  the  wisdom  of  die  Liberal  Go- 
vernment ?  They  have  now  some  49  sup- 
porters from  Scotland,  and  they  say  they 
will  have  more.  That  may  or  may  not 
be  the  case.  Suppwing,  now,  the  Scotch 
determination  of  character  is  developed 
only  to  an  equal  extent  with  that  de- 
veloped in  the  Welsh  Members,  and  these 
49*  Scotch  Members  say  to  the 
Government,  '*  We  intend  to  have 
this  Bill  remitted  to  the  QrtvaA 
Conunittee,  because  we  shall  have 
superior  advantages  if  we  are  a  Grand 
Committee  compared  with  what  we  should 
have  iu  the  Gen^l  House."  What  wiU 
the  Government  say  7  Why,  Sir,  these 
Members  will  be  masters  of  the 
situation.  The  House  is  asked  to 
delegate  this  power  which  is  to 
supersede  the  whole  power  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  to  the 
Liberal  Members  from  Scotland,  who  can 
net  only  make  their  terms  with  the  Go- 
vemmeot,  bat  can  impose  their  tema 
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upon  them.  We  are  uked  to  give  up  the 
important  dut^  of  developing  good  legia- 
lation  in  Committee  to  the  will  of  the 

Scotch  Members,  who  will  coDtrol  the 
Govenuneat.  Is  that  a  Scotch  questiou  ? 
I  would  remind  the  House  that  while  the 
late  Prime  Minister  was  coutrolling  the 
action  of  the  GovernmeDt  this  Motiou 
was  never  brought  forward,  and  I  will 
tell  you  why.  Tn  the  course  of  the 
Debates  of  1882aMotion  precisely  similar 
to  this  was  brought  forward,  except 
that  a  motional  Standing  Committee  was 
claimed  on  the  port  of  the  Irish  Members 
instead  of  on  the  pwt  of  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers. The  Prime  Minister  dealt  with  the 
d^nand,  and  in  the  first  place  be  said  the 
proposition  was  an  enortnous  constitu- 
tional innovation.  How  is  it  spoken  of 
aow  by  those  on  the  Treasury  Bench  ? 
As  soon  as  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Midlothian  ceases  to  be  Leader  of  the 
House  this  Motion  is  brought  forward. 
It  was  never  mooted  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  while  he  controlled  the 
Councils  of  the  Government.  He  adhered 
to  his  contention  that  the  proposition 
would  be  an  enormous  Constitational 
innovation,  and  he  never  allowed  one  of 
his  lieutenants  to  come  to  this  House  and 
make  a  frittering  speech  as  if  he  was 
bringing  forward  a  bye-law  in  a  vestry. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  prophetic 
on  that  occasion.  He  did  not  speak  for 
the  mere  hour.  He  admitted  that  if  the 
proposition  was  accepted  it  might  receive 
development,  but  he  added  in  respect  of 
this  similar  proposition  for  Ireland — 

**!  greatly  donbt  if  I^Uament  will  ever 
ssncUon  ai^tbing  of  \kaa  kind." 

It  is  singular  that,  while  he  entertained 
these  views,  it  was  not  until  he  quitted 
the  Government  that  this  Motion  was 
brought  forward,  and  we  are  now  asked 
to  sanction  that  which  the  great  Leader 
of  the  Liberal  Party  always  doubted 
would  ever  be  sanctioned  by  the  Parlia- 
ment of  which  he  was  so  long  the  leading 
figure.  I  should  have  thought  that  the 
experience  of  my  right  hou.  Friend 
would  have  told  him  what  great  danger 
there  is  in  sending  I^rty  and  contentious 
aeMares  to  the  decision  of  Grand  Com- 
mittees. Wa  hare  been  told  that  in 
Grand  Coimnittees  thwe  is  great  facility 
of  business.  So  there  is,  as  long  as  yon 
aend  non-contentious  measures  to  them. 
So  long  as  Party  feeling  is  not  roused 
and  the  eontentton  of  Parties  is  not  dis- 


played you  have  great  facility  for  a  rapid 
diapoaal  of  burinese,  bnt  when  you  have 
Party  questions  involving  the  principles 
of  political  life  do  you  think  there  wilt 
be  the  same  facility  of  actiou  in  the 
Grand  Committees  ?  If  there  be  not, 
how  will  you  check  the  strife  of  Party 
actiou  ?  Yon  can  check  it  iu  this  House, 
but  you  will  never  control  it  by  the 
small  power  vested  in  the  Cbairmao  of  a 
Grand  Committee.  I  recollect  that  wheu 
the  Bill  to  which  I  have  alluded,  and  in 
respect  to  which  the  late  Prime  Minister 
made  the  promise  I  have  mentioned, 
was  referred  to  a  Grand  Committee,  it 
was  thought  that  a  Bill  for  amending 
the  procedure  of  the  Criminal  Law  would 
not  have  developed  many  contentious 
aspects.  But  it  did.  There  were,  among 
other  questions,  those  of  high  treason 
and  'sedition  and  the  law  relating 
to  public  meetings,  which  aroused 
the  opposition  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. That  waf)  a  sufficient  difficulty 
for  any  Attorney  General  to  cope  with, 
but  it  so  happened  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers received  some  assistance,  from  the 
Constituti<mal  view,  from  the  late  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Englaud,  the  late  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland,  and  tbe  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington,  as 
well  as  from  a  gentleman  whom  many 
Members  of  the  House  will  recollect,  I 
mean  Mr.  Wharton.  What  was  the  re- 
sult ?  We  sat  during  the  greater  portion 
of  a  month,  and  the  progress  we  made 
was  that  out  of  1 26  clauses  we 
never  got  beyond  tbe  third  discussed 
clanae,  and  we  had  to  abandon  the  Bill. 
Even  in  the  case  of  the  Church  Dis- 
cipline Act,  with  r^^ard  to  which  both  of 
the  great  Parties  tn  meState  were  agreed, 
there  was  a  band  of  opponents  who 
paralyzed  the  power  of  that  Grand  Com- 
mittee, until  with  a  somewhat  rough-and- 
ready  despoUsm,  which  cannot  be  applied 
further  without  the  sanction  of  this 
House,  they  were  told  they  could  not 
debate  the  matter,  and  were  refused  audi- 
ence of  that  Grand  Committee.  To  this 
new  Scotch  body,  witfaoot  adequate  power 
of  control  and  doemre,  we  are  expected 
to  send  for  coasidaration  snob  questions 
as  that  of  the  DisestabUshmeat  of  the 
Scotch  Chnnh.  This  is  an  innovation 
of  a  most  dangerous  kind.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  has  told  us  that 
i£  Irelaqd  asks  for  similar  treatment, 
Ireland  ought  to  have  it.   Therefore,  if 
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Ireland  asks  for  a  separate  Committee 
she  is  to  have  it,  if  Committee  Boom  No. 
15  or  any  other  room  is  available.  The 
Irish  Members  are  to  have  the  power  of 
dealing  in  Grand  Committee  with  legisla- 
tion that  will  affect  Ulster  on  the  one 
hand  and  the  rest  of  Ireland  on  the 
other,  and  we  are  to  stand  by  and  jet 
claim  that  we  represent  an  Imperial  Par- 
liament. It  seems,  from  the  utterances 
of  the  Secretary  for  War,  that  this  is  a 
stepping-stone  to  the  greater  goal  of 
Home  Role.  When  I  listened  to  the 
right  hon.  Member  I  recalled  these  words 
of  his — 

'*  Every  move  that  we  make  Is  a  move  in 
f&voDT  of  Home  Bnle."  • 

Is  this  a  move  in  favour  of  Home  Rule  ? 
If  not,  on  what  other  principle  can  you 
justify  it  ?  I  expected  that  to-night  we 
should  have  heard  one  other  Member  in 
this  Debate.  When  the  Government  is 
in  trouble  and  sickly  with  disease  there 
is  one  great  physician  who  is  called  in 
and  stands  by  the  bedside  of  those  who 
suffer.  I  mean  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread).  He  spoke 
upon  this  question  when  the  Motion  was 
that  Scotch  business  should  be  con- 
sidered by  a  Committee  that  should  be  a 
miniature  Parliament  reflecting  the  House 
of  Commons  as  a  whole.  To  that 
proposal  he  said  he  agreed,  bnt  he  added 
that  he  would  give  no  support  toa  scheme 
under  which  Scotch  measures  would  be 
remitted  to  Scotchmen  only,  on  the 
ground  that  such  a  plan  would  be  in- 
jurious to  Parliament  and  would  create 
differences  between  the  two  nations.  The 
wesent  would  be  a  most  fit  opportunity 
for  the  hon.  Member  to  show  his  great 
devotion  to  the  ^rty  vhom  he  has 
always  been  so  anxious  to  succour  in 
times  of  difficulty.  I  feel  that  there  is 
no  one  who  takes  an  interest  in  the 
great  traditions  of  this  House,  and  the 
manner  it  performs  its  duties,  who  will 
not  deplore  the  fatal  step  that  we  shall 
take  if  we  assent  to  this  most  insidious 
and  destructive  Motion. 
*SiK  C.  PEARSON  (Edinburgh  and 
St.  Andrews  University)  said,  he 
thought  it  fitting  that,  after  the  powerful 
^leeeb  to  whiob  th^  had  Just  listened, 
some  one  on  the  Treasury  Bench  shoald, 
at  all  events,  have  made  some  attempt  to 
reply  to  the  arguments  they  had  heard. 
He  would,  at  that  hour  of  the  evening,  be 
very  brief,  but  be  desired  to  call  the 
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attention  of  the  House  once  more  to  the 
Btngnlar  position  in  which  this  Debate 
stood.  He  was  not  aw«e  whether  the 
right  hon.  G«ntleman  who  introduced 
this  sol^ect  to  their  notice  had  been  sur- 
prised that  the  Debate  had  extended  as 
it  had  done,  considerably  beyood  the 
narrow  limits  which  he  fixed  upon  it, 
and  bad  risen,  at  all  events  on  one  side 
of  the  House,  a  great  deal  above  the 
somewhat  low  level  at  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  left  it.  It  was  intro- 
duced by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  as  a 
practical  and  business-like  proposal,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary for  War  had  added  one  more 
epithet,  and  called  it  a  modest  ]»oposal. 
The  new  Solicitor  General  for  Scot- 
land— whom  they  were  glad  to  listen 
to — added  another,  and  said  it  was  a 
proposal  of  extreme  simplicity.  From 
all  these  propositions  the  Opposition 
dissented,  on  the  grounds  which 
had  been  hiid  before  the  House, 
and  which  had  not  been  adequately 
answered  in  any  of  the  speeches  from  the 
Government  side.  Taking  it  even  on  the 
narrower  ground  on  which  it  was  origi- 
nally put,  this  proposal  was  recommended 
to  the  House  by  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land, as  being  a  mere  development  of  the 
procedure  iu  the  House  of  Commons  on 
the  old  hnes.  If  these  old  Hoes  meant 
the  existing  Standing  Committees 
of  the  House,  he  ventured  to  agree 
with  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  near 
him,  when  he  said  that  the  Standing 
Committees  of  the  House  had 
not  yet  passed  beyond  the  stage  of 
experiment.  They  were  not  an  experi- 
ment that  had  met  with  universal  appro- 
bation, and  this  proposal  of  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  was  an  experiment  upon  an 
experiment,  and  one  the  success  of  which, 
even  if  carried,  would  be  in  the  highest 
degree  problematical.  But  asserting,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did,  that 
this  was  a  proposal  on  the  old  lines, 
he  set  himself  to  prove  that  it  was  so, 
and  how  did  he  do  it?  He  presented 
to  the  House  a  portrait  of  this  Com- 
mittee as  it  existed  in  bis  imagination, 
and  asked  the  House  to  admire  its  like- 
ness to  the  Standing  Committee  tfaej 
knew.  He  vrae  reminded  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  description  of  the  por> 
trait  of  Gibbon,  which  they  knew  from 
Gibbon*B  auto-biography  was  an  ex- 
cellent picture,  endowed  with  every 
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merit  except  likenees  to  the  origtDal. 
Tbe  resemblances  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  drew  hetweeu  bis 
proposal  and  the  Standing  Committee 
were  superficial,  almost  pedantic.  The 
differences  were  vital.  What  w^e  the 
main  resemblances  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  pointed  out  between  one 
proposal  and  the  other  ?  The  one  which 
■he  put  in  the  forefront  was  that  the 
number  was  to  be  about  the  same. 
Another  was  that  the  qnmum  w^  to  be 
abont  the  same— 20  ;  another  that  the 
Cbainnan  was  to  be  appointed  in  the 
same  way — that  was  from  the  Panel  of 
Chairmen,  and  the  other  was  positively 
that  the  added  number  of  15  was  the 
same  number  as  that  provided  for  by  the 
Standing  Order.  Why  was  it  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  put  in  the  fore- 
front the  fact  that  tbe  numbers  of  their 
proposed  Standing  Committee  were  the 
same,  or  about  the  same,  as  those  which 
were  fixed  in  tbe  Standing  Order  ?  Did 
he  mean  to  say  when  that  Standing  Order 
was  passed  it  had  any  conscious  reference 
to  the  number  of  the  Scottish  representa- 
tion, or  that  when  the  Scottish  representa- 
tion was  fixed  it  had  any  reference 
forward  to  the  number  fixed  for  the 
Standing  Committee  ?  If  neither  of 
these  propositions  was  well  founded, 
wliat  was  the  relevancy  of  telling 
them  that  there  was  an  important  re- 
semblance between  the  existing  and 
the  proposed  Standing  Committee? 
The  Standing  Order  sud  that  the 
Dumbw  of  the  Standing  Committee  was 
to  be  between  60  and  80^  and  it  happened 
that  the  number  of  Scotch  Members  was 
between  60  and  80  ;  but  the  connection 
was  purely  accidental.  With  regard  to 
the  number  of  added  Sfembers,  it  bad 
already  been  pointed  out  that  this  pro- 
posal was  distinctly  the  opposite  of  that 
of  the  Standing  Ord«-.  The  right  hon. 
Grentleman  said  he  was  appointing  the 
Scotch  Members  as  a  whole  becanse  they 
had  special  qualifications  for  carrying  on 
Scotch  business.  The  Standing  Order 
contemplated  not  that  the  bulk  ot  the 
Standing  Committee  ahoidd  be  specially 
adapted  to  de^  widi  the  snhjeot,  but  that 
15  Members  should  be  added  on  acoonat 
of  their  special  qoalificatitms.  In  the  pre- 
sent case  the  special  qualification  applied 
totiieniaBS  of  the  Committee,  and  ISMem- 
bera  were  to  be  added  in  consequence  of 
the  pedancie  desire  of  the  right  hon.  Q«n- 


tlemau  to  brit^  his  case  nnder  theexistiug 
Standing  Order.  Some  of  the  Colleagues 
of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  were  of 
opinion  that  the  Committee  would  be 
better  without  15  Members.  One  boo. 
Member  had  likened  them  to  watcb-dogs 
who  were  to  look  after  tbe  Scotch  M em- 
bo  rs.  But  the  Government  bad  missed 
the  only  possible  justification  for  tbe 
addition  of  15  Members,  and  that  was 
that  they  might  be  added  to  enable  the 
Scotch  Members  to  avail  themselves  of 
the  services  of  those  Scotchmen  who  sat 
for  English  constituencies — ^Manchester, 
Ipswich,  Gateshead,  and  other  con- 
stituencies were  represented  by  Scotch- 
men who  would  be  welcomed  on  tbe 
Committee.  It  was  obvious  that  the 
reason  why  that  explanation  was  not 
open  to  the  Government  was  that  it 
would  cut  away  their  argument,  which 
was  founded  on  tbe  fitness  of  Scotch 
Members  as  such  to  do  the  business  €i 
Scotland.  Wide  ground  had  been  taken  by 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  but  not  wide 
enough,  in  introducing  this  subject.  He 
said  the  purpose  was  to  relieve  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  give  more  time  to  the 
business  of  tbe  House.  But  before  the 
House  gave  more  time  for  its  business  it 
uiually  was  disposed  to  know  what  the 
Gkivernment  desired  to  do  with  that  time. 
The  Secretary  for  War  said  that  the 
Resolution  carried  in  favour  of  Homo 
Rule  for  Scotland  had  nothing  to  do  with 
this  Resolution  ;  that  the  proposed  Com- 
mittee  had  nothing  to  do  with  what  was 
carried  on  Tuesdays  and  Fridays  by 
private  Members.  He  should  have  been 
willing  to  leave  the  matter  there  had  not 
another  Member  of  the  Government,  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  declared  that  in 
this  Committee  they  would  have  a 
special  body  to  facilitate  tbe  transaction 
special  business,  and  that  if  a  Resolu- 
tion was  carried  on  the  Tuesday  or  the 
Friday  time  would  foe  given  to  the  Go* 
vernment  to  pass  a  Bill  and  carry  that 
Resolution  into  effect.  That  meant  that 
the  Govemment  might  use  tbe  time  saved 
by  the  Standing  Committee  to  pass  a 
Home  Bnla  BUI  for  Seotland.  There 
were  other  meannres  mentioned  which 
had  been  skilfully  avoided  by  the  Secre- 
tary for  War.  The  right  hon.  G^ntle^ 
man  had  been  asked  whether  he  would 
refer  to  this  Standing  Committee  a 
measure  to  disestablish  and  disendow  the 
Church  t4  Scotland.     He  should  be 
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astoniBfaed  if  any  gentleman  were  to 
assent  to  that  praposition,  because  to 
disestablish  and  disendow  the  Church  of 
Scotland  would  bo  to  go  very  near  to  the 
root  of  the  Union  with  Scotland. 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I  Raid  "No  Bill  involving  high  Constitu- 
tional principles  would  be  referred  to  the 
Committee,"  and  that  snrelj  includes 
(hat  Bill. 

•Sir  C.  PEARSON  said,  that  the  Bill 
he  mentioned  ^as  not  expressly  referred 
to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  However, 
the  main  ground  for  the  Motion  was  that 
it  would  save  the  time  of  the  House.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  passing  of  the 
Resolution  would  create  an  additional 
stage,  because  the  question  would  first 
arise  whether measuresweretobe referred 
to  the  Committee  ;  and  as  that  question 
would  be  always  debated  at  length,  he 
ventured  to  say  that  the  Resolution,  in- 
stead of  saving  time,  would  be  apt  to  have 
the  contrary  tendency.  What  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  as  to  giving  a 
similar  Committee  to  England  ?  He  said 
that  in  principle  he  was  prepared  to  do 
so,  bnt  that  practically  the  cases  were 
different.  Why  were  they  different  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  as  a 
reason  that  English  Members  were  always 
in  a  majority  in  every  Standing  Com- 
mittee. But  the  majority  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  was  not  the 
majority  they  had  in  their  minds. 
The  majority  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke  of  was  based  on  the  assumption 
that  the  English  Members  were  all  on  one 
side,  and  the  other  nationalities  on  the 
other  side.  But  the  majority  they  spoke 
of  was  the  efflaotive  majority  of  the 
Committee— ID  other  words,  the  majority 
obtainable  upon  a  vote  ;  and  that 
majority  was  not  always  secured  by 
English  Members  on  every  question 
fiubmitted  to  a  Committee.  He  was 
astonished  that  the  Secretary  for  War 
should  have  pat  forward  such  an  ai^n- 
ment.  No  Members  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House  had  risen  to  say  that  they 
were  prepared  to  appoint  a  corresponding 
C!ommittee  for  Irahuid.  The  hon.  Mon- 
ber  for  the  Coll^  DiTisioD  of  Glasgow 
was  the  first  to  pat  fcvward  to  the  House 
the  whole  troth  of  the  proposal,  and  he 
had  done  so  with  what  might  be  termed 
«B  idtnoflt  cynical  frankness.  The  hon. 
Baronet  maintained  that  the  question  of 
H<HBe  Bale  for  Scotland  in  any  form  had 
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no  relation  at  all  to  the  proposal  now 
under  disoossion.  But  the  question  they 
wanted  to  know  was  whether  a  bargain 
had  been  made  by  the  Govonment  iu 
relation  to  this  proposal  ou  the  one  hand 
and  the  Home  Rule  scheme  on  the 
other?  The  hon.  Baronet  had  described 
himself  as  the  medium  acting  between 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Scotch 
Members  on  the  question  of  the  con- 
cession of  Home  Rule  for  Scotland. 
What  he  wanted  was  au  explanation  of 
the  little  bit  of  private  history  to  which 
they  were  treated  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  with  reference  to  the  intwiew 
he  liad  with  the  late  Prime  Minister.  Was 
there  or  was  there  not  a  bargain  with 
the  Government  with  respect  to  this  pro- 
posal, on  the  cue  hand,  and  Scottish 
Home  Rule  ou  the  other  ?  The  Resolu- 
tion which  was  presenteil  to  the  late 
Prime  Minister  ran  thus  : — 

"  Pending:  the  concession  of  Home  Rule  to 
Scotland,  we  cooiiider  it  hopeless  to  look  for 
any  Scottish  busineas  being  done,  and  therefore 
we  demand  this  Committee." 

SiB  C.  CAMERON  was  understood 
to  say  he  was  not  correctly  reported. 

•Sir  C.  PEARSON  asked  whether 
that  was  or  was  not  the  condition  of  the 
acceptance  by  the  Government  of  this 
Resolution  ?  If  that  were  so,  then  the 
consistency  of  the  Government  in  voting 
for  Home  Rule  for  Scotland  last  Tuesday 
was  amply  justified,  but  it  was  at  the 
expense  of  their  political  reputation.  The 
hon.  Baronet  had  made  dear  for  ^e  first 
time  that  the  proposal  which  was  now 
made  was  absolutely  impossible  uuder  a 
Unionist  Government ;  and  the  corollary 
of  thai  was  that  an  English  Grand  Com- 
mittee was  the  natural  coarse  of  a  Unionist 
Government  in  English  matters.  He  was 
glad  that  that  point  had  been  made  clear. 
It  had  been  urged  that  an  English  Grand 
Committee  could  be  appointed  to  attend 
to  purely  English  matters,  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  great  number  of  English 
Members,  which  would  make  snch  a 
scheme  practically  unworkable.  He  had 
never  believed  in  the  force  of  that  align- 
ment, and  he  salMoitted  still  that  no  diffi- 
oalty  oould  arise  on  that  ground,  for  if  a 
Coromittoe  were  really  desirable  fbr 
England  It  oould  be  appointed  on  ezaedy 
the  same  pnaciples  as  the  oob  proposed 
under  the  present  Standing  Orders.  The 
bank  confession  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
also  ended  the  enppositum  that  thiajNto- 
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posBl  voB  not  a  partiflan  measore.  He 
had  no  doubt  himeelf  that  it  woald  tnm 
out  to  be  die  most  purely  Party  move 
that  could  well  be  devised  hy  aoy  Govern- 
meot.  At  BUT  rate,  it  was  admittedlj  a 
proposal  that  would  be  workable  uuder 
8  Liberal  GovernmeDt  but  unworkable 
uuder  uny  other. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
hanir  W.)  :  I  rise  to  follow  the  right  boa. 
Geotlemau  with  some  little  hetitation. 
The  last  three  speakers,  two  of  them 
Members  ot  the  Opposition  and  one  a 
Member  of  the  Home  Rule  Party,  have 
spoken  against  the  Besolutiou  ;  but  the 
Govwument,  following  the  tautics  which 
they  have  adopted  throughout  upon  this 
matter,  prefer  to  ignore  those  speeches 
and  to  allow  the  judgment  of  the  House 
of  Commons  to  go  by  default,  knowing 
perfectly  well  that  they  can  count  upon 
the  votes  of  their  supporters.     I  think 
that  is  an  unsatisfactory  feature  of  the 
Debate  ;  bat  the  point  which  has  btruek 
me  more  than  anything  else  has  been 
either  tlie  incapacity,  or  it  may  be  the 
unwillingness,  of  the  Government  to 
understand  the  importance  of  their  own 
proposal  and  of  the  consequence  which 
must  necessarily  follow  its  adoption.  We 
complain  of  the  speech  in  which  this 
proposal  was  introduced  by  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland.  It  would  have  been  a  verj 
creditable  performanoe  if  we  had  been 
discussing  some  slight  change  in  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Kitchen  Committee  ;  but 
it  was  absolutely  inadequate  in  reference 
to  a  matter  such  as  that  upon  which  we 
are  expected  to  decide  to-night.     I  am 
Sony  to  say  that  we  have  equally  to 
complain  of  the  speech  uf  the  Secretary 
for  War.     He  also,  like  every  Member 
who  has  hitherto  spoken  from  that  Bench 
or  on  this  side  of  the  House,  has  endea- 
voured to  minimise  the  proposal  until  it 
has  become  almost  infinitesimal.  Well, 
Sir,  if  it  be  such  an  infinitesimal  pro- 
posal I  would  ask,  in  the  first  instance, 
why  are  the  Government  so  infatuated 
at  this  time  of  the  Session,  when  they 
have  BO  muoh  business  before  tiiem,  to 
mate  two  or  three  days  of  the  time  and 
probably  embarrass  theBuelvea  iu  the 
fntnre  on  a  |nopo8al  which  is,  as  they 
say,  of  not  the  slightest  importauue  ? 
The  Secretary  for  War  speaks  of  this 
matter  in  a  humble  tone  of  voice  as  a 
mere  trifling  proceeding  for  amelioraUng 
the  prooedure  of  the  House^  for  sligbtly 
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accelerating  the  progreas  of  SootHih 

business.    That  is  the  light  in  which  he 
regards  it.     I  have  the  fear  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Aberdeen  before  my  eyes.    In  the  earlier 
part  of  the  evening  the  hon.  Member 
stated  that,  all  the  assertions  of  his  oppo- 
nents to  the  contrary,  all  the  assertions 
made  by  the  Leadw  of  the  Oppositiim 
and  of  those  who  had  followed  him  as  to 
this  being  a  most  important  question  were 
— ^I  do  not  mind  using  his  exact  language, 
graceful  and  Parliamentary  as  we  shall 
all  admit  it  to  be — were  balderdash. 
In  spite  of  the  terror  I  have  of  my  htui. 
and  learned  Friend,  I  am  going  to  repeat 
the  assertion,  and  I  am  going  to  try  to 
prove  it.    I  say  that  this  proposal  is  one 
which  alters  the  immemorial  precedent  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  which  threatens 
a  thorough  change  iu  our  Constitutional 
procedure,  aud  which  tends  to  promote 
friction  in  the  relations  between  the  two 
countries.    Let  us  see.    I  say,  in  the 
first  place,  that  it  is  a  reversal  of  the 
immemorial  precepts  of  Parliament ; 
and  what  is  the  answer  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  and  of  the  Secretary  for 
War?    They  say,  "Xot  a  bit  of  it. 
There  are  precedents  in  our  history  for 
the  appointment  of  National  Commit- 
tees."   That  is  not  the  point.    The  point 
is  that  there  is  no  precedent  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Legislative  Committee 
which  is  out  of  harmony  with  the  politi- 
cal opinion  of  the  whole  Honse.    It  does  , 
not  matter  a  bit  whether  the  Committee 
consists    of    Scotchmen,  Irishmen,  or 
Englishmen  wil^  regard  to  this  point, 
providing  that  the  constitntion  of  the 
Committee  is  a  representation  of  the 
state  of  politioal  Parties  in  the  House. 
That  is  the  point.    Here  you  are  going 
to  make  a  Committee  which,  by  the 
necessity  of  its  composition,  misrepresents 
the  politioal  constitution  of  the  House, 
and  which  enormously,  to  the  advantage 
of  one  Party,  creates  a  Special  Committee. 
That  is  our  point,  and  it  is  not  met  by 
the  ^eoedents  offered  by  the  Secretary 
for  War  or  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.   I  do  not  say  that  this  inTolves, 
though  it  makes  possib]e,avnstoliangeiii 
the  Constitirtion,  unwritten  as  it  is,  vhiek 
has  hitherto  controlled  our  Parliamentary 
procedure.    What  is  one  of  the  distinc- 
tive features  of  our  Parliamentary  govom- 
ment  ?    It  is  the  responsibility  of  Min- 
isters for  the  legislation,  which  they 
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introdace.  That  is  the  great  difltipotion' 
between  our  Parliamentary  procedure 
.and  the  Parliamentary  procedure  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  and  if  this 
proposal  is  carried  out  logically  and  com- 
pletely the  effect  will  be  that  the  Ministry 
of  the  day  will  lose  control  of  the  legis- 
lation, so  far  at  least  as  some  of 
the  Committees  are  concerned,  and, 
having  lost  control  of  legislattou,  you 
oan  no  longer  establish  or  main- 
tain a  Ministerial  responsibUity.  The 
result  of  this  petty  proposal,  of  this 
trifling  snggestion  of  the  Ghiremment, 
which  Ihey  appear  to  think  could  he  dis- 
poeed  of  ahnoBt  without  debate  in  the 
ooorse  of  fire  minutes*  consideration,  will 
be  that  as  part  of  our  Constitutional 
system  the  Government  shall  be  an 
Executive  and  nothing  more  tiian  an 
Executive.  Then,  Sir,  in  the  next  place, 
this  may  affect  the  relation  between  the 
two  countries.  You  cannot  set  up 
Parliamentary  Institutions  in  two  divi- 
sions of  the  United  Kingdom,  whether 
those  Parliamentary  Institutions  concOTn 
only  a  Committee  or  whether  they  con- 
OCTn  the  whole  procedure  of  the  Hous^ 
without  increasing  the  frietion  between 
tiie  two  bodies  ;  and  you  cannot  set  them 
up  on  a  small  scale  without  going  further. 
This  is  only  the  preliminary  to  much  more 
important  and  much  more  serious  pro- 
posals. We  are  told  it  is  not  Home  Rule. 
The  Government  repudiate  the  idea. 
They  would  tike  to  cury  it  in  five 
minutm  as  a  petty  proposal  for  slightly 
accelerating  Scotch  business.  No,  it  is  not 
a  proposal  for  Home  Rule,  but  it  leads 
directly  to  Home  Rule.  It  is  a  prepara- 
tioa  for  Home  Rule.  This  is  to  be  a 
sdiool  fcH*  young  Home  Balers,  a  dress 
rehearsal  of  a  performance  which  is  to  be 
given  a  short  time  later  for  the  benefit  or 
for  the  injury  of  all  the  divisions  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  it  is  in  this  light 
that  we  most  regard  it.  Is  it  not  a 
cnriouB  comment  upon  the  whole  matter 
that  the  Minister  who  brings  forward  this 
pTopoeal  on  a  Monday  is  the  very 
Minister  delegated  by  the  Government 
to  express  their  views  th«  retj  next 
night  on  the  question  of  Hune  Rule  fur 
BMtland.  And  how  did  he  r«>reaent 
their  views  ?  He  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  decided  to  treat  it  as  an  open 
question.  That  wonld  be  all  very  welt 
if  the  Government  voted  ou  different 
sides,  although  it  would  be  extraordinary 
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if  the  Grovenunent  left  a  matter  of  this 
kind,  which  concerns  the  integrity  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  as  an  open  question. 
An  open  question  I  Yes,  but  tlut  very 
Minister  proceeds  to  vote  for  the  Motion, 
and  to  carry  into  the  Lobby  with  him- all 
his  followers.  I  cannot  help  saying  that 
tbe  selection  of  the  Minister  who  was  to 
carry  out  this  performance,  who  was  to 
ride  two  horses  in  tbe  political  circus  at 
tbe  same  time,  and  to  ride  them  both 
badly,  was  a  very  curious  one.  It  is 
singular  that  the  Government  chose  for 
this  purpose  that  one  of  their  colleagues 
who  IS  known  to  all  of  us  as  the  one  who 
in  this  House,  in  eloquent  accents,  de- 
clared that  the  confession  that  the 
Liberal  Party  was  tbe  Home  Rule  Party 
was  one  which  he  would  resist  until  his 
faculties  had  been  strained  to  the  utter- 
most, and  until  he  had  exhausted  every 
Constitutional  method  outride  and  inside 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  cbanged  his  mind,  as  he 
has  a  perfect  right  to  do.  But  surely  the 
selection  which  was  made  of  him  by  hts 
colleagues  to  make  tikis  new  declaration 
was,  under  the  oiroamstances,  rather  re- 
markable. The  Secretary  for  War  says 
this  proposal  is  amodest  one.  Modesty  is  a 
virtue  which  shows  itself  sometimes— 
[Nationalitt  interruptiont] —  never  on 
those  Benches  ;  but  it  shows  itself  some- 
times by  concealment ;  and  if  that  be  the 
point  of  view  from  which  we  are  to  re- 
gard it,  I  am  iaclined  to  agree  that  this 
Motion  is  one  of  the  most  modest  ever 
presented  to  the  House.  But  why  is  it 
a  modest  proposal  ?  It  is  a  modest  pro- 
posal because  it  is  intended  solely  to  save 
the  time,  in  the  first  place,  of  Scoti^ 
Members,  ukl  then  of  liie  House.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  spoke  of  ob- 
struction and  of  the  forces  in  this  House 
which  make  for  delay.  I  observed  that 
he  looked  to  the  Front  Bench 
opposite  as  if  those  forces  were 
concealed  somewho'e  under  that  seat, 
but  why  did  he  not  turn  ronnd  and 
look  at  his  own  supporters  behind  him  ? 
Are  there  no  forces  here  that  make  for 
delay  ?  I  am  not  speaking  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, with  which  I  am  associated. 
Although  I  do  not  sit  on  the  Front 
Bench,  I  perfectly  recognise  that  mj 
right  hon.  Friend  would  be  entitled  to 
include  me  in  his  denunciation  of  the 
Front  Bench  opposite ;  but  why  did  he 
not  include  his  followen  bebii^  him  ?  I 
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might  quote  dozens  of  Bills  whioh  were 
delayed  in  the  last  Parliament  Has 
the  right  hon.  Gretttleman  foigotten  the 
Local  Govenunent  Bill  for  Bngland,  when 
the  late  GoToriiment,  with  a  majority 
doable  the  majority  of  the  present  Cro- 
Tunment,  was  forced  to  abandon  an 
important  principle  and   part  of  that 
measure  owing  to  the  obstruction  of  the 
foUowera  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 
Has  he  forgotten  the  Local  Government 
Bill  for  Irdand  which  was  supported 
by  a  similar  majority,  and  which,  if  we 
had  been  willing  to  adopt  the  processes 
which  hare  been  readily  followed  by  the 
present  GrOTemment,  might  have  been 
rammed  down  the  throats  of  the  then 
Opposition,  bat  whioh,  under  the  system 
which  then  prevailed,  was  defeated  and 
dropped,  entirely  owing  to  the  obstruc- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
followers?    Has  he  forgotten  the  policy 
of  his  Party  at  that  time,  which  was  truly 
pat  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton in  these  words — "  Not  a  shilling  of 
money,  not  a  line  of  legislation  ?"  Now, 
Sir,  I  da  not  defend  it ;  but  if  our  policy 
be  as  obsbwitive  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleiaan  aUeges,  I  say  it  is  perfectly 
monstrouB,  it  ia  a  piece  of  FeoksniflS«i 
hypocrisy,  to  denounce  us  for  obstruotion 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knows 
perfectly  wall  that  he  and  his  followers 
obstructed  in  the  last  Parliament  to  the 
verf  best  of  their  ability,  and  that  in  the 
next  Parliament  they  intend  to  do  the  same. 
I  say,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am 
quite  ready  to  join  in  any  kind  of  com- 
munication between  Parties  which  will 
put  an  end  to  obstruction  whether  on  one 
side  or  the  other ;  but  as  long  as  the 
engine  exists,  and  as  long  as  it  is  used  by 
the  one  Party,  you  may  be  qmte  certain 
the  other  Party  will  nse  it  also.  How- 
wa^  in  the  present  instance,  all  we  have 
to  consider  is  whether  this  obstruction, 
this  engine  of  opposition,  can  be  con- 
trolled and  met  by  such  a  proposal  as  that 
now  before  the  House.    We  are  told  that 
there  is  to  be  a  saving  of  time.    Will  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  accelerate 
Scotch  business  ?    That  is  the  first  ques- 
tion I  have  to  ask  the  House.     I  will 
tell  the  House  what  I  think  it  will  do- 
it will  shorten  the  lives  of  Scotch  Mem- 
hers.    Let  na  oonflider  nhAt  it  means. 
This  Ciommittee,  if  it  is  to  meet  at  ail, 
-moat  meet  twice  a  week.    It  will  meet 
M  12  o'clock  and  will  sit  till  the  meeting 
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of  the  House.    On  Fridays  we  already 
have  Morning  Sittings.    On  Wednes- 
day we  meet  at  12  o^clock.  Therefore, 
on  four  days  of  the  week  the  Scotch 
Member  will  have  to  dispose  iA  his 
private  correspondeoce  and  private  busi- 
ness and  be  down  in  the  House  by  12 
o'clock,  and  on  three  days  of  the  week  he 
will  have  to  sit  for  12  hours  a  day,  and 
that  upon  the  supposition  that  the  Scotch 
Member  is  willing  to  be  excluded  from 
other  Grand  Committees  and  also  of 
Select  Committee*  of  the  House.  I 
should  very  much  regret  it.     I  know 
perfectly  well  that  Scotch  Members  do 
their  fair  share  of  the  work  of  the  Hous^ 
and  do  it  very  well,  and  I  think  the  bosi- 
ness  of  the  House  would  be  worse  con- 
ducted for  the  absence  of  the  Scotch 
Members.   But  let  us  suppose  that  they 
are  patriotic  enough,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  College  Division  of  Glasgow 
claimed  for  them  the  other  night,  to 
sacrifice  their  health  and  to  sit  for  12 
hours  a  day,  and  to  give  up  all  place  in 
the  ordinary  business  of  the  House  of 
Commons.    Surely,  as  Scotchmen,  they 
are  shrewd  enough  to  refuse  to  make 
'sach  a  sacrifice  imless  they  get  a  coire- 
spooding  advantage,  and  I  think  they 
will  not  get  a  coiresponding  advantage. 
I  defy  the  Govwnment  to  prove  that  this 
Resolution — which,  remember,  is  pro- 
posed for  a   temporary  purpose,  as  a 
Sessional  Order,  to  deal  with  a  particular  . 
Bill  during  the  present  Session — will 
save  any  time  whatever.    My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bury  has  gone 
through  his  experience  on  Grand  Com- 
mittees.  I  happened  to  have  the  conduct 
of  a  very  complicated  Bill  in  the  first 
Gruid  Committee  appointed.   That  was 
a  purely  oommwci^  Bill.    It  zaised 
absolntefy  no  Party  or  oontroversial  qaes- 
tion,  no  contentious  question  in  the  ordi- 
nary sense  of  the  word.     Yet  it  was  a 
pretty  difficult  business  to  get  that  com- 
plicated Bill  through  that  Committee. 
We  had  something  like  2,000  Amend- 
ments, if  I  remember  aright,  and  we 
occupied  between  20  and  SO  days  sitting 
on    the  Committee.     But,  inasmuch 
as  it  was  a  thoroughly  non-contentions 
Bill,  it  only  occupied  a  few  hours 
upon  the   Report   stage,  and  every- 
body felt  that  they  Iiad  been  fairly 
heard,  uid  no  doubt  great  advantage  re- 
sulted from  the  labour  that  we  had  be- 
stowed upon  the  meaenre  upstairs.  But 
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can  yoa  imagine  anything  of  the  kind 
-  taking  place  under  this  proposal  ?  Take 
die  ease  of  the  Emploveni*  Liability  Bill 
which  we  had  before  us  last  year.  Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  DeparttneDt  believe  that 
much  time  waB  saved  by  sending  that 
measure  before  a  Grand  Committee  ? 
That  was  not  a  contentious  Bill  in  the 
ordinary  sense  ;  it  was  uot  one  which 
divided  Parties  upon  its  principle, 
although  it  was  extremely  ooDtroversial 


in  its  details  ;  and  yet  that  BUI  when  it 
came  back  to  this  House  occnpied  double 
the  time  on  its  Report  stage  that  it 
would  hare  done  had  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  been  content  to  allow  it  to 
pass  through  the  Committee  and  the 
Report  stage  io  the  ordinary  way.  There 
we  have  an  instance  of  a  Bill  taking  a 
long  time  to  pass  through  the  Grand 
Committee,  and  then  having  to  be  dis- 
cussed at  great  length  again  in  the  House 
of  Commons.    If  that  was  the  case  with 
an  ordinary  Bill,  a  fortiori  will  it  be  tbe 
ease  with  regard  to  Bills  which  go  be- 
fore a  Grand  Committee  of  tbis  kind.  If 
you  can  produce  upon  the  minds  of  the 
minority  the  impression  that  they  have 
been  treated  fairly  and  that  any  question, 
howeTercontentions^had  been  thoroughly 
threshed  out  and  has  been  decided  by  the 
ordinary  Rules  of  the  House,  the  general 
feeling  of  all  parties  interested  will  be 
against  auy  nndue  prolongation  of  the 
Debate.     But  here  you  are  going  to 
'  create  a  Special  Committee  with  a  special 
Party  majority  in  which  the  minority 
will  lose  the  ordinary  chances  which  they 
would  have  in  tbe  House,  and  the  result 
will  be  that  the  minority  will  be  justified 
in  believing  it  to  be  thiur  daty  to  th^r 
oonfltitnents  on  a  matter  which  they  be- 
lieve to  have  been  insufficiently  diaeuseed, 
to  endeavour  to  reverse  the  unfair  deci- 
sions of  the  Committee,  and  to  insist  upon 
having  the  matter  fully  discuseed  and 
fairly  decided  in  the  House  of  Commons 
itself.     In   such   circumstances  what 
time     will    you    save    by  sending 
saeh   Bill   before   yoor   new  Grand 
Committee  ?    Of  course,  if  the  only 
Bills    you    intend     to     send  before 
the  Committee  are  of  tbe  character  of 
a  Buikmptcy  Bill  my  objection  will  fall 
to  tiie  grottiM,    But  yon  say  that  you 
intend  to  sc-nd  before  it  sneh  Bills  as  the 
Parish  Couoeils  Bill,  whioh  you  say  is 
of  a  noD-oontentioiu  character  as  to  its 
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principle.     But  the    English  Parish 
Couuoils  Bill,  though  oon-contentioos  in 
its  principle,  was  eminendy  eontroveniat 
in  its  details,  and  it  would  have  been 
perfectly  hopeless  to  have  expected  to 
get  it  through  without  any  lengthened 
discussion  both  in  Committee  and  in  this 
House.     My   right   hon.   Friend  the 
Kecretary   for    Scotland   has   said,  io 
answer  to  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  the 
Member   for    St.    George's,  Hanover 
Square,  that  he  does  not  think  that  there 
will  be  auy  time  to  send  Private  Bills 
before  the  Grand  Committee.   I  can  see 
why  tbe  Goveroment  were  not  anxious 
to  put  up  a  Cabinet  MinistM-  to  speak 
upon  this  proposal,  because  it  is  perfectly 
true  it  never  happens  in  debate  that  two 
Cabinet  Ministers  get  up  without  con- 
tradicting each  other.     What  does  tbe 
Secretary  for  Scotland  say  ?    Ho  puta 
this  forward  as  one  of  the  great  advan- 
tages of  the  proposal.    He  turns  to  tbe 
private  Members  who  sit  below  the 
Gangway,  and  says  that  there  is  a  new 
heaven  and  a  new  earth  for  them,  aud 
that  if  they  will  bring  forward  Private 
Bills  they  will  l»e  sent  before  tbe  Grand 
Committee,  with  the  result  that  prohably 
the  Government  will  take  them  up.  My 
bon.  Friends  must  be  content  with  drs- 
appointment ;  I  do  not  suppose  that  now 
it  will  even  strain  their  loyalty.    It  is 
evident  that  this  ridiculous  Scotch  Com- 
mittee is  put  forward  merely  to  deal 
with  the  Parish  Councils  Bill,  and  with 
nothing  else  during  this   Session ;  but 
even  in  reference  to  that  it  will  not  sAve 
the  time  of  either  Scotch  Members  or  oi 
the  House.    The  Secretary  for  War  says 
that~ 

"  Atter  all,  our  chief  object  is  that  Scotch 
opinion  shall  receive  its  due  ioflaence,  which  ft 
boa  not -hitlietto  received;  we  want  to  make 
the  opinion  of  Scotland,  as  manifested  }ff  tbe 
majority  of  its  RepresentatiTes,  more  influential 
tbaii  it  is  at  present." 

It  appears  to  me  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  is  in  some  confusion.  Let  me  put 
this  question.  What  is  tbe  case  in  which 
Scottish  opinion,  as  represented  by  the 
majority  of  Scotch  Members,  does  not 
secure  its  due  influence  ?  Clearly  it  is  tbe 
case  in  which  the  majority  of  the  Honse 
is  opposed  to  the  majority  of  Scotch 
Members.  What  is  the  use  of  bringing 
in  this  propMal  oov  ?  Wait  till  the 
majority  of  thp  House  is  in  oniDutiou 
to  tbe  majwity  of  Scotch  Ikmbera. 
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Remember  yon  are  not  committing  the 
Honee  for  the  future.  This  is  a  Sessional 
Order  ;  this  applies  only  to  the  time  when 
it  is  not  of  the  least  nae  or  importance. 
By  the  confession,  the  deliberate  ad- 
misBioDf  of  the  Govemmeut  themselves, 
this  is  to  seoure  the  Influenoe  of  the 
msjority  of  Scotch  BepresentatiTea  only 
when  majority  of  Scotch  Bepresen- 
tetiTM  are  in  entire  accord  with  the 
majority  of  the  House  and  with  the  Go- 
vernment. But  when  the  majority  of 
Scotch  Members  are  out  of  harmony  with 
the  majority  of  the  House,  what  is  to 
happen  then  ?  Suppose  that  in  the 
course  of  two  or  three  years,  which  the 
Secretary  for  War  allows  to  the  present 
GoTemmeot,  the  Unionist  Party  come 
into  power,  then  it  is  possible,  if  the 
representation  of  Scotland  is  not  chs  aged 
—I  am  taking  a  very  strong  hypothesis 
— then  it  is  possible  that  if  the  majority 
remain  as  now,  the  majority  of  the  whole 
House  will  be  opposed  to  the  majority 
of  Scotch  Members.  What  is  to  happen  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  College  Divi- 
sion of  Glasgow  says,  "For  Heaven's 
sakedonotletushavea  Scotch  Committee 
then  ;  we  do  not  want  one."  Therefore, 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  is  re- 
duced to  this — that  when  a  Scotch  Com- 
mittee could  be  of  the  slightest  im- 
portance to  secure  (he  object  in  view, 
then  yon  are  not  to  have  one  ;  but  when 
it  is  a  matter  of  supererogation,  why  we 
are  to  waste  four  days  of  valuable 
time  in  order  to  give  it.  This 
seems  to  be  ridiculous  ;  but  it  is  not 
the  crowning  absurdity  of  the  proposal. 
That  is  that  this  system  of  devolu- 
tion of  public  business  is  to  apply  only  to 
those  portions  of  the  CnitcKl  Kingdom 
where  the  Government  have  a  local 
majority.  That  was  the  position,  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Division, 
who,  if  not  the  author,  is  the  champion 
ef  this  proposal.  He  said, "  When  the 
Unionists  come  in  let  them  have  a  Com- 
mittee for  England  ;  when  the  Home 
Rulers  are  in  they  must  have  a  Com- 
mittee for  Scotland."  See  what  that 
means — with  the  Government  at  present 
in  power,  you  may  have  a  Committee  for 
Scotland  and  perhaps  we  may  have  a 
Committee  for  Wales  and  another  for 
Ireland  later  on.  With  the  present  Go- 
vermnent,  or  snccessors  of  the  same 
opinions,  you  may  have  three  Com- 
mittees ;  but  when  the  Unionist  Party  is 


in  power  you  may  have  a  Committee  for 
England  and  perhaps  one  for  London. 
That  is  not  a  Party  proposal  we  are 
told,  and,  in  a  sense,  that  is  true.  It  is 
perfectly  clear  that  if  this  machinery  is 
forged  for  the  advantage  of  the  Party  in 
power  to-day,  they  will  not  have  any 
right  to  complain  if  the  Party  which 
succeeds  operates  with  the  same  ma- 
chinery. The  effect  of  this  device  is 
this — that  in  each  case,  as  one  Party 
succ  eds  the  other,  each  in  turn  by  this 
means  will  be  able  to  increase  arti- 
ficially and  abnormally  its  local  majority. 
This  is  a  cumbrous  and,  I  venture  to 
think,  an  unworkable  device  for  packing 
your  Committees  ;  and  I  do  not  think 
the  House  of  Commons  ought  to  adopt 
it  without  full  consideration  and  discus- 
sion. The  Secretary  for  War,  I  am 
bound  to  admit,  does  not  seem  to  adopt 
in  its  entirety  the  raroposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Division  ; 
but  if  the  proposal  as  explained  by  the 
Secretary  for  War  is  a  little  less  absurd, 
it  is  a  great  deal  more  unfair  and  one- 
sided, because  what  is  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  ?  It  appears  to  be  this 
— thai  you  shall  have  a  Scotch  Com- 
mittee to-day,  but  that  there  shall  be  no 
reciprocity,  and  when  the  Unionist  Party 
come  in  of  course  they  will  not  have  a 
Scotch  Committee,  and  neither  are 
they  expected  to  have  an  English 
nor  a  London  Committee.  No  at- 
tention is,  apparently,  to  be  paid  to 
English  opinion,  not  because  English 
people  do  not  want  it,  but  because — and 
I  should  think  this  was  suggested  as  a 
joke — there  is  no  room  large  enough  for 
them  to  meet  in.  It  is  seriously  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  that  this  sys- 
tem of  national  Grand  Committees  is  to 
be  specially  instituted  and  maintained 
when  it  is  of  advantage  to  Home  Hulers, 
and  when  it  is  not  so  it  is  to  be  dropped 
with  the  magminimity  which  I  am  glad 
to  see  titey  always  show.  If  we  are  to 
consider  this  Motion  as  a  proposal  for 
Scotch  Home  Rule  limited,  then  I  say 
that  it  possesses  all  the  worst  features  of 
the  Irish  Home  Rule  Bill.  What  was 
the  worst  feature  of  the  Home  Rule 
Bill  ?  What  was  the  feature  which  no 
English  Member  has  ever  dared  to  advo- 
cate ?  It  was  the  suggestion  that  Irish 
Members  should  deal  with  their  own 
domestic  affairs  unfettered  by  English 
interference,  but  should,  at  the  same 
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time,  come  to  Westminster  to  meddle 
with  our  affairs.  That  indefenstble  pro- 
position appears  on  this  Motion.  In  the 
discussion  on  the  notorioDB  9th  clanse  of 
the  Home  Rule  Bill  an  Amendment  was 
put  down  that  a  contmgent  of  English 
Members  should  be  sent  to  Dublin.  I 
do  not  think  that  was  eTer  disenssed.  I 
believe  it  was  gagged  with  many  otiter 
proposiUonB. '  1  Hncy  it  was  pnt  down 
ratner  as  a  reductio  ad  abturdum  of  the 
principle  embodied  in  the  Bill,  ratber 
than  aa  a  serious  proposition.  But  the 
proposal,  which  must  have  seemed 
absurd,  is  actually  adopted  bj  the  Go- 
vernment in  regard  to  the  Scotch  Grand 
Committee,  for  a  contingent  of  Members, 
whose  sole  qualification  is  that  they  are 
not  Scotchmen,  are  to  be  sent  to  take 
part  in  this  Committee,  and  to  leaven 
what  otherwise  wonld  be,  I  suppose, 
too  Scotch.  Was  ever  a  proposal  so 
futile  and  so  irritating  introduced  into  a 
proposition  ?  Are  the  15  English  Mem- 
bers  to  act  as  watch  dogs,  or  are  they  to 
be  note-takers  to  report  the  proceedings 
of  the  Scotch  Committee,  and  if  anything 
dangerous  to  the  British  Government 
takes  place,  at  once  to  announce  it  to  the 
Government  P  If  this  ie  considered  to 
be  a  safeguard,  it  is  a  ridiculous  one. 
The  position  of  the  15  English  Members 
would  not  be  at  all  enviable.  The  Seere- 
tAry  for  Scotland  and  the  Secretary  for 
War  complained  that  the  English  Mem- 
bers do  not  attend  to  Scotch  bnsiness  in 
the  House,  and  so,  I  suppose,  as  a 
punishment,  15  of  them  are  to  be  sent  to 
attend  nothing  but  Scotch  Debates,  and 
Scotch  Debates  conducted  under  peculiar 
circumstances,  for  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land said  that  one  of  his  objects  was  to 
bring  out  Scotchmen  who  have  hitherto 
been  silent.  The  principle  here  proposed 
is  exactly  the  same  as  that  in  Clause  9  of 
the  Irish  Home  Rule  Bill.  The  Govern- 
ment are  perfectly  oonaistent.  They 
always  allow  the  predominant  partner  to 
go  to  the  wall.  We  have  beard  a  great  deal 
said  in  eloquent  terms  about  national  sen- 
timent. Do  you  think  that  we  English 
have  no  national  sentiment  ?  National 
sentiment  with  the  Government  is,  how- 
ever, only  to  be  respected  when  it  serves 
a  Party  purpose.  The  disadvantage  of  a 
course  of  this  kind  is  perfectly  clear,  and, 
as  far  as  we  are  concerned,  it  is  perfectly 
impossible  for  ua  to  ai^ue  it  upon  the 
narrow  basia  upon  which  the  GroremmeDt 
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have  sought  to  put  it.  I  do  not  aay  the 
subject  is  not  worthy  of  serious  considera- 
tion. When  it  was  proposed  by  Mr. 
Bright,  as  a  substitute  for  Home  Rule, 
I  thought  it  ought,  if  it  were  accepted  by 
the  Irish  Membws,  who  were  at  that  tiBM 
the  Representatives  of  the  Irish  National 
Party,  to  receive  very  serious  considera- 
tion, in  order  to  see  whetiier,  as  a  eoni* 
{Homise  to  Home  Rnle,  we  eoald 
possibly  accept  it.  But  that  is  not 
the  position  in  which  it  is  placed 
before  us  now.  It  is  now  only  pro- 
posed as  ameans  of  obtaining  a  slight  Party 
advantage  during  the  present  Session, 
But  that  is  so.  If  the  Government  had 
accepted  the  principle  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  a  principle  that  was  right  in  itself 
and  should  be  applied  to  all  natioualitieB 
alike,  I  should  not  feel  justified  in  making 
that  charge,  but  they  propose  to  apply  it 
only  where  it  serves  their  present  pur- 
poses. I  say  we  refuse  to  consider  it  on 
that  narrow  ground,  and  that  we  are  bound 
to  consider  it  as  a  proposition  which, 
sooner  or  later,  must  be  applied  to  all 
nationalities  equally.  Scotch  Membetrs 
almost  entirely  have  dealt  with  the  argu- 
ments against  this  proposal  ;  and  they 
have  been  so  curiously  filled  with  a  sense 
of  their  own  grievances  that  they  have 
been  totally  unable  to  appreciate  the 
possibility  Uiat  any  other  nationality  in 
the  United  Kingdom  is  similarly  situated 
to  Uiemselves.  What  do  they  eomploin 
of  ?  They  complain  of  a  congestion  of 
business.  Is  not  English  business  con- 
gested ?  It  is  not  a  new  thing.  It 
has  been  so  ever  since  I  have  been 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  It  has 
been  the  complaint  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian that  purely  English  business  has 
been  congested,  and  that  necessary 
English  reforms  have  been  unnecessarily 
delayed.  British  legislation  has  been 
post^ned  again  and  again,  and  British 
l^slation  has  very  often  been  postponed 
— very  often,  let  me  say,  by  the  direct 
action  of  other  nationalities  in  the  United 
Kingdom.  Does  anyone  want  au  in- 
stance ?  I  would  point  to  the  Bills  in- 
troduced again  and  again  for  the  benefit 
of  the  agricultural  labourer  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bordesley. 
Yes,  that  is  a  most  excellent  illustration. 
I  pass  over  the  great  Public  Bills  which 
have  been  delayed  or  which  have  not 
been  brought  forward  owing  to  stress  of 
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time.  Bat  hoD.  Members  who  advocate 
this  system  of  Scotch  Committees  have 
referred  to  their  own  grievances  in  re- 
gard to  Private  Bills.  I  say  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bordeeley  broaght  in 
Bills  one  to  secnre  compeoflation  to  ^e 
allotmoit  hftlder  if  he  were  disturbed, 
and  Another  to  secure  teehnieal  education 
to  the  agrienltaral  kbonrer.  Thej  wen 
not  Party  Bills,  or  Bills  to  which 
any  phihwtbropic  man  could  have 
t&ken  the  slightest  objection.  They  were 
supported  and  backed  by  Members  of  the 
Conservative  Party,  of  course  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  Liberal  Unionist  Party,  and 
of  the  Gladstonian  Party  ;  and  I  will 
say,  to  their  honour,  that  the  Members  of 
the  Oladstonisn  Party  were,  some  of 
them,  more  energetic  in  support  of  the 
Bills  than  any  others.  But  these 
Bills  never  got  a  hearing.  And 
why  ?  Because  they  were  blocked 
by  the  Irish  Members  opposite.  I  do 
not  want  to  exaggerate  the  griev- 
ance. It  is  part  of  the  system  nnder 
which  ve  work.  But  when  the  Secre- 
tary for  War  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen  complain  of  their  grievances,  I 
say  that  our  grievances  are  much  greater. 
I  say  we  have  found  that  our  national 
sentiment  has  been  overriden  again  and 
again  by  the  votes  of  othw  nationalities, 
and  if  we  do  not  complain  now  it  is  only 
faManse  we  sabordinate  onr  intOTests  to 
the  greater  interests  of  thewhole country ; 
Imt  ^  this  system  of  Separatist  legislation 
is  to  obtain,  you  may  take  it  for  granted 
that  our  voice  will  be  heard  also.  I  must 
deal  with  an  extraordinary  argument 
ased  by  the  Secretary  for  War.  He  says, 
"  You  have  no  grievance,  you  English, 
because  you  are  a  majority  in  the  House." 
What  on  earth  has  that  to  do  with  the 
question  ?  The  point  of  the  Scotch 
grievance  is  not  that  they  are  a  minority 
in  this  Hoase,  but  that  their  majority, 
representing  a  majority  of  Scotch 
opinion,  is  overrnled  by  onr  majority. 
Bnt  our  grievance  is  exactly  the  same. 
Our  majority  is  overruled  by  their  ma- 
jority ;  and  for  the  life  of  me  I  cannot 
see  what  difference  it  makes  whether  that 
is  a  majority  counted  on  a  total  represen- 
tation  of  400  or  500  Members,  or  whether 
it  is  a  majority  counted  on  60  or  70 
Members.  In  either  case  the  a^ument 
is  the  same.  That  majority  represents 
the  national  sentiment,  say  the  Scotch 
Manbers.   If  it  doee  sc^  it  eqnidly  repre- 


sents the  national  sentiment  in  England* 
If  Scotch  sentiment  is  overruled  by 
the  Imperial  majority  at  Westminster, 
similarly  English  sentiment  is  equally 
overruled  by  the  same  majority  when  it 
happens  to  be  against  England.  Kow,  I 
have  said  we  can  only  contemplate  this 
matter  on  fair  groundf .  If  the  Grovem- 
ment  would  come  fm'ward  Mid  propose  h 
as  a  universal  scheme,  then  we  should 
have  to  consider  it,  and  what  should  we 
have  to  say  ?  Is  it  possible,  let  us  ask 
ourselves,  as  the  question  may  arise 
later,  to  apply  this  system  universally, 
and  to  deal  with  all  our  legislation  by 
Grand  Committees  of  nationalities— • 
Grand  Committees,  remember,  which  are 
the  beginning  but  will  not  be  the  end  ? 
because  if  you  start  with  Grand  Com- 
mittees, and  tfa^  give  satisfaction  to 
those  for  whom  they  are  instituted,  the 
demand  will  instantly  arise  with  greater 
force  for  First  Reading,  Second  Reading, 
and  even  Third  Reading  by  the  same 
Committee.  Let  me  ask  the  House  to 
consider  one  practical  result  of  any 
scheme  which  would  establish  national 
Grand  Committees  for  all  the  nationali- 
ties. It  would  lead  to  the  splitting  of 
every  national  Bill.  There  are  a  great 
number  of  Bills  which  are  brought  in  for 
the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Bnt 
even  in  regard  to  those  Bills  there  are 
often  differences  of  detail  in  the  sevoml 
divisions  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  if 
this  system  were  once  set  up  there  would 
be  a  claim  which  you  could  not  resist  to 
have  each  Bill  split  into  separate  Bills,  in 
order  that  each  nationality  might  have  a 
separate  opportuaity  of  deciding  upon  it. 
I  will  take  the  case  of  the  Employers* 
Liability  Bill.  There  was  a  Bill  which 
was  very  fairly  brought  in  for  the  whole 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  if  this 
system  of  Grand  Committees  ware 
adopted  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
England,  Scotland,  Wales,  and  Ireland, 
every  one  of  them  having  very  different 
opinions  on  some  of  the  detuls  of  the 
Bill,  would  have  insisted  that  sepM»te 
Bills  should  be  brought  in  for  eaAh 
nationality,  and  yon  would  have  had 
four  Bills  to  pass  instead  of  one.  Look 
at  that  one  question  of  contracting  out. 
Does  Wales  agree  with  the  decision  of 
the  House  of  Lords  ?  Possibly  yon 
would  have  had  to  have  a  separate  Com- 
mittee for  South  Wales,  because  in  South 
Wales,  at  any  rate,  owing  to  the  exist- 
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ence  of  the  Miners*  Federation,  there  is  a 
Y6rj  considerable  opinion  in  favour  of 
contracting  out.  [Cn'e*  of  "  No,  no  !  "] 
It  ia  perfectly  ridiculous  to  deny  it.  You 
have  got  a  great  Federation  which  has 
enroll^  more  than  60,000  electors. 
[Cries  of  "  No,  no  !  "]  I  do  not  care  for 
details.  I  maintaiu  my  assertion, 
and  I  say  without  hesitation  that  if 
there  had  been  a  Grand  Committee 
iar  South  Wales,  the  decision  upon 
the  contracting-out  clause  would  hare 
been  different  from  what  it  was  in  the 
whole  House.  In  England,  at  any  rate, 
the  majority  was  undoubtedly  in  favour 
the  contracting-out  clause,  and  it  was 
only  rejected  by  the  aid  of  Scotch,  Welsh, 
and  Irish  votes.  I  do  not  want  to  labour 
the  point,  because  it  is  not  one  of  very 
great  importance ;  but,  undoubtedly,  if 
you  establish  four  uation^  Grand  Com- 
mittees you  would  have  a  great  number 
of  Bills  split  up  which  are  now  carried 
as  a  single  measure,  and  the  result  would 
be  a  great  waste  of  time.  Let  us  now 
oODsider  what  is  more  important.  The 
Secretary  for  War  says  that  if  they  are 
still  in  power  next  year,  and  the  Irish 
Party  demand  an  Irish  Committee,  he 
for  his  part  should  see  no  objection  to 
granting  it.  Is  it  certain  that  in  an  Irish 
Committee  formed  to-day  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  in  a  majority  ?  The 
Gt>vernraent,  no  doubt,  have  the  support 
of  the  majority  of  Irish  Members  as  their 
ordinary  supporters,  but  do  they  agree 
with  the  majority  of  Irish  Members  npon 
the  details  of  Irish  legislation  ?  I  would 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  :  Would  he  like 
to  submit  to  such  an  Irish  Committee  a 
Bill  dealing  with  the  Magistracy  of 
Ireland,  or  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  am- 
nesty of  Irish  prisoners,  or  a  Bill  dealing 
with  the  details  of  Irish  land  ?  I  need 
not  wait  for  his  answer.  I  am  perfectly 
certain  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  and 
the  Government  of  which  he  is  a  Mem- 
ber would  be  unable  to  support  the  con- 
clusions at  which  such  an  Irish  Com- 
mittee  would  in  all  probability  arrive. 
Then  take  the  case  of  Wales.  I  admit 
that  is  a  sth>nger  case.  The  Govern- 
ment have  on  their  side  a  great  majority 
of  the  Welsh  Members  ;  but,  in  regard 
to  Wales,  is  it  certain  that  the  views 
of  the  Government,  say,  with  regard 
to  the  disposal  of  Church  Revenue, 
or  the  question  of  tithe,  or  the  relations 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  would 
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accord  with  the  views  of  a  Welsh  Com- 
mittee, or  that  they  would  have  a 
majority  of  the  Committee  ?  That  is 
the  case  with  respect  to  the  present  Go- 
vernment. They  would  be  in  a  minority 
in  an  English  Committee,  where  they 
would  not  be  able  to  carry  a  single 
Bill ;  they  might  be  in  a  minority  in  au 
English,  Irish,  or  Welsh  Committee, 
and  they  would  only  be  in  a  majority, 
witbany  certainty,  tu  a  Scotch  Committee. 
If  I  took  the  case  of  the  Unionist  Party 
I  should  find  the  positions  reversed  ;  we 
might  be  in  a  majority  where  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  in  a  minority,  aud  the 
Government  might  be  in  a  majority 
where  we  were  in  a  minority.  What  is 
the  result  ?  One  of  two  things  must  re- 
sult from  the  adoption  of  this  proposal. 
Either,  as  I  have  already  said,  the  Go< 
vernment  will  have  to  make  a  tremendous 
Constitutional  change,  abandon  Minis- 
terial responsibility  for  l^islatiou,  and 
say  that  they  would  take  tbe  legislation 
provided  by  their  followers,  whatever  it 
might  be  and  whether  they  agree  with  it 
or  noC,  instead  of  taking  the  usual  course 
of  resigning  Office  in  case  of  disagree- 
ment. They  roust,  I  say,  either  take  up 
that  position,  which  is  an  entire  revolu- 
tion of  our  present  Parliamentary  systMU, 
or  they  would  have  upon  Report  to  re- 
verse every  one  of  the  obnoxious  decisions 
to  which  such  a  Committee  might  have 
arrived.  Suppose  they  did  that,  is  it  pre- 
tended that  such  a  state  of  things  would 
lead  to  harmony  between  the  different 
divisions  of  the  United  Kingdom  ?  Is  it 
not  certain  that  it  would  enormously 
increase  the  friction  which  mny  at  present 
prevail  ?  I  venture  to  sum  up  what  I 
have  said  in  a  few  brief  senteuces.  I  say, 
iu  the  first  place,  that  there  would  abso- 
lutely be  no  saving  of  time,  if  the  propo- 
sition of  the  Government  is  adopted  pure 
and  simple,  without  any  of  its  endless 
couseqnenees ;  that  is  to  say,  that  this 
being  a  proposal  for  a  Scotch  Grand 
Committee  on  the  Scotch  Parish  Councils 
Bill,  I  really  believe  that,  without  any 
obstruction  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the 
word,  no  saving  of  time  will  result  from 
the  adoption  of  this  proposal.  In  the 
second  place,  if  the  proposal  is  couliued 
to  Scotland  or  to  those  countries  where 
the  Government  have  a  majority,  it  will 
be  grossly  unfair  to  England  and  ought 
to  be  resisted  by  every  English  Member. 
In  the  third  place,  I   say    that,  if 
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univereiill^- applied,  which  is  the  other 
altenjatiTe,  it  woald  upeet  our  whole 
BjBtem  of  Pariiiunentary  GrOTerDment. 
Jjt  these  circumataiioe&,  I  submit 
that  the  advaotages  of  this  proposal 
are  very  problttnatical,  whiUt  the 
difficaltieB  in  the  wav  are  very  great 
indeed.  It  is  much  more  thao  the 
modest  proposal  that  the  Sewetary  for 
War  declares  it  to  be,  and,  for  my  part, 
I  regret  very  nmoh  that  it  shoald  have 
been  introdnced  this  Session  for  what,  I 
cannot  but  think,  is  a  temporary  Party 
purpose.  I  caunot  see,  at  all  events, 
that  it  is  going  to  serve  any  public  pur- 
pose, and  I  can  only  look  upon  it  either 
ae  a  deliberate  attempt  to  increase  the 
local  majority  in  a  Scotch  Committee,  or 
as  a  concession  wrung  from  the  Govern- 
ment as  a  sop  to  their  extreme  sup- 
poriers,  whom  they  are  unable  to  gratify 
with  a  measure  of  Home  Rule.  But 
although  this  is  not  Home  Rule,  it  is  still 
a  very  dangerous  proposal — dangerous 
at  any  rate  in  the  eyes  of  those  who  have 
any  regard  for  the  integrity  of  the  ITulted 
Kingdom.  To  us  it  is  a  serious  pro- 
posal, because,  if  it  be  not  Home 
Bole,  it  is  playing  with  separation.  It 
is  directly  calculated  to  inflame  the 
jealousies  between  the  different  nationali- 
ties and  to  increase  the  difficulties  which 
already  exist.  {^Laughter."]  Hon.  Mem- 
bers laugh.  I  think  they  do  not  see  the 
gravity  of -tiie  situation,  or  that  they  are 
not  afraid — which  is  another  position  to 
take  up — of  the  ultimate  conclusion  to 
which  it  may  take  them.  Nothing  is 
easier  than  to  stimulate  divisions  of 
opinion  between  different  sections  and 
provinces  of  the  United  Kingdom ; 
nothing  is  easier,  and  nothing  is  less 
statesmanlike.  What  is  the  experi- 
ence of  everyooe  who  knows  any- 
thing of  local  government  in  this 
country  ?  We  kuow  that  when  you 
have  established  side  by  side  Local 
Authorities  with  separate  institutions, 
although  those  authorities  may  be  doing 
the  same  work  and  may  have  substan- 
tially the  same  interests,  there  arise  imme- 
diately the  most  intense  petty  jealousies, 
which  often  operate  very  greatly  to 
the  disadvantage  of  the  community. 
Anyone  who  knows  the  history  of  liti- 
gation in  our  Courts  knows  what  an 
enormous  amount  of  time  and  what 
eoormoue  sums  of  money  have  been 
wasted  in  these  struggles  between  people 
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who  have  been  stimulated  into  opposition 
simply  by  the  fact  that  they,  have 
different  and  separate  local  goveroments, 
and  that  they  have  considered  that  they 
had  pride  and  prestige  to  maintain. 
That  is  a  necessary  consequence  of  local 
government,  but  surely  it  is  not  wise  to 
introduce  this  diffioulty  into  a  sphere 
where  it  will  be  much  more  serious  and 
dangerous.  It  is  sakl  that  this  is  a  ques- 
tion of  nationality,  but  I  think  it  is 
rather  a  mistake  to  talk  of  this  as  if  it 
were  only  a  question  of  nationality,  be- 
cause nationality  is,  after  all,  an  arbitrary 
and  artificial  distinction.  Nationality  is 
a  question  of  history,  a  question  of  time, 
and  very  often  you  find  that  there  are 
much  greater  differences  between  people 
of  the  same  nationality  than  between 
people  of  different  nationalities.  But 
this  I  say,  that  if  to-morrow  you  desire 
to  re-create,  and  do  re-create,  the  hep- 
tarohy  in  the  United  Kingdom,  although 
the  inhabitants  of  the  separate  Kingdoms 
would  be  very  near  indeed  in  character 
and  race  and  position  to  their  neighbours, 
still,  within  a  few  years  of  the  creation 
of  these  separate  Kingdoms  you  would 
have  them  as  jealous  as  possible  one  of 
Che  other  and  perfectly  ready  to  enter 
into  something  like  an  internecine  war. 
I  think  that  policy  is  dangerous,  because 
it  promotes  differences  of  that  descrip- 
tion. Up  to  the  present  time  England, 
at  nny  rate,  cannot  be  described  as 
having  been  jealous  of  the  other 
nationalities  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
r'*Oh,  oh!"  from  the  Nationalist 
BencheM."]  I  notice  the  'union  of  hearts. 
I  say  that  up  to  the  present  time, 
at  any  rate,  it  cannot  be  alleged 
that  England  is  jealous  of  the  other 
nationalities  which  go  to  make  up  the 
rest  of  the  United  Kingdom.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  English  people  see  with 
regret,  and  perhaps  with  disappointment, 
their  legislation  moulded  not  in  accord- 
ance with  their  own  preferences,  but  in 
accordance  with  the  preferences  of  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland,  from  Scotland,  and 
from  Wales.  Bat  we  hare  been  always 
willing  to  make  that  sacrifice  in  the 
interests  of  national  unity  and  strength, 
and  I  do  not  protend  that  the  sacrifice  is 
very  great,  because  there  in  a  public 
opinion  of  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  and 
Wales,  and  there  is  a  public  opinion  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  which  is  something 
greater  and,  I  think,  nobler  than  the  public 

^  ^  Digitized  by  Google 


739      Standing  CommUtee  (COMMONS} 


(  Scotland ).  740 


opinion  of  any  single  part  of  the  King- 
dom ;  and  to  that  pnblio  opinion,  that 
higher  public  opinion,  vre  are  peiiectly 
willing  to  subordinate  the  details  of  our 
legislation,  provided  that  the  other 
nationalitiefl  will  be  also  willing  to  do  the 
same.  But  if  they  insist  on  standing 
idone,  if  they  will  not  yield  anything  of 
the  opinion  of  the  part  to  the  opinion  of 
the  whole,  I  say  the  time  is  coming  when 
England  will  also  say  that  she  will  no 
longer  be  bound  by  all  these  other  nation- 
alitiea.  Hitherto  these  questions  of 
separate  interests—— [**  INvide  1 "]  I 
doubt  very  much,  Mr.  Speaker,  whether 
these  interruptionB  are'  worthy  of  a 
moment's  notice.  The  Government  have 
deliberately  chosen  to  treat  this  matter 
as  a  matter  of  no  importance,  but  the 
Opposition  to  a  man  are  convinced— rand 
I  think  we  have  endeavoured  to  argue  it 
in  a  spirit  worthy  of  the  occasion — we 
have  shown  that  we  consider  it  a  matter 
of  vital  importance,  touching,  we  believe, 
the  very  springs  of  the  integrity  of  the 
country,  and  we  are  to  have  these  ill-bred 
intOTuptions  from  the  Members  from 
theee  fweign  nationalities.  Sir,  I  say 
that  hitherto  the  interests  of  the  different 
sections  of  the  United  Kingdom  have 
been  treated  in  this  House  with  a  certain 
feeling  of  mutual  consideration,  and  it  is 
natural  that  that  should  be  so,  because, 
after  all,  when  you  talk  of  separate  nation- 
alities, our  nationalities  are  so  interwoven 
and  so  intermixed  by  marriage,  by  settle- 
ment, and  by  immigration,  that  it  would 
be  very  difficult  for  any  of  us  to  be 
certain  whether  we  are  pure  Scotchmen, 
or  pure  Irishmen,  or  pore  Englishmen. 
Why,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Midlothian  once  told  us  that 
the  population  of  Ireland  was  chiefly 
composed  of  the  descendants  of  English- 
men and  Scotchmen.  I  say,  under  these 
circumstances,  it  is  absui^  to  separate 
the  interests  of  the  different  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom ;  and  not  only  so  in  de- 
&iace  of  science  and  tiie  introduction  of 
railways,  which  have  brought  as  closely 
together.  I  think  it  is  most  nn^trise — I 
think  it  is  most  unpatriotic — to  seek  to 
undo  by  legislative  proposals  what 
natural  causes  have  to  a  la^  extent 
effected.  I  do  not  know  whether. most 
of  those  who  hear  me  were  present  when 
the  Member  for  Aberdeen  mad^  his 
speech.  I  wish  they  were  here,  -and 
that  they  beard  one  expression  which  I 
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thought  most  signifioant.  He  spoke  of 
"the  foreign  incubus  of  English  influ* 
ence."  I  did  not  expect  to  find  a  Scotch- 
man talk  of  Englishmen  as  foreignm. 
Why,  in  England  at  this  day  we  have 
thonsands  and  tens  of  thousands  of 
Scotchmen,  Welshmen,  and  IriahmePy 
and  we  are  content  to  treat  them  as  onr 
fdlow-snl^eetB,  content  to  see  them  inp 
flnenee  onr  poblie  life,  content  to  see 
them  take  part  in  public  work,  and  carry 
off,  as  they  deserve  their  a^ity,  a 
large  portion  of  the  prizes  that  we  have 
to  offer.  But  now,  forsooth  I  a  diffisrent 
spirit  is  to  prevail.  We  are  to  substitute 
for  that  feeling,  Scotland  for  the  Scotch, 
Ireland  for  the  Irish,  and  England  for 
the  English.  Well,  Sir,  when  we  are  all 
foreigners  one  to  the  other,  who  do  yon 
think  will  be  the  greatest  loser  ?  I  be- 
lieve that  this  proposal  is  unwise.  I 
believe  that  in  its  oooseqnenoes  it  will 
bring  about  great  evils  which  will  be 
felt  by  all  parts  oS  the  United  Kingdom 
—  by  **the  predonunant  puluer'*  as 
well  as  by  the  smaller  partner^— and  I 
am  convinced  that  its  effects,  disastrous 
as  I  believe  they  will  be  to  all  ooncemed, 
will  be  most  injnrioas  to  the  smaller 
nationalities  in  whose  interest  it  is  pro- 
frasedly  broTight  forward. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  Ayes  252; 
Noes  219.— (Division  List,  No.  26.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  presume  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  will  not  now  have  any 
objection  to  the  adjournment  of  the 
Debate,  especially  as  during  the  last  half- 
hour  it  has  become  apparent  that  the 
House  is  scarcely  in  the  mood  to  Usten  to 
further  argument  to-night,  I  therefore 
beg  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
Debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Detwte  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr,  Goaehen,) 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  :  Of  course, 
if  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  resolved 
not  to  go  on  with  this  discussion  it  wonid 
be  idle  to  pursue  it  into  the  early  hoars  of 
the  morning.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  r^erred  to  the  House  being  rather 
impatient*  But  I  have  always  observed 
that  when  a  speaker,  however  able  he 
may  be,  promises  to  conclude  in  a  few 
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Mel  MittenceB,  and  then  goes  on  f<»-  hiUf 

an  honr  [Ckeert^  which  drowned  the 

eloae  of  the  tentenceJ]  We  had  reasoD  to 
belieTO  that  after  a  daj  and  a-halTs 
debate  on  this  Motion,  thie  being  the 
^ird  daj,  we  might  have  eonolnded  it 
to-night.  Bat,  if  that  is  not  the  case, 
our  amuigements  must  be  altered,  and 
we  shall  pat  this  Motion  down  lax  Friday 
morning  instead  tA  the  Uganda  Debate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjonrned  till  Friday,  at  Two 
of  the  clock. 

BEHBINa  SEA  AWARD  BILL. 
LORDS  jLUENDUENTS. 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  (Haclcney,  S.)  : 
Those  Members  who  have  taken  an 
interest  in  this  Bill  will  know  that  it  has 
passed  the  Third  Boading  in  the  House 
of  Lords.  They  will  also  know  that 
during  its  passage  through  this  House 
certain  Amendments  were  foreshadowed 
uid  saggeeted  by  hon.  Members.  Those 
Amendments  were  inserted  in  the  House 
of  Ltvds.  They  are  of  the  chumeter  I 
have  described,  and  I  would  ask  the 
House  to  allow  them  to  be  considered 
now. 

Lorde  Amendments  considered  forth- 
with, and  agreed  to. 

MO  TION. 

EDUCATION  CODE,  1894. 
■OTION  POS  AN  ADDRESS. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  he  wished  to  move  that  an  Address 
be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  praying  for 
the  amendment  of  the  New  Education 
Code  of  1894  in  a  number  of  the  Articles. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotberham)  said,  he  hoped  the  hou. 
Baronet  would  not  think  him  discourteous 
for  interrupting  him,  but  he  had  under- 
stood from  the  hon.  Baronet  and  his 
friends  tbat  this  discnssion  would  be 
Utkm  on  Thursday. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  said,  there  was  no 
such  understanding  on  his  part.  He  de- 
sired to  move  the  Ameudment  standing  in 
his  name,  but  not  to  prejudice  any 
Motion  that  might  be  taken  on  Thursday. 
The  time  during  which  the  Code  could 
be  amended  was  now  short,  Thursday 
being  the  last  day,  and  that  was  his 
excuse  for  troubling  the  House  at  this 


late  hour.     However,  he  would  not 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  for  more 
than  a  few  seconds.    The  object  of  the 
Amendments  was  to  protect  the  poorer 
voluntary  schools  against  some  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Education  Code  calcu- 
lated to  affect  them  most  injuriously. 
With  regard  to  some  of  the  itenw  in  the 
Code  to  which  he  took  exception,  he  had 
receiTed  a  sheaf  of  correspondence  from 
anzioas  voluntary  school  managers  who 
were  tranbling  tor  the  safety  of  their 
most  meritorious  Bobools.     He  could 
assure  the  Minister  for  Education  that 
theseitems  wereregarded  with  the  gravest 
apprehension  by  the  school  managers. 
The  first  Amendment  he  proposed  was 
as  to  the  definition  of  the  word  "  depart- 
ment "  in  reference  to  parts  of  a  scheme. 
It  was  not  of  much  importance,  there- 
fore  he  would  pass  it  over,  and  the  same 
might  be  said  in  regard  to  his  second 
Amendment.     The  third  Amendment 
dealt  with  a  part  ot  the  Code  which  re- 
stricted Uie  employment  of  pupil  teachers. 
He  was  well  aware  that  a  large  portion 
of  educational  opinion  on  the  Liberal 
side  of  the  House  was  adverse  to  the 
employment  of  pupil  teachers,  and  also, 
he  grieved  to  say,  his  friends  of  the 
National  Union  of  Elementary  Teachers 
were  anxious  that  employment  should  go 
to  members  of  their  body,  and  that  the 
employment  of  pupil  teachers  should  be 
restricted.     The  use  of  pupil  teachers 
was  good  fOT  the  teaching  profession,  as 
it  brought  reeniits,  but  a  most  important 
consid^tion  was  the  saving  of  expense 
effected  by  it.    The  employment  of  these 
pupil  teachers  was  sufficient  for  educa- 
tional efficiency  on  the  one  hand,  but  on 
the  other  hand  it  produced  a  great  saving 
— a  circumstance  whiuh  was  of  impor- 
tance even  to  the  great  Board  schools, 
but  still  more  so  as  to  the  small  volun- 
tary schools,  which  were  struggling  very 
often  with  financial  difficultiiss.  Tlw 
next  Amendment  was  of  paramount  im- 
portance.  It  proposed  to  leave  out  the 
additions  wbidi  were  proposed  in  the 
New  Code  in  respect  of  the  proportion 
of  scholars  to  teachers.    If  the  propor- 
tions were  altered  as  proposed  the  effect 
would  be  most  injurious  to  voluntary 

schools  

Mr.  ACLAND  said,  he  had  laid  an 
amended  Minute  on  the  Table  ou  that 
subject. 

Sir  B.  temple  said,  the  school 
managras  declare  that  if  the  Codciwas 
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unaltered  in  this  respect  it  would  play 
havoc  in  their  schools,  as  it  would  impose 
on  them  liabilitj  for  increased  estabtish- 
ments  which  thej  were  not  able  to  bear. 
This  was  a  matter  of  vital  importance. 
The  managerB  already  had  more  than  they 
conld  do  to  sustain  the  eetahli^ments, 
and  if  their  Uabilities  were  augmented 
and  aggravated  their  financial  position 
would  become  desperate.    He  did  entreat 
the  Government  to  consider  this,  and  to 
allow  the  Code  to  remain  unaltered.  It 
had  worked  well  as  it  was,  both  for  the 
Board  schools  and  the  voluutary  schools. 
The  voluntary  schools  were  admitted  to 
be  in   an   improving  condition.  They 
were  doing  their  best  under  adverse  cir- 
cumstanceB,  and  why  put  on  them  this 
fresh  liability  which  filled  them  with 
apprehension  and  inspired  some  of  them 
with  dismay  ?    The  next  Amendment 
was  not  of  importance.    He  proposed  to 
strike  out  that  part  of  the  Code  which 
said  that  needlework  should  not  be  a 
class  subject  for  girls.    That  was  hard 
on  the  girls,  and  in  voluntary  schools 
would   increase   the    difficulties  under 
which  the   managers   laboured.    As  a 
Board  school  man  his  withers  were  uu- 
wrung,  but  he  was  speaking  for  his 
poorer  neighbours.    The  next  Amend- 
ment had  reference  to  the  sanitation  of 
schools.     They  had  no  objection  to 
schools  being  closed  if  there  was  danger 
of  infectious  or  epidemic  disease,  but  the 
Code  went  farther  than  that,  and  would 
enable  any  two  managers  who  were  able 
to  get  a  doctor  to  agree   with  them 
to  call  on  the  managing  body  at  large  to 
close  the  school  because  they  apprehended 
or   bolieved  that   insanitary  conditions 
existed  which  would  impair  the  health 
of  the  schools.      Such  a  far-reaching 
power  should  not  be  given.   The  next 
Ameodment  had  reference  to  repairing 
school  premises,  and  dealt  with  a  part  of 
the  Code  which  would  prove  burdensome 
to  school  managers  ;  and  the  last  dealt 
with  the  Article  of  the  Code  which  said 
that  "  a  Sweilish  or  other  drill  "  should 
be  given  in  tUe  schools.    No  doubt,  a 
School  Board  such  as  that  of  J^ndon 
would  <K)mply  with  such  a  provision, 
because    they    bad    the    means  and 
money  

Mk.  ACLAND  said,  the  Code  went  on 
to  say  "  or  suitable  physical  exercise." 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  he  knew  that 
that  was  so,  but  what  they  contended  was 
that  the  Code  went  beyond  "suitable 

Hir  B,  Temple 


physical  exercise  "  and  specified  "  Swedish 
or  other  drill,"  which  might  be  the  means 
of  making  requisitions  on  voluntuy 
schools  which  they  were  not  able  to  meet. 
In  conclusion,  he  assured  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  that  these  Amend- 
ments were  of  a  strictly  practical 
character,  and  that  every  one  of  them 
had  been  considered  by  him  with  the  best 
authorities  in  the  country  regarding 
voluntary  schools.  He  trusted  that  they 
would  receive  the  kind  consideration  of 
the  House,  and  that  they  would  meet  in 
some  degree  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
right  boo.  Gentleman  opposite. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  an  hamble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majestj  praying  Her  to  direct  that  the 
New  Edaeation  Code  of  1894  be  amended  in 
the  following  |uutioalars : — 

Page  1,  Art  3  (a),  leave  ont  *  For  the  parposes 
of  this  Code  the  Department  have  power  to 
decide  whether  a  part  of  a  School  is  or  is  not  a 
Department,' 

Page  3,  Art.  12  (e),  leave  out  '  A  meeting  of 
two  hours  or  more  must  include  an  Interval  for 
recreation  of  not  less  than  10  minntea.' 

Page  9.  Art  52,  line  1,  after  *  first,'  inaert  •  or 
second.' 

Page  If),  Art.  85  (a)  N.B.,  leave  out  Mb,*  and 
insert '  has  been,'  in  last  paragraph. 

Page  16,  Art.  85  (b),  leave  out  '  (which  after 
3Iat  August,  1896,  must  not  be  needlework).' 

Faee  16,  Art.  88,  leave. oot  'or  any  danger  to 
health  likely  to  ariae  from  the  condition  of  the 
school.* 

Page  20,  Art.  101  (b),  (1),  leave  out  *  Swedish 

or oiher  drill  or.'" — {Sir  R,  Temple.) 

Mr.  ACLAKD  said,  that  in  regard  to 
this  new  Education  Code,  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  meet  the  convenience  of 
the  House.  He  had  arranged  for  this 
Debate  to  come  on  on  Thursday  next, 
which  would  have  been  within  the  limit 
of  time  allowed  for  the  Minute  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  he  certainly  had 
thought  that  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Kingston  had  acceded  to  that. 
If,  therefore,  the  House  was  detained  on 
the  present  occasion  it  was  not  his  fault. 
The  first  and  second  Amendment^i  the 
hon.  Member  bad  not  laid  stress  upon ; 
therefore  it  was  not  necessary  to  deal 
with  them.  With  regard  to  the  next 
one,  he  (Mr.  Acland)  had  gone  into  it 
carefully,  and  the  practice  which  was  in 
existence  when  he  came  into  Office  was 
continued  in  the  Code.  The  next  point 
was  one.  m  coDnectiou  with  which  a 
Minute  would  be  laid  on  the  Table  to- 
morrow morning,  and  periiaps  he  had 
better  say  nothing  alxmt  it  until  the 
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MinDte  wm  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers.   As  to  needlework  being  a  class 
snbject,  the  point  was  one  upon  which 
he  had  had  no  cooiplaints  from  the  bulk 
of  teachers  and  managers.    It  was  under- 
stood now  tliat  girls  might  take  one  class 
subject  besides  needlework,  just  as  boT» 
took  one  class  subject  besides  drawing, 
lu  the  maiD,  that  was  accepted  as  a  right 
and  sensible  proposal.  On  the  next  point 
the  hon.  Baronet  had  hardlj  understood 
the  Code,  because   the  words  about 
"  danger  to  health  "  had  reference  to  the 
sanitary  committee  of  the  dls^c^which 
was  a  body  quite  outsida— who  might, 
in  the  ease  of  an  epidemic  or  condition  of 
things  dangerous  to  health,  require  the 
school  to  be  closed.     He  did  not  thiuk 
the  Code  was  likely  to  lead  to  the  Sani- 
tary Authority  increasing  their  power. 
The  next  point  was  oee  that  a  noble 
Lord  opposite  was  interested  in,  and,  in 
accordance  with  the  understanding  which 
had  been  arrived  at,  he  would  defer 
making  any  observation  upon  tt  until 
Thursday.     The  last  point  was  as  to 
"  Swedish  or  other  drill  or  other  physical 
exercise.**     These  general  words  had 
been  put  in,  not  with  the  idea  of  forcing 
a  particular  kind  of  drill  in  any  school. 
He  believed  boo. Members  opposite  would 
agree  with  him  that  it  was  desirable  to 
encourage  in  al!  their  schools  a  certain 
amount  of  reasonable  physical  training 
between  the  lessoDSf  iu  the  playground 
if  the  school  possessed  a  playground, 
and  if  not,  in  the  school  itself.  The  words 
coinplaioed  of  by  the  hon.  Baronet  were 
simply  alteruative  to    the  additional 
words  "  or  suitable  physical  exereise." 

•Sib  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said,  he 
had  given  most  careful  and  anxious  con- 
sideration to  the  d-fferent  details  of  the 
Code,  and  having  heard  explanations 
from  the  Department  was  prepared  to 
accept  the  proposals  of  the  Government. 

QueBtion  put,  and  negatived. 

LOCAL  OOTERNUENT  GBBLAND)  PBO 
VISIONAL  0BDEB8  (No.  4)  BILL. 
(No.  148.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

LOCAL    OOVEBNMBNT  PROVISIONAL 
OBDSRS  (No.  5)  BI  LL.-(No.  149.) 
Bead  a  seooud  time,  and  committed. 

PIKR    AND    HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
OBDBBS  (No.  1)  BILL-(No.  150.) 

.   Read  a  seemd  time,  and  committed. 

VOL.  XXIII.  [roCBTH  SEKIES.^ 


SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES.) 
LAW,  a:e. 

Sir  John  Mowbray  reported  from  the 
Committee  of  Selection  ;  That  they  had 
discharged  the  following  Members  from 
the  Standing  Committee  on  Law,  and 
Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal  Procedure  : 
— Mr.  Samuel  Hoare  and  Sir  TTghtred 
Eay-Shuttleworth  ;  and  had  appointed 
in  substitution  :  Mr.  Boulnois  and  Mr. 
Billson. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MESSAGE  PROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to, — Behring 
Sea  Award  Bill,  with  Amendments. 

COUNTY  COUNCILS  ASSOCIATION  (SCOT- 
LAND) EXPENSES  BILL.-(No.  97.) 
Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported ; 
as  amended,  to  he  considered  To-morrow. 

WILD  BIRDS'  PROTECTION  ACT  (1880) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.- (No.  134.) 

second  reading, 
[adjourned  debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Questiou  [  11  th  April],  "  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday. 

MO  r/0iV5. 


COHMONS. 
Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  conflider  every  Reirort  ma<le  by  the 
Board  of  Agriculture,  certifying  the  expediency 
of  any  Provisional  Order  for  the  enclosure  or 
regulation  of  a  Common,  and  presented  to  the 
House  during  the  last  or  present  Sessions, 
before  a  Bill  be  brought  in  for  thecmiflrmatiou 
of  such  Order. 

Ordered,  That  ft  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  that  they  have  power  in  respect  of 
each  such  Provisional  Order,  to  inquire  and 
Report  to  the  House  whether  the  same  shoald 
be  confirmed  by  Parliament ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther with  or  without  modfflcation,  and,  in  the 
event  of  their  being  of  opinion  that  the  same 
Hhoald  not  be  confirmed,  except  subject  to 
modifications,  to  report  such  modifications  ac- 
cwdingly  witii  a  view  to  such  Provisional  Older 
remitted  to  the  Board  of  Agriculture.  , 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  do  consist  of 
Twelve  Uembera,  Seven  to  be  nominated  by 
the  House,  and  Fire  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection. 

Dr.  Ambrose,  ViKOont^  Curzon,  Sir  Arthur 
Hayter,  Mr:  Beale<Hayne,  Mr.  Jeffreys,  Hr. 
Thi^oas  BoUnson,  and  Ur.  Taylor  were  accord- 
ingly nominated  Members^  the  Committee. 
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Ordered,  That  the  Committee  hava  power  to 
send  for  persone,  papers,  and  reconls. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  qnomm.— (  Vr.  ff. 
6a  rdner.') 

^  ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (no.  1)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Burt,  Bill  to  confirm  cer- 
tain Provicional  Orders  made  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  under  the  Electric  Lighting  Acts,  1882 
and  1888,  relating  to  BarEov-iii'Famess,  Bux- 
ton, Chipping  Wycombe,  Chesterfield,  St. 
Helens,  and  West  Hartlepool,  ordered  to  be 
bioi^ht  in  by  Mr.  Burt  ana  Mr.  Hundella. 

BiUpKseDted,  and  read  first  time.  [3111163.] 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
«/  ORDEBa  (no.  2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Burt,  Bill  to  confirm  cer- 
tain FroTiaional  Ordets  made     the  Board  fA 

Trade,  under  the  Electric  Lighting  Acts,  1882 
and  1888,  relating  to  Grimsby,  Harrow,  Leyton, 
Monmouth,  PetOTboroi^h,  and  St  Austell, 
ordered  to  be  bronglit  in  by  Mr.  Burt  and  Mr. 
Mnndella. 

BUI  preaented,  and  read  first  time.  [BUI  164.] 

J       LOCAL    OOTEBNMEKT   (iBELAND)  PBO- 
YI8I0NAL  OBDER  (nO.  5)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Bill  to  confirm 
a  ProTirional  Order  made  by  tiie  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  for  Ireland,  under  "The  Public 
Health  (Ireland)  Act,  1878,"  relating  to  the 
urban  sanitary  lUstrict  of  Athlone,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  J.  Morley,  and  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BUI  165.] 

J      UNITEBSITIBS  BEPBESBNTATION  ABOLI- 
TION BILL. 

On  Motion  tA  Mr.  Charles  BoondeU^  Bill  to 
abolish  the  representation  in  nirlfament  of  the 
UnlTersities  m  the  United  Kingdom,  ordered  to 
be  brooght  in  Mr.  Charles  Boundell,  Sir 
George  Osborne  Hco^^  Mr.  Htmter,  Mr. 
Mac  Neill,  Mr.  Boby,  Sir  Henry  Soscoe,  Mr. 
Bacbanan,  Mr.  Haldane,  Mr.  Donald  Crawford, 
Mr.  Qnlly,  Mr.  Francis  Stevenson,  and  Mr. 
PanL 

BlU  presented,  and  lead  first  time.  [B1U166.] 

y      HOUSE    OP    LOBDS    VETO  (aBOLITIOh) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  E.  J.  G.  Morton,  Bill  to 
abolish  the  power  of  the  House  of  Ixirds  to 
Yeto  Legislation  passed  by  the  House  of 
Conunons,  ordered  to  be  broaght  in  by  Mr.  E. 
J.  C.  Morton,  Mr.  Aich,  Mr.  DaLdel*  Mr. 
Llcgrd'Oeoi^  Mz.  James  Stout,  and  Mr,  T.  D. 
SalUTan. 

Bm  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BUI  167.] 
J    COUNTT   COUNCILLOBS  (qUALIPIOATION 

OP  wohxn)  bill. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bpicer,  Bill  to.  enable 
Women  to  be  elected  aod  to  act  •■  County 


Councillors,  ordeiad  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Spicer,  Mr.  Courtney,  Mr,  Walter  M'Laren,  Mr. 
Macdonatd,  and  Sir  Stafford  yortboote. 
Bill  presented,  and  readfirsttime.  [Bill  168.] 

MUSSEL  SCALPS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Birkmyre,  Bill  to  prriTide 
for  the  acquisition  and  better  r^ulation  of 
Mussel  Scalps  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Birkmyre,  Sir  William  Wedderbom, 
Sir  Donald  Macfarluw,  Mr.  Waaon,  Mr.  Hany 
Smith,  and  Mr.  Cromblh 

Bill  presented,  and  read  firat  time.  [BUI  169.] 

PUBLIC  LIBBABIBB  (IRELAND)  ACTS 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Field,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts,  ordered  .to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Field,  Mr.  John  Bedmond, 
Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  William  Johnston,  Sir  John 
Lubbock,  Mr.  Arthur  O'ConnOT,  Sir  Thomas 
Bsmonde,  and  Mr.  Oaiwm. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BUI  170.] 


PUBLIC  LIBRABIEB  (SCOTLAND)  BILL.  ^ 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Daltiel,  Bill  to  amend 

"  The  Public  Libraries  Consolidation  (Scotland) 

Act,  1887,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  Mr. 

Dalsiel,  Mr.  Cameron  Oorbett,  Sir  CnarleB 

Cameron,  and  Mr.  Ben^w. 
BUI  presented,  and  read  flnt  time.  [Bill  171.] 


POOR  LAW  AHENDMEHT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lambeot,  BiU  to  exempt 
certain  persons  from  the  liability  of  maintaining 
relations  who  become  chargeable  to  the  public 
fnnds,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Lambert, 
Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Halley  Stewart,  Mr.  Blllson,  and 
Mr.  LnttieU. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  173.] 


WATS  AND  MEANS. 

Besolutions  [16th   AprU]  reported — [See 
page  663.] 
Besolutions  agreed  to. 

BiU  ordered  to  be  hioaght  in  Mr.  MeUor, 
The  CbanoeUor  <d  the  Bnheqner,  and  Sir  J.  T. 

Hibbert 


DISPENSABT      COMMITTEES  (IRBLAHD) 
BILL. 

On  Ifotion  of  Mr.  Fatrlok  Aloysins  M<Hngh, 
BiU  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  qualifica- 
tion of  Members  of  Dispensary  Committees  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Patrick  Aloysins  M'Hiwh,  Mr.  Crean,  Mr. 
Bodkin,  Mr.  TuUy,  and  Mr.  M'Cartan. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  fixat  time.  [BiU  178.] 

And,  it  being  after  one  of  the  clock, 
Mr.  Speaker  adjourned  the  Honee  vithont 

Question  put. 

House  adjourned  at  twraty  minutes 
aEtnrOneo'dodE. 
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HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
Wedmtday^  28th  April  1894. 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DAF. 


^  CRIMINAL     LAW     AND  PROCKDURB 

^  (IRELAND)  ACT  (1887)  REPEAL  BILL. 

I  (No.  8.) 

%  SECOND  READING. 

^      Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

'Colonel  NOLAK  (Galway,  N.)  rose 
3  to  move  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill. 
I  He  should  not,  he  said,  make  a  long 
J)  speech,  because  he  did  not  think  there 
«  was  a  single  Member  of  the  House  who 
^  had  not  made  up  his  mind  how  he 
J  should  Tote  on  the  question.  Not  only 
K  was  that  the  case,  but  the  hwt  Greneral 
^  Election  was,  to  a  great  extent,  foinght 
u  on  the  policy  embodied  in  the  Act  he 
a,  now  asked  the  House  to  repeal.  There 
was  one  large  party  in  England  and  a 
^  very  large  party  in  Ireland  whe  were  for 
a  policy  of  conciliation  towards  Ireland, 
g  Another  powerful  party  in  Kugland,  and 
5  a  comparatively  smalt  party  in  Wales, 
I  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  wished  to  govern 
I  Ireland  by  brute  force,  for  as  long  as  the 
§  Act  which  be  sought  to  have  repealed — 
g  and  which  was  commonly  known  as  the 
«  Coercion  Aot—was  in  fwce  the  people 
of  Ireland  would  consider  thej  were 
8  being  governed  by  brute  force.  The 
party  that  triumphed  at  the  polls  was 
the  party  of  conciliation.  One  great 
point  of  the  English  Constitution  was 
individual  liberty  for  a  man  to  go 
about  his  private  afikirs  and  individual 
liberty  to  take  any  political  action  he 
chose.  When  a  man  in  England  was 
tried  for  any  offence  be  had  certain 
guarantees  that  he  would  get  a  fair  trial. 
The  Judges  were  among  the  very  best  of 
the  lawyers,  and  were  practically  irre- 
movable. But,  good  as  these  Judges 
were,  they  were  not  the  sole  guardians  of 
the  people's  liberty,  for  there  was  a 
jury  of  12  men  empanelled  to  try  an 
offender,  and  they  were  drawn  from 
the  very  district  in  which  the  offence 
was  alleged  to  have  been  committed. 
Thia  hail  been  found  a  great  guarantee 

VOL.  XXm.  [foubtb  rvbus.] 


of  liberty.  Further  than  this,  it  was  only 
one  of  the  highest  of  the  High  Courts  of 
Justice  that  could  step  in  and  change  the 
venue.  In  Ireland  the  Act  which  he 
asked  the  House  to  repeal  took  every  one 
of  these  guarantees  away.  Ireland  was 
not  a  free  country,  and  whilst  the  Queen 
was  a  Constitutional  Sovereign  in  three- 
fourths  of  the  United  Kingdom,  in  the  re- 
maining one-fourth  she  was  an  un-Con> 
stitutional  Sovereign.  How  did  affairs 
stand  in  Ireland  ?  They  had  had 
Members  of  Parliament  and  others  who 
addressed  public  meetings  on  political 
questions  prosecuted  for  offences  under 
the  Coercion  Act,  If  a  man  was  accused 
of  a  disgraceful  crime  he  did  not  boadtof 
it  in  bis  constituency.  He  did  not 
wish  it  referred  to ;  but  in  Ireland  if  a 
man  had  been  convicted  under  thia  Act 
it  became  a  subject  of  boast  and  con- 
gratulation. ["  Hear,  hear  !  "]  He  was 
glad  to  hear  that  cheer  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlisle  opposite,  who  once 
apologised  for  him  (Colonel  Nolan) — and 
that  before  an  English  audience,  too — 
because  he  had  not  been  imprisoned  in 
Ireland.  Offences  committed  under  the 
Act  were  not  considered  crimes  either  in 
Euglaud  or  in  Ireland.  How  were  these 
offences  tried  ?  By  reraoveablcs — by 
gentlemen  who  were  appointed  to  the 
Bench  at  salaries  of  £700  a  year  because 
of  some  claim,  public  or  private,  upon  a 
Minister,  it  might  be  in  regard  to  a 
battle  in  South  Africa,  These  gentlemen 
did  not  know  much  about  taw.  Of 
course,  they  could  work  up  enough  law 
to  meet  their  ordinary  and  proper  require- 
ments, but  they  were  absolutely  unfit  to 
try  the  Constitutioual  questions  that  were 
brought  before  them  under  this  Act.  It 
was,  therefore,  absurd  to  send  Members 
of  Parliament  to  be  tried  before  such 
men.  It  was  inviting  a  miscarriage  of 
justice.  The  great  thing  was  that  such 
men  were  removeabte,  and  that  they 
were  liable  to  lose  their  £70l)  a  year. 
£700  a  year  was  not  a  large  salary,  but 
it  might  be  a  great  deal  to  them  and  to 
their  wives  and  children,  and  they  knew 
that  if  they  stuck  to  their  own  opinion 
under  the  Coereion  Act  as  against  that  of 
the  Attorney  General  and  the  Law  Offi- 
cers they  were  iu  danger  of  losing  their 
appointments.  They  might  be,  th^^ore, 
not  so  obstinate  as  to  stick  to  their 
opinions  and  lose  £700  a  year.  He  ob- 
jected to  a  Star  Chamber  systOD  of  in- 
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quiiy  in  Ireland,  which  was  utterly  un- 
known  in  England.  The  last  time  it  was 
attempted  in  England  it  materially 
assisted  in  bringing  about  a  revolution. 
They  were  told  that  it  took  place  in 
Scotland,  but  he  contended  it  would  be 
very  much  out  of  place  in  England  as  it 
was  in  Ireland.  The  Irish  law  was  founded 
on  the  English  law— or  as  much  as  they 
were  allowed  to  have  of  it.  It  was 
not  founded  on  the  Scotch  law,  and  he 
believed  if  it  was  attempted  to  eBtablisb 
it  in  Ebgland  Members  would  rise  in  re- 
volt against  it  and  destroy  the  Govern- 
ment. Why,  then,  should  it  be  allowed 
in  Ireland  ?  He  also  complained  that 
the  Attorney  Greneral  had  too  much 
power  in  Ireland  in  regard  to  change  of 
venue.  In  England  a  motion  had  to  be 
made  in  Court,  but  in  Ireland  the  Attor- 
ney General  had  only  to  write  his  name 
upon  a  paper  when  he  wished  to  make 
changes,  and  it  was  done.  As  a  rale,  the 
Attorney  General  was  a  gentleman  who 
was  on^e  look  out  for  a  Judgeship.  He 
was  appointed  for  his  political  services, 
and  if  he  did  not  take  a  Judgeship  it 
was  because  it  was  not  good  enough  ; 
and  this  was  the  gentleman  who  was  en- 
trusted with  this  important  power.  The 
Coercion  Act  was  an  infamous  Act  when 
they  came  -to  look  into  it.  If  it  had 
been  inflicted  upon  England  the  people 
of  Ireland  might  have  submitted  to  it ; 
but  it  had  not,  and  he  contended  that  it 
was  atrocious  to  impose  it  upon  those 
who  were  too  weak  to  fight  against  it. 
There  had  been  nothing  like  it  since' 
ancient  times.  Coming  down  to  a  late 
period,  they  found  that  Uie  United  States 
once  suspended  the  Constitution  in  the 
South,  but  only  after  a  tremendous 
war.  The  Constitution  was  restored 
after  a  short  period,  and  the  men 
from  Alabama  were  now  as  goo<l 
oitizens  of  the  United  States  as  the 
men  of  New  York.  Lord  Salisbury  had 
an  idea  of  repealing  this  Act  at  the  end 
of  20  years,  but  that  period  did  not  count 
when  the  Liberal  Party  were  in  Office, 
but  only  when  the  Conservatives  were  in 
power.  It  had  been  imposed  upon  Ire- 
land because  it  was  a  weak  country  and 
unable  to  resist  it.  He  thanked  the 
present  Government  for  not  having  used 
the  measure,  although  they  had  a  great 
temptation  to  do  so,  and  believed  that  by 
refining  to  put  it  into  force  they  had 
done  a  great  deal  of  good.    Had  Ireland 

Coionel  Nolan 


ever  been  as  quiet  during  the  last  20  years 
as  it  now  was  ?  The  present  Government 
had  administered  Ireland  now  for  two 
years  without  the  Coercion  Act,  and 
there  had  been  extremely  little  crime  in 
that  country.  No  class  had  suffered. 
That  was  one  reason  for  supportiug  a 
Liberal  Government.  They  called  them- 
selves a  free  people,  but  directly  a  Con- 
servative Government  came  into  power 
the  Coercion  Act  would  be  again  enforced. 
The  question  was  one  that  required  very 
little  discussion.  He  believed  every 
Member  had  made  up  his  mind  now  to 
vote  on  it.  He,  therefore,  left  it  to  the 
decision  of  the  House.  He  knew  that 
a  large  portion  of  the  House  were  opposed 
to  its  provisions,  and  he  trusted  that  the 
year  would  not  go  by  without  havingthis 
horrible  and  wicked  Act  removed  from 
the  Statute  Book. 

Mb.  W.  KEDMOND  (Clare,  E.),  in 
seconding  the  Motion,  said,  everyone 
knew  what  this  Coercion  Act  was.  It 
was  a  measure  that  had  not  been  applied 
to  England,  to  Scotland,  to  Wales, 
or  to  any  other  part  of  the  British. 
Empire  except  Ireland.  To  expect 
that  the  Irish  people  would  have 
an  Act  of  such  a  character  imposed 
upon  them  under  such  circumstances 
was  to  expect  too  much.  He  must  say 
that,  while  he  quite  agreed  with  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Nolan)  that 
the  present  Government  deserved  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  credit  for  not  having  put 
the  Coercion  Act  in  force,  the  Irish 
Members  had  every  reason  to  »pect  that 
the  Government  would  have  proceeded 
to  repeal  the  Act  long  before  now.  They 
all  knew  that  when  the  Chief  Secretary 
and  his  friends  were  in  Opposition  they 
denounced  both  in  England  and  Ireland 
the  Coercion  Act,  and  he  did  not  think 
he  would  be  going  too  far  if  he  said  that 
the  return  of  the  present  Government 
was  largely  due  to  the  fact  that  they  had 
pledged  themselves  to  repeal  that  Act, 
and  to  govern  Ireland  with  the  ordinary 
bw.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  find  fault  with  them  now  for  being 
anxious  that  it  should  be  repealed.  He 
did  not  think  the  Chief  Secretary  would 
put  the  Act  in  force  again,  because  it 
would  be  quite  contrary  to  all  bis  profes- 
sions upon  the  subject,  but  they  all  knew 
that  it  was  not  an  impossible  contingency 
that  he  might  at  some  time  or  other  cease 
to  be  Chief  Secretary.   They  were  aware 
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thftt  under  certain  ctrcumstancea  another 
Oovernmeut  might  come  into  power,  and 
that  then,  without  a  single  day's  notice, 
all  the  terrible  machinery  of  tiie  Act  of 
1887  could  be  put  into  force  by  the  new 
CiOTernment  without  reference  to  this 
House  at  all.  That  was  a  very  dangerous 
state  of  affairs,  and  the  Irish  Members 
could  not  be  blamed  if  they  asked  for 
the  repeal  of  the  Act  in  order 
that  it  might  not  in  future  be 
used — at  all  svents  not  without  full  dis- 
cnssion  in  that  House,  and  after  the 
matter  had  been  thoroughly  ventilated. 
The  Chief  Secretary  might  tell  him  that 
the  Goremment  had  been  very  well  em- 
ployed since  it  came  into  Office,  and  that 
reaUy  there  had  been  very  little  or  no 
time  for  taking  the  action  they  were  now 
asked  to  take.  He  granted  that  last  year 
the  Government  occupied  most  of  the 
time  of  the  House  in  endeavouring  to 
pass  a  Home  Rule  Bill.  For  that  they 
deserved  credit,  but  he  was  only  express- 
ing the  opinion  which  he  believed  existed 
Among  the  Irish  people,  when  he  said 
that  there  was  a  great  deal  of  disappoint- 
ment existing  that  the  Government  had 
not  taken  some  step  in  the  direction  to 
which  he  was  now  referring.  The  Oro- 
vemment  had  been  nearly  two  years  in 
power,  and  they  had  made  progress  with 
various  English  Bills  of  an  impor- 
tant character,  but  they  had  given 
no  sign  with  regard  to  this  Co- 
ercion Act.  If  they  had  stated 
that  they  would  take  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity of  repealing  it  that  would  have 
been  something,  but  they  had  said  not 
one  single  word  to  that  effect,  and  noder 
those  circumstances  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  was  justified  in  bring  forward  his 
Motion.  There  was  no  matter  of  higher 
importance  to  the  Irish  people  than  to 
secure  the  repeal  of  this  Act,  becanse  if 
In  the  future  they  should  find  it  necessary 
—-as  was  not  impossible — to  enter  into  a 
combination  once  more  for  protection  of 
their  property  and  themselves  against 
landlords,  as'  they  had  so  successfully 
done  in  the  t»8t,  they  would  beconfronted 
with  this  Coercion  Act,  and  hampered 
thereby  in  every  possible  way.  Ha  con- 
tended that  the  Grovemment  ought  to 
assist  them  in  repealing  this  Act.  They 
would  then  be  able  to  say  that  they  had 
been  sincere  when  they  were  denouncing 
Coercion.  He  would  not  go  into  details 
with  r^ard  to  tius  proposal.   He  would 


only  say  it  was  a  measure  which,  if  the 
Irislt  people  had  a  means  of  settling  is 
for  themselves,  would  not  have  been 
brought  before  that  House.    He  did  not 

believe  the  Coercion  Act  could  have  ex- 
isted in  any  other  coantry  in  the  world. 
As  an  Irishman,  he  felt  absolutely  humi- 
liated to  think  that  they  had  to  come  to 
that  House  to  make  such  an  appeal  to  it. 
It  was  almost  like  begging  to  ask  that 
they  might  have  restored  to  them  the 
commonest  principles  that  had  prevailed 
in  every  portion  of  the  British  Empire. 
It  was  humiliating  to  Irishmen  in  this, 
the  19th  century,  to  have  to  ask  English- 
men and  Scotchmen  to  repeal  an  enact- 
ment which  could  not  exist  ib  any  other 
part  of  the  world.  Id  1887  the  Coercion 
Act  was  passed  by  the  aid  of  the  Closure 
of  the  most  drastic  kind,  and  on  the 
Second  Reading  the  most  tremendous 
fraud  of  the  century  was  perpetrated. 
Forgery  was  actually  brought  into 
it  in  order  to  influence  the  House 
in  passing  the  Bill.  He  did  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  some  Members 
were  influenced  into  voting  for  the 
Second  Reading  in  consequence  of  the 
publication  in  The  Times  of  the  letter 
which  led  them  to  believe  that  Mr. 
Paruell  and  his  associates  were  in 
correspondence  and  in  connection  with 
men  who  had  committed  most  des- 
perate crimes  in  Ireland.  He  as- 
serted that  the  Liberal  Party  owed  it 
to  the  memory  of  the  late  great  Irish 
Leader  (Mr.  Paruell)  to  vote  for  the 
repeal  of  the  Coercion  Act.  A  number 
of  Irish  Members  were  sent  to  prison 
und^r  that  Act,  but  it  had  not  altered 
their  opinions  or  views,  or  lowered  them 
in  the  slightest  degree  in  the  estimation 
of  their  countrymen.  He  could  nnde> 
stand  the  Coercion  Act  being  cootinned 
if  it  could  be  pointed  to  as  a  snccess,  but 
it  had  done  nothing.  In  his  own  con- 
stituency of  Clare  the  Act  had  been 
absolutely  of  no  avail.  Inquiries  were 
made  there  and  Magistrates'  Courts  were 
set  up,  but  to  all  intents  and  purposes  the 
Act  had  been  a  failure.  It  had  been  a 
failure  also,  he  believed,  all  over  Ireland, 
but  particularly  in  Clare.  The  late  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  would  tell  them 
that  they  sncceeded  in  tranquilluing 
Ireland  before  the  Coercibn  Act ;  but  any 
student  of  Irish  history  must  know  that 
coercion  never  tranquillised  a  country. 
On  the  contrary,  it  had  been  the  greatest 
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possible  stimulus  to  further  agitation. 
The  late   Chief  Secretary  kuew  very 
well  that  he  had  put  a  large  uutnber  of 
representative  meu  in  Ireland  into  prison, 
but  that  hehadfailedtochangethe  opinion 
of  any  one  of  them.    He  knew  also  that 
public  opiuion  supported  the  men  he  bad 
put  iuto  gaol.    With  regard  to  the  treat- 
ment accorded  to  prisoners  under  the 
Coercion  Act,  the  Irish  people  would 
never  forget  that  some  individuals  actually 
lost  their  lives  under  it.    He,  for  one, 
coold    not    forget   that   the  Coercion 
Act  was  distinctly  responsible  for  the 
death,  at  least,  of    John  Mandeville. 
Hon.  Members  knew  how  he  was  fed  on 
bread  and  water  day  after  day  until  he 
was  reduced  almost  to  the  point  of  death, 
and  how   he  actually  did   die  shortly 
afterwards.    He  himself  (Mr,  Redmond) 
bad  t^ad  the  pleasure,  or  rather  the 
advantage  from  the  point  of  view  of 
his  constitueuts,  of  being  in  prison. 
Some  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  put 
in   prison   objected  to  wearing  prison 
clothes.     He  did  not  care  what  par- 
ticular clothes  he  wore  as  long  as  they 
were  clean   clothes,  and  he   was  not 
a  bit  ashamed  of  wearing  the  prison 
dress.    He,  however,  ref us^  to  associate 
with  the  ordinary  prisoners.    He  was 
asked  to  go  out  into  the  prison  yard,  and 
to  walk  shoulder  to  shoulder  with  the 
common  prisoners.    He  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  (Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour)  what 
good  he  expected  to  effect  by  subjecting 
an  Irish  Member  to  such  treatment  ?  He 
was  in  prisou  in  Wexford  Gaol.  He 
belonged  to  Wexford,  bad  spent  most  of 
his  life  there,  and  had  been  Member  for 
Wexford,  his  father  having  been  Member 
before   him.    Every  man,  woman  and 
child  in  Wexford  knew  him.    Two  of 
the  prisoDers  who  were  in  the  gaol  with 
him  were  soldiers,  who'had  deserted  from 
their  regiments,  and  committed  a  series 
of  burglaries  in  the  county.  Amongst 
other  places  they  had  broken  into  was  a 
convent  in  the  town  of  Wexford.  In 
that  convent  they  had  committed  what 
almost  amounted  to  an  act  of  sacrilege 
in  the  eyes  of  the  people,  as  they  had 
taken  a  statue  of  the  Blessed  Virgin  and 
hung  it  by  the  neck  on  to  a  gas-bracket. 
These  men  had  been  sentenced  to  three 
months'  imprisonment,  which  was  the 
same  sentence  as  bad  been  inflicted 
upon  him  for  expressing  his  approval  of 
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the  action  of  raen  in  defending  their 
bouses  against  au  eviction  which  had 
been  admitted  to  be  unjust  even  by  the 
Resident  Magistrate  who  carried  it  out. 
Well,  -  he  was  asked  to  practically 
associate  with  these  men,  and  because 
he  itould  not  do  so  he  was  put  upon 
bread  and  water.  He  had  not  the 
slightest  complaint  to  make  of  the 
officials  of  the  prisou.  The  Goveruor 
was  a  friend  of  his,  and  the  doctor 
was  a  most  respectable  gentleman,  who, 
he  believed,  was  very  sorry  for  what 
occurred.  But  according  to  the  instruc- 
tions of  the  Government  of  the  day  he 
was  put  upon  bread  and  water  for  *2-i 
hours  and  had  24  hours'  solitary  confine- 
ment, without  any  exercise.  The  next 
day  he  was  asked  whether  he  would  go 
out  with  the  ordinary  prisoners,  aud 
because  he  again  refused  he  agaiu  got  24 
hours  of  bread  aud  water.  A  thinl  time 
he  was  asked  to  exercise  with  the  com- 
mon crimiuals,  and  as  he  again  refused 
he  got  a  third  term  of  bread  and  water. 
The  doctor  then  interfered.  The  bread 
and  water  meant  practically  nothing  to 
him  (Mr.  Redmond),  because  be  fult  so 
indignant  at  the  way  in  which  he  was 
treated  that  he  simply  ate  nothing  at  all. 
The  doctor,  treating  him  as  no  doubt  he 
would  have  treated  any  other  patient  who 
was  brought  under  his  notice,  stopped 
the  bread  and  water,  and  shortly  after- 
wards seut  him  to  the  infirmary.  Maujr 
hon.  Members  who  were  imprisoned 
under  the  Coercion  Act  went  through 
more  than  he  did,  and  he  wished  to  know 
what  the  late  Government  gained  by  it 
all.  After  all,  what  was  the  use  of 
putting  people  iuto  prison  unless  as  a 
mark  of  sbame  and  d^radation  ?  Every 
one  knew  that  when  a  man  was  put  in 
prison  for  a  genuine  crime  he  was  ashamed 
on  regaining  his  liberty  to  hold  up  his 
bead.  How  was  he  (Mr.  Sedmoud) 
treate<l  on  being  released  ?  So  far  from 
being  disgraced  in  the  eyes  of  the  com- 
mnniiy,  he  found  on  leaving  the  prisoa 
that  the  Mayor  and  Corporation  of  Wex- 
ford aud  all  the  representative  meu  in 
the  place  were  waiting  for  him,  and  ha 
was  presented  on  behalf  of  the  munici- 
pality with  an  address  of  congratulation 
and  thanks  for  having  gone  into  prisoa 
under  such  circumstances.  All  the  Na- 
tionalist Members  who  had  been  im- 
prisoned were  returned  at  the  next  elee- 
tion,  and  not  a  single  soul  in  Ireland  was 
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affected  by  this  treatment  in  the  slightest 
degree,  except  in  the  way  of  being 
strengthened  in  his  Nationalist  opinions. 
Whaterer  may  be  said  by  the  apostles  of 
coercion,  nothing  could  be  said  by  any- 
body for  such  coercion  as  absolutely  failed. 
If  English  politicians  were  determined 
togoreni  Ireland  by  coercion,  they  should 
go  ID  for  a  kind  of  coercion  that  would 
have  the  result  they  desired.  Six 
months^  imprisonment  would  not  atop 
the  mouth  of  any  man  in  Ireland.  If 
they  were  determmed  to  have  coercion, 
they  should  repeal  the  present  Act  and 
introduce  a  drastic  law  which  would  give 
them  the  power  of  sending  men  to  penal 
servitude  for  the  term  of  their  natural 
lives.  Such  coercion  might  succeed. 
The  present  Act  would  not  succeed  iu 
stoppiug  agitation  in  Ireland ;  it  would 
only  succeed  in  outraging  the  feeliugs  of 
the  people  and  in  stimulating  them  in 
erery  possible  way  to  continue  the 
struggle  for  self-government.  A  Coercion 
Act  like  that  now  iu  existence,  if  it  was 
enforced,  was  actually  an  incentive  to 
crime.  He  was  perfectly  certain  that 
there  were  people  in  various  parts  of  Ire- 
land who,  if  such  a  Coercion  Act  were  in 
force,  would,  in  order  to  reseut  it,  break 
the  law.  Therefore,  even  from  the  point 
of  view  of  those  who  thought  that  Ire- 
laud  must  be  governed  by  exceptional 
laws,  this  Act  was  no  good  at  all, 
because,  while  it  irritated  the  people  and 
outraged  their  feelings,  it  was  not  drastic 
enough  to  stop  agitation.  He  appealed 
wirii  confideuce  to  the  Liberal  Party  in 
this  matter,  because  he  knew  perfectly 
well  that  there  were  Members  of  that 
Party  who  had  denounced  coercion  just 
as  strongly  as  the  Irish  Members  them- 
selves had  deuouuced  it.  One  English 
Member  had  gone  over  to  Ireland  and 
been  imprisoned  himself.  He  did  not 
expect  that  the  Conservatives  would 
support  the  appeal  that  was  now  made  to 
the  House,  because  they  might  have  some 
notion  that  in  future  they  might  want  to 
put  the  Act  iu  force  for  their  own  pur- 
poses. It  might  be  said  that  the  discus- 
sion was  a  mere  waste  of  time,  that  the 
Bill  could  not  become  law,  and  that,  even 
if  it  went  through  the  Commons,  the 
House  of  Lords  would  not  pass  it.  Still, 
the  fact  of  the  House  of  Commons  regis- 
tering a  vote  in  favour  of  the  repeal  of 
the  Act  would  have  a  good  effect  in  Ire- 
land and  in  every  portion  of  the  world.  If 


no  Bill  was  to  be  introduced  which  the 
House  of  Lords  would  not  pass,  be  should 
be  glad  to  know  what  Bill  could  be  in- 
troduced. It  was  the  House  of  Commons 
that  in  the  first  instance  initiated  the 
Coercion  Bill  and  passed  it,  and  it  was 
Ministers  sitting  on  the  Front  Bench  in 
that  House  who  administered  it.  The 
House  of  Commons  was,  under  these 
circumstances,  the  proper  authority  to 
repeal  the  Act,  and  it  was  for  the  present 
Groverument  to  let  the  Irish  people 
nnderstaud  that  they  were  in  earnest.  If 
they  were  in  earnest,  they  would  leave 
uo  stone  unturned  to  enable  his  hon,  and 
gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Nolan)  to  pass 
his  Bill  into  law. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Colonel  Nolan.) 

Mr.  BARTON  (Armagh,  Mid.)  sa'd, 
he  felt  sure  that  many  Members  would 
have  listened — as  he  had  done — with 
sympathy  to  that  part  of  the  speech  of 
the  bou.  Member  with  regard  to  his  own 
experiences  in  prison.  He  did  uot  thiuk 
anyone  was  likely  to  accuse  the  hon. 
Member  of  want  of  manliness  or  courage, 
either  physically  or  politically.  But  he 
would  remind  the  hon.  Member  that  his 
experiences  iu  prison  were  rejgulated  by 
the  Prison  Rules,  and  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  Bill.  He  would  also  remiud 
him  that  the  late  Governmeut  had  no 
monopoly  in  prosecuting  Members  of 
Parliament.  Under  the  administration 
of  the  present  Chief  Secretary  colleagues 
of  the  hon.  Member  bad  been  prosecuted, 
and  if  those  prosecutions  had  resulted  iu 
couvictious  the  hon.  Gentlemen  to  whom 
he  referred  would  have  beon  under  the 
same  Prison  Rules  as  the  hon.  Member. 

An  hon.  Member  :  Those  Members 
were  tried  by  a  jury. 

Mr.  BARTON  said,  that  had  nothing 
to  do  with  his  point,  which  was  that  in 
tlris  important  Debate  as  to  whether  the 
Crimes  Act  should  be  repealed,  the  hon. 
Member  had  introduced  au  clement  which 
had  uo  relation  to  the  Crimes  Act  alone, 
but  related  to  every  Act  bearing  upon 
crime  in  Ireland.  Passing  from  that,  no 
one  who  heard  it  could  say  that  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
in  moving  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill  was  not  a  good-humoured  speech. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  told 
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them  that  to  be  imprisoned  under  the 
Crimes  Act  was  an  honour,  and  that  in 
his  own  case  it  had  been  necessary  to 
Mwlogiee  for  having  never  been  in  prison. 
Fnrthermore,  he  told  them  that  at  the 
present  moment  the  Bill  was  not  in  opera- 
tion in  any  part  of  Ireland. 

An  hon.  Mehber  :  One  provision  is. 

Mr.  BABTOK:  Only  one  provision 
was  in  operation.  Looking  at  good- 
humoured  character  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member,  it  was  plain 
that  he  was  not  suffering  under  that 
burning  sense  of  wrong  that  he  would 
have  them  believe.  The  speeches  of  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  might  have  made  a 
greater  impression  upon  him  were  it  not 
that  he  knew  of  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  Irishmen  whom  the  Act  of  1887  bad 
saved  from  intolerable  tyranny. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  :  The  Coercion 
Act  has  not  been  put  in  force  in  your 
part  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  BARTON  said,  that  the  measure 
might  be  properly  called  an  Act  that 
saved  loyal  men  from  coercion.  In  one 
thing  he'agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Clare — namely,  that  if  that  Act  were 
to  be  repealed,  the  Bill  to  repeal  it  ought 
to  be  proposed  by  the  responsible  Go- 
vernment, and  not  by  a  private  Member. 
What  were  the  facts  ?  The  Act  of  1887 
took  more  than  three  months  to  pass- — 
namely,  from  the  lat  of  April  to  the  7th 
of  July,  but  now  it  was  proposed  to 
carry  the  Second  Reading  of  a  Bill  re- 
pealing it  on  a  Wednesday  afternoon. 
The  present  Chief  Secretary  himself 
brought  forward  an  Amendment,  in  the 
course  of  the  Debate  which  took  place 
upou  the  Crimes  Act,  proposing  a  limita- 
tion of  the  Act  to  three  years  j  and  he 
then  said  that,  if  not  so  limited,  but  put 
on  the  Statute  Book  as  a  permanent  Act, 
the  difficulty  of  repealing  it  would  be 
Tery  great,  because  anyone  proposing  its 
repeal  would  have  to  prove  a  n^^tive. 
If  the  present  Bill  were  to  pass,  then 
the  Chief  Secretary  ought  to  prove  that 
negative,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  know  better  than  anyone  else  the 
true  state  of  Ireland  at  the  present  time. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  (Colonel 
Nolan)  had  said  that  the  passing  of  the 
Crimes  Act  was  not  justified.  He  (Mr. 
Barton)  would  not  argue  that  point  or 
re-open  it,  but  he  would  remind  the  House 
cf  one  set  of  facts,  and  one  only,  which 
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lingered  in  his  memory.  In  the  15 
months  preceding  its  adoption  there  were 
10  unpunished  murders  and  350  un- 
punished serious  crimes  in  Ireland.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  spoken  of 
the  Coercion  Act  as  humiliating  to  Ire- 
land, but  to  his  (Mr.  Barton's)  mind  it 
would  be  much  more  humiliating  to  allow 
crime  to  go  unpunished  in  that  country. 
The  evils  the  Crimes  Act  was  meant  to 
meet  were  the  difficulty  of  detecting 
crime  and  the  breakdown  of  the  jury 
system.  These  were  points  that  the  Act 
met.  Never  did  an  Act  more  speedily 
aecomplish  its  object  of  restoring  order 
to  Ireland.  There  had  been  a  good  deal 
of  cant  and  exaggeration  used  in  connec- 
tion with  the  contents  of  the  Act  of 
1887,  which  really  edected  only  a  small 
alteration  in  the  then  existing  law. 
A  great  part  of  the  complaint  as  to 
coercion  during  the  lost  Administration 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
Crimes  Act,  What  was  complained  <tf 
even  by  the  Chief  Secretary  was  jury 
packing  aud  lending  the  foroes  of  the 
Crown  at  evictions. 

Mu.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  did  not  com- 
plain of  lending  the  forces  of  the  Crown 
to  protect  officers  in  carrying  out  the 
law. 

Mr.  barton  said,  tliat  Members  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Party  referred 
to  that  matter.  The  complaints  were 
not  so  much  as  to  the  administration  of 
the  Crimes  Act  as  to  the  administration 
of  the  ordinary  law.  Besides,  the  Crimes 
Act  contained  much  less  alteration  of  the 
law  than  was  supposed.  It  only  intro- 
duced the  Scotch  preliminary  inquiry  and 
the  Scot<th  system  of  change  of  venue 
and  of  special  jury.  It  extended  sum- 
mary jurisdiction  to  certain  coses  in 
which  juries  had  been  found  inapplicable, 
and  it  gave  the  Lord  Lieutenant  power 
to  prohibit  aud  suppress  illegal  and  dan- 
gerous associations.  But  though  the 
change  in  the  law  was  small,  and  the 
interference  which  it  effected  with  liberty 
was  also  small,  the  Act  oompuiug  very 
favourably  with  previous  Coercion  Acts, 
it  touched  the  weak  spots — namely,  the 
failure  of  the  ordinary  jury  system  and 
tbo  failure  in  the  detection  of  crime.  He 
would  remind  the  House  of  the  nature 
of  the  former  Coercion  Act.  The  Act  of 
1881-2  was  of  a  very  different  character. 
It  suspended  the  habeas  corpus  an<l^vo 
unlimited  power  of  suppressing  news- 
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papers  and  public  meetings,  and  com- 
mitted the  tnal  of  murder  aaid  treason- 
felonj  to  a  CommiBsion  of  Judges. 
There  was  a  real  inraBion  of 
liberty  in  that  Act  and  of  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  culled  the 
rights  of  the  Constitution.  Such  could 
not  be  said  of  the  Crimes  Act.  It  did 
not  contain  a  snspension  of  the  habeas 
corpus  or  a  right  of  search  or  power  to 
supprera  newspapers.  It  contained  no 
anlimited  power  of  arrest ;  it  did  not 
iotufm  with  the  essential  rights  of 
citizens.  All  it  did  was  to  strengthen 
the  administration  of  the  law  -in  places 
whn«  experience  bad  shown  that  it  was 
faulty  and  needed  strengthening.  The 
htm.  Member  for  Clare  had  told  the 
House  that  the  Act  of  1887  was  so  in- 
tolerable that  not  a  day  longer  should  be 
allowed  to  •pass  before  removing  it  from 
the  Statute  Book.  But,  speaking  in 
Dublin  at  a  meeting  of  the  Natioual 
League,  the  hon.  Member  bad  said  that 
&e  revocation  of  the  Coercion  Act 
ironld  not  benefit  the  people  of  Ireland 
because  it  had  fallen  out  of  use.  The 
hon.  Member  spoke  truly  when  he  said 
that.  But  the  Act  was  not  in  operation. 
It  was  now  out  of  use  and  did  no  harm  to 
anyone;  and  it  only  remained  on  the 
Statute  Book  in  case  necessity  should 
arise,  by  a  revival  of  disorder,  for  its  em- 
ployment. Reference  had  been  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Clare  to  the  case  of 
Mr.  John  Mandeville,  but  the  Unionist 
Party  never  admitted  that  there  was  any 
shadow  of  foundation  for  the  suggestions 
made  in  that  case,  or  in  many  other  cases. 
They  were  misrepresentations,  and  were 
part  of  the  attacks  made  upon  the  mea- 
sure at  that  time  for  reasons  which  would 
be  fresh  in  the  recoUeetion  of  the  House. 
Reference  had  also  been  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  Resident 
Magistrates ;  but  the  Chief  Secretary 
himself  bad  appointed  several  Resident 
Magistrates,  who  were,  be  'said,  re- 
movable, and  be  seemed  to  wish  to  substi- 
tute for  existing  Magistrates  others  who 
woold  be  removable  by  popular  vote. 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  :  I  never  said  so. 

Mr.  BARTON  would  make  no 
criticism  upon  those  appointments.  Two 
of  the  gentlemen  appointed  were  friends 
oi  his  own,  and  he  asserted  that  they 
were  <tf  the  same  standing  and  class  at 
the  Bar  as  the  gentlemen  appointed  by 
the  Ute  Government,  and  it  therefwe  did 


not  lie  in  the  month  of  any  supporter  o£ 
the  CU>va'nment  to  make  the  faot  of  the 
appointment  of  Removable  Magistrates 

a  special  slur  upon  the  administration  of 
the  Crimes  Act  or  the  administration  of 
justice  in  Ireland.  What  were  thef  acts  with 
regard  to  the  success  of  the  Act  P  How 
many  people  were  convicted  under  it  ? 
The  House  would  remember  with  what 
organised  resistance  it  was  met,  and  the 
men  who  were  convicted  under  it.  The 
figures  were— in  1888,  1,082  ;  in  1889, 
597  ;  in  1890,  391  ;  in  1891,  186  ;  and 
in  June,  189^,  there  were  only  four 
prisonras  in  Ireland  under  the  Crimes 
Act.  It  seemed  to  him  diat  these  figures 
were  a  record  of  the  steady  |»x)gresB  and 
success  of  the  measure  in  redncing  dis- 
order and  preventing  breaches  of  the  law. 
In  1887  there  were  870  persons  wholly 
boycotted  and  3,&65  persons  partially 
boycotted,  but  before  the  end  of  I89I 
there  was  not  a  single  man  or  woman  in 
Ireland  either  wholly  or  partially  boy- 
cotted. That  meant  that  4,900  persona 
were  relieved  from  intolerable  persecu- 
tion. Who  would  deny  that  that  had 
been  accomplished  by  means  of  the  Act  ? 
During  the  same  period  agrarian  offenoea 
fell  off  by  SO  per  cent^  and  at  the  end  of 
it  ordinary  crime  was  lower  than  it  had 
been  for  20  years.  But  that  was  not  the 
only  result  of  the  Unionist  policy.  It 
was  said  that  the  Act  was  used  for  the 
purpose  of  assisting  the  landlords  in 
carrying  out  evictions.  But  evictions 
decreased  during  the  five  years  of  a 
Unionist  Administration  by  75  per  cent. 
There  were  13  per  cent,  fewer  paupers 
in  Ireland  and  18  per  cent,  less  emigra- 
tion from  the  country  at  the  end  of  that 
period  than  at  the  beginning. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  Was  that  due  to 
the  Coercion  Act  ? 

Mr.  BARTON  admitted  that  other 
causes  were  operating  beneficially  in  Ire- 
land at  that  time,  but  these  results 
would  have  been  impossible  but  for  the 
operation  of  the  Coercion  Act,  which 
restored  the  elements  of  order  and  thus 
helped  to  prevent  emigration  and  to  re- 
move pauperism.  They  were  told  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  there  was 
peace  in  Ireland  at  present.  But  could 
it  be  said  that  there  were  the  elements  of 
permanence  in  the  peace  ?  Was  it  not  a 
peace  which  was  purely  conditional, 
which  was  essentially  temporary,  and 
upon  which  even  the  Chief  Secretary 
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himself  could  not  rely  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  order  ?  They  knew  from  the 
speeches  of  hon.  Members  that  their 
attitude  both  iu  Ireland  and  to  the  Go- 
vernment depended  npon  the  performance 
of  certain  promises,  some  of  which  they 
roust  know  it  was  impossible  to  perform. 
The  Chief  Secretary  himself  would  be 
.slow  to  say  that  the  present  peaceful 
condition  of  Ireland  was  of  a  permanent 
character  on  vhich  Parliament  could 
rely  in  justiBcation  of  the  repeal  of  this 
Act,  There  were  already  signs  of  a 
revival  of  boycotting  and  intimidation, 
and  he  feared  they  were  becoming  more 
serious  every  day.  The  state  of  Clare 
and  of  some  other  places  in  Ireland  at 
the  present  moment  not  only  formed  an 
argument  against  the  repeal  of  the 
Crimes  Act,  but  would  justify  the  Chief 
Secretary  in  applying  some  of  its  pro- 
visions to  those  parts  of  the  country. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  :  Clare  is  now 
in  a  better  condition  than  it  has  been  for 
years. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  (Dover)  :  That  is 
not  saying  much. 

Mr.  barton  could  not  accept  the 
hon.  Member  for  Clarets  statement.  At 
the  Spring  and  Summer  Assizes  of  1893 
there  was  a  scandalous  failure  of  justice 
in  that  county,  and  the  Judge  described 
it  as  a  travesty,  and  declared  that  a  great 
responsibility  rested  on  someone  for  that 
state  of  things.  At  the  Winter  Assizes 
there  was  an  automatic  change  of  venue, 
and  then  several  convictions  were  ob- 
tained. At  the  Spring  Assizes  there 
was  again  a  faihire  of  justice.  One 
hundred  and  seventeen  cases  were  re- 
ported, but  only  five  prisoners  were  tried, 
and  only  one  was  convicted  of  common 
assault.  The  Judge  stated  on  that  occa- 
sion that  it  was  not  possible  to  try  any 
cases  in  that  county  without  open  con- 
tempt of  the  law.  Yet  they  were  told 
that  the  condition  of  Clare  was  satis- 
factory, and  that  it  never  was  iu  a  better 
state. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  said,  what  be 
bad  stated  was  that  the  figures 
showed  that  there  was  less  crime  in 
Clare  now  than  there  had  been  for  a 
long  time.  How  long  that  would  remain 
the  case  ho  did  not  know,  if  evictions 
went  on  at  Bodyke  and  other  places  in 
the  county.  If  the  evictions  continued 
he  would  not  answer  for  the  future. 

Mr.  Barton 


Mr.  barton  said,  the  hon.  Member's 

interruption  confirmed  his  statement,  that 
the  peace  in  Ireland  did  not  stand  upon  a 
permanent  foundation,  and  if  that  was 
the  case  who  would  argue  that  there  waa 
any  ground  for  repealing  the  Crimes 
Act  ?  The  Chief  Secretary  himself  had 
described  Clare  as  a  *'  black  area,"  and 
as  a  disgrace  to  civilisation. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  was  a  long 
time  ago.  • 

Mr.  barton  :  WiU  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tell  us  it  is  in  a  more  satis- 
factory condition  to-day  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  Yes. 

Mb.  barton  said,  he  would  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  failure 
of  juries  to  convict  was  one  of  the  ele- 
ments to  be  dealt  with.  When  juries 
failed  to  convict,  prosecutors  were  afnud 
to  prosecute.  The  Judge,  in  hiit  Charge 
at  the  Assizes  last  year,  said  that  one  of 
the  worst  results  of  the  failure  of  justice 
that  had  occurred  at  Assizes  after  Assises 
was  that  no  man  would  undertake  an 
abortive  prosecution,  which  would  only 
throw  fresh  odium  and  hatred  upon  him- 
self. He  greatly  feared  that  that  might 
be  a  reasou  for  the  Chief  Secretary's 
statement  that  the  number  of  prosecutions 
was  falling  off.  But  had  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  shown  that  the 
Crimes  Act  was  one  which  be  would  take 
the  responsibility  of  repealing  ?  He  told 
the  House  on  the  7th  of  July  last  that 

"  If  he  were  persuaded  that  the  power  uf 
change  of  venue  and  ot  Becaring  special  juries 
would  put  an  end  to  tbia  state  of  tniogs,  which 
all  deplored,  no  amount  of  things  he  bail  xaid  in 
the  past,  and  no  sense  of  mortification  at 
hRvinii;^  unsay  them,  would  prevent  him  from 
taking  tboAe  powers." 

The  Chief  Secretary  would  be  willing,  if 
necessity  arose,  to  take  these  powers. 
Was  he  going  to  deprive  others  of  them  ? 
Would  be  take  the  responsibility,  in 
the  face  of  these  facts,  of  removing 
this  Act  from  the  Statute  Book  ? 
But  they  had  better  and  more  direct 
guidance  on  this  question  even  than  that 
given  by  the  Chief  Secretary.  Looking 
to  the  future,  tliey  had  to  ask  whether 
there  was  likely  to  be  any  necessity  for 
using  this  Act  again.  They  had  the  plain 
answer  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo^ 
who  had  clearly  declared  his  views,  as  to 
the  nature  of  the  present  order,  why  it 
existed,  and  how  long  it  was  likely  to 
last.  He  said  the  reasou  why  they  had 
not  encouraged  agitation  in  Ireland  was 
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beoanse  they  had  a  Government  in  power 
who  were  doing  their  best  to  give  the 
whole  governraeot  of  the  country  into 
the  bands  of  the  Irish  people.  That, 
again,  was  another  proof  that  this  peace- 
ful state  of  Ireland  was  absolutelj  con- 
ditioni^,  and  could  not  be  relied  upon  as  an 
argument  for  r^iealing  (his  Act.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Majo  went  on  to  saj 
that  if  the  Tories  got  back  to  power  be- 
fore Home  Rule  was  passed  there  would 
be  one  of  the  biggest  land  agitations 
that  had  ever  been  seen  yet,  and  that 
there  would  be  more  necessity  than  ever 
for  dealing  with  the  evicted  tenants. 
What  did  that  mean  ?  That  meant  that 
if  the  Unionist  Party  should  be  placed  in 
Office  there  wonld  be  boycotting  and  dis- 
order followed  by  crime,  a  state  of  things 
no  G-ovemment  could  contemplate  as  the 
result  of  repealing  this  Act.  He  did  not 
doubt  the  ability  of  the  hon.  Member  to 
do  much  in  the  direction  pointed  out ;  but 
if  that  were  to  follow  the  repealing  of 
this  Act  of  Parliament,  the  next  time  an 
attenapt  was  made  to  get  up  an  agitation 
the  English  people  would  not  be  so  easily 
humbugged,  nor  the  Irish  so  easily 
Aroused,  uor  Irish  tenants  so  easily  duped. 
There  must  be  mischief  if  such  a  threat 
were  carried  out,  and  at  all  events  it  was 
sufficient  warning  of  the  sheer  madness 
of  repealing  this  Act.  He  baaed  the 
dofeuee  of  the  Act  upon  the  ground  that 
it  accomplished  its  object  and  that  it  re- 
stored order  and  prosperity  in  Ireland. 
It  bad  been  admitted  that  it  did  no  harm 
to  anyone  now ;  and  It  could  not  be 
brought  into  operation  without  the  Hoase 
having  the  opportunity  to  stop  that 
operation  if  it  wished  to  do  so.  It  was 
f^r  better  that  it  should  remain  on  the 
Statute  Book  than  that  there  should  be, 
as  there  had  been  in  the  past,  a  succession 
of  spasmodic  and  fitful  Coercion  Acts, 
which  were  a  scandal,  caused  agitation, 
and  led  to  bitter  csonflicts  in  that  House 
and  the  loss  of  time  required  for  other 
bosioess.  How  many  Coercion  Acts  bad 
there  been  in  the  present  ceutary  ?  No 
less  than  28  bad  been  introduced  by 
Liberal  Governments  iu  63  years.  Such 
measures  were  by  no  means  a  monopoly 
of  the  present  Parliament  or  of  the  pre- 
sent Chief  Secretary.  During  Grattan's 
Parliament  there  were  14  Coercion  Acts 
before  1795,  and  many  more  before  1800. 
So  far  as  the  experience  of  the  past  went, 
whether  in  the  tlnited  Parliament  or  in 


the  Irish  Parliament,  they  would  see  how 
necessary  it  hod  been  to  introduce  con- 
tinuous measures  of  this  kind,  and  he 
believed  their  spasmodic  character  had 
been  the  real  obstacle  to  their  success. 
It  was  far  more  statesmanlike  and  far 
more  calculated  to  effect  the  purpose  to 
let  the  Act  remain  on  the  Statute  Book, 
and  then  months  of  weary  waiting  would 
be  saved  if  it  were  required  to  be  put  in 
operation.  Bveryone  hoped  the  time 
would  come  when  there  would  be  no 
necessity  for  exceptional  legislation  for 
Ireland  ;  but  in  the  face  of  recent  history, 
of  what  they  all  knew  of  the  present 
condition  of  Ireland,  and  of  the  threats 
he  had  quoted  which  had  been  held  out, 
nobody  could  say  thot  that  time  had  yet 
arrived.  He  felt  satisfied  that  in  resisting 
this  Bill  he  was  not  open  to  any  charge 
.by  hon.  Members  from  Irelaud,  while 
he  was  convinced  he  was  discharging  his 
duty  to  his  Irish  fellow-countrymen  and 
his  constituents.  No  Act  of  recent  times 
had  been  of  greater  public  benefit  than 
this,  and  it  would  be  a  mistaken  and 
most  unwise  course  to  entertain  for  a 
moment  the  notion  under  present  circum- 
stances of  depriving  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment of  the  means  of  once  for  all  restoring 
order  and  peace  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  SETON-KARR  (St.  Helens) 
seconded  the  Amendment  for  the  same 
reason  which  prompted  him  on  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  iu  1882.  It  was  not 
often  that  an  English  Member  had  the 
opportunity  of  interreuing  in  an  Irish 
Debate.  He  admitted  that  the  Act  was 
an  exceptional  piece  of  legislation,  and 
he  did  uot  support  it  simply  because 
it  was  brought  in  by  the  Leaders  of  his 
own  Party  :  but  he  supported  it  because 
he  believed  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  welfare  of  Ireland.  What  was 
the  grievance  on  which  Irish  Members 
rested  this  demand  ?  No  case  had  been 
made  out  now  for  repealing  it.  It  could 
never  have  touched  a  single  honest  man 
in  Ireland. 

Mr«  W.  REDMOND :  I  beg  your 
pardon  ;  it  touched  me. 

Mr.  SETON-KARR  hoped  he  had  not 
inadvertently  touched  the  lioii.  Member, 
but  in  that  case  it  probably  was  the 
misfortune  and  not  the  fault  of  the  hon. 
Member ;  be  must  have  been  in  bad  com- 
pany. It  had  never  touched  any  man 
who  did  not  deserve  it.  They  were  asked 
to  vote  for  the  repeal  of  this  Act  on  the 
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groand  that  it  was  an  exceptional  measure. 
But  wfaj  need  it  be  exoeptional  ?  He 
would  make  this  offer  :  that,  if  either  the 
Grovernment  or  my  Irish  Member  would 
propose  to  extend  the  Act  to  the  rest  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  he  would  support 
them.  If  that  were  done  a  great  cause  of 
complaint  would  be  removed.  But  the 
one  thing  that  convinced  him  that  the 
Act  was  neoesBar7  in  Ireland  at  the  time 
it  was  passed  was  that  trial  by  jury  did 
not  operate  in  that  conntiy.  The  present 
state  of  Ireland  justified  the  passing  of 
the  Act,  and  it  would  be  better  to  keep  it 
and  so  save  the  time  that  would  have  to 
be  spent  in  passing  another  Act  if  the 
weapon  of  exceptional  legislation  again 
became  necessary.  It  was  said  that 
Parliament  could  pass  the  Bill  if 
necesBary  in  another  Session ;  but 
there  had  been  a  sufficient  waste  of  time 
last  year,  when  every  Member  of  the 
House  was  impressed  with  so  great  a 
scandal.  Ko  responsibility  had  been 
bnraght  home  to  Uie  men  who  necessi- 
tated that  situation  ;  and  the  result  had 
been  that  the  English  Members,  repre- 
presenting  five-sixths  of  the  interests  of 
the  Unite<l  Kingdom,  had  all  their 
measureH  of  domestic  reform  thrown 
back  or  shelved.  He  offered  that  argu- 
ment to  English  Members  in  every  part 
of  the  HousCf  and  they  should  not  de- 
prive themselves  of  a  weapon  which  had 
been  bo  successful  in  dealing  with  an 
exomitional  state  of  things  in  Ireland 
in  ue  past  which  they  had  been 
threatened  on  good  authority  might  recur. 
He  believed  that  in  the  present  condition 
of  affairs  English  Members  would  be 
false  to  the  interests  of  tbeir  coustitnents 
and  their  country  if  they  allowed  even 
the  possibility  of  such  waste  of  time.  If 
a  Unionist  Goverument  came  into  power 
it  was  quite  possible,  were  the  Bill  re- 
pealed, that  tbey  would  have  a  return  in 
Ireland  of  the  state  of  affairs  which  pre- 
vailed in  1887  ;  they  would  have  a  fresh 
agitation  set  on  foot,  and  the  loyalist 
minority  would  be  threatened  and  boy 
cotted.  Another  Coercion  Act  would 
then  be  required,  and  what  in  such  cir- 
cumstances would  become  of  the  legisla- 
tive reforms  which  English  Members 
desired  to  see  carried  ?  All  the  time  of 
the  House  would  again  be  taken  up  with 
the  question  of  coercion.  It  was  there- 
fore in  theu:  own  interest  that  English 
Manbers  should  oppose  the  repeal  the 

Jfr.  SeUm-Karr 


Act.  Let  the  Act  remain  on  the  shelf  to 
be  brought  down  only  as  necessity  might 
require.  Irish  Members  might  believe 
him  when  he  said  that  he  had  no  desire 
to  assist  in  passing  what  were  called 
coeroive  measures  for  Ireland  unless 
there  ms  absolute  necessity  for  it.  He 
thought  the  ease  had  been  amply  made 
out,  and,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he 
should  be  only  too  glad  to  support  uni- 
versal legislation  of  this  kind  were  it 
thought  to  be  necessary.  But  bearing  in 
mind  the  time,  trouble,  and  responsibility 
incurred  in  passing  the  Bill  in  the  past, 
and  the  fact  that  its  operation  had  so  re- 
dounded to  the  benefit  and  prosperity  of 
Ireland,  as  well  as  of  the  United  King- 
dom, he  did  tarust  every  English  Membor 
wonld  oppose  the  repeal  of  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this 
day  six  months." — (Mr.  Barton.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  WYNDHAM  (Dover)  hoped  he 
would  not  be  guilty  of  discourtesy  if  In 
the  absence  of  the  Mover  and  Seconder 
of  the  Bill  he  pointed  out  that  their 
speeches  had  afforded  convincing  proof 
of  the  inconvenience  and  even  afasiudit^ 
of  approaching  questions  of  Uiat  magni- 
tude on  a  Wednesday  afternoon.  H« 
would  be  the  last  person  to  di^Mragei 
those  speeches,  for  they  all  enjoyed  the 
breezy  geniality  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Colonel,  and  they  also  listened  with  re- 
spectful attention  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Clare  ;  but  he  put  it  to  both  hon. 
Gentlemen  and  to  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  as  well,  whethor 
those  speeches  were  calculated  to  induce 
the  House  to  reverse  its  decision  upon  a 
great  measure  of  policy  solemnly  under- 
taken some  years  ago  ?  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Mover  dilated  on  the  question  bf 
trial  by  jury,  but  the  Chief  Secretary 
knew  that  he  (Mr.  Wyndham)  could 
bring  forward  sheaves  of  quotations  from 
speeches  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  colleagues  referring  to  the  diffi- 
culty of  obtaining  convictions  in  Ireland, 
The  present  Secretary  for  War,  in  1885^ 
said  they  could  not  be  sure  of  getting  a 
conviction  on  the  clearest  evidence^  and 
it  was  not  merely  reasonable  but  it  was 
necessary  to  provide  some  measure  to 
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ov6Tcom«  that  diffioultj.  The  right 
hon.  Geatleman  added  that  such  a 
meMUTQ  might  verj  well  be  made  part  of 
the  penuaneot  law  of  the  land.  He 
quoted  this  to  show  that  the  measure 
before  the  House  dealt  with  a  vast 
question  of  policy  ap<a  which  both 
Fartiea  in  the  House  bad  held 
opinions  antagoniatio  to  those  put 
forward  by  the  Uover  of  the  Bill. 
Both  Parties  in  the  State  had  at  one  time 
or  another  encountered  the  difficulty  of 
not  being  able  to  secure  verdicts  in 
accordance  with  the  evidence,  and  both 
sides  had  been  forced  to  resort  to  excep- 
tional and  repressive  legislation  in  order 
to  fill  up  tbat  defect  in  the  social 
condition  of  Ireland.  But  oould  they 
discuss  the  social  conditions  of  Ireland 
daring  the  last  30  years  in  the  course  ol 
a  Debate  of  three  or  four  hours  ?  Were 
they  to  be  asked  to  give  their  verdict  on 
the  two  speeches  they  had  heard,  fol- 
lowed by  what  seemed  to  be  a  conspiracy 
of  silence  ?  Could  tbey  be  expected 
under  such  circumstances  to  reverse  the 
d^nite  and  deliberate  policy  of  the 
Unionist  Party  with  regard  to  Ireland  ? 
What  subjects  did  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  deal  with  i  Trial  by  jury, 
change  of  venue,  special  juries,  prison 
treatment,  capabilities  of  Magistrate^, 
thediscipline  of  the  police, and  a  thousand 
other  matters  which  had  nothing  on  earth 
to  do  with  the  principle  of  adopting  re- 
pressive legislation  for  Ireland.  The 
House  was  being  asked  to  re[n'oduce  in 
four  hours  a  three  months'  Delwte  on  the 
Crimes  Act,  aod  long  and  protracted  De- 
bates on  the  Irish  Estimates  of  six  years. 
Anybody  who  remembered  the  Debates 
on  jury-packing,  prison  treatment,  the 
unfortunate  death  of  Mandeville,  and 
many  other  topics,  would  feel  the  absurdity 
of  asking  them  to  determine  a  principle 
of  policy  in  a  Debate  hampered  by  faint 
ecboea  of  ancient  controversy.  Tbey  had 
become  f«nt,  and  hon.  Members  had  been 
sitting  like  Rip  Van  Winkles  listening  to 
references  to  topics  the  mere  mention  of 
which  at  one  time  produced  storms  of 
angry  recrimination.  But  now  they  were 
met  with  good-tempered  laughter,  not 
because  their  moral  nature  bad  been  re- 
formed, but  because  they  had  learned  the 
emptiness  and  hollownesB  of  such  pro- 
ceedings. He  had  been  glad  to  forget 
the  minor  details — such  as  the  weight 
ud  ages  of  iffisonera — which  were  so 


impressed  on  bis  mind  when  these  con- 
troversies raged  ;  he  hoped  nothing 
said  that  afternoon  would  rescue 
them  from  the  oblivion  into  which 
they  had  passed  ;  and  he  certainly  had 
no  wish  to  stir  up  ancient  memories 
by  criticising  the  acts  of  men  which  the 
Unionist  Party  hdd  to  be  blameworthy 
and  illegal,  but  which  were  delibmtely 
done  as  a  protest  against  the  Crimes 
Act.  He  wished  to  take  advantage  of 
that  lull  in  the  storm  of  controversy  and 
to  ask  the  House  to  look  upon  these 
matters  in  the  light  of  the  relation  of 
law  to  social  order,  and  to  look  upon 
this  Act  as  one  event  in  an  historical 
series  of  events.  If  they  did  that  the 
first  thing  which  must  stiiketbem  would 
be  the  ludicrous  similarity  between  the 
position  of  the  Govenimeut  to-day  and 
that  of  the  Tory  Government  of  1886. 
Both  were  in  Office  by  virtue  of  Irish 
votes.  The  Tory  Govemment  allowed 
the  Crimes  Act  to  lapse,  but  he  did  not 
think  that  by  reason  of  that  action  they 
were  open  to  the  cimrge  of  cynicism  so 
often  levelled  against  them  by  the  pre- 
sent Administration.  A  Government 
took  Office  in  order  to  do  more  things 
than  one  ;  it  sought  to  achieve  many 
matters  of  the  highest  importance,  and 
it  could  not  sacrifice  itself  upon  one 
matter  which  constituted  only  an  item 
in  its  programme.  No  doubt  if  right 
lion.  Gentlemen  opposite  voted  that  after- 
noon in  support  of  the  repeal  of  the 
Crimes  Act  they  would  be  voting  in 
accordance  w  ith  their  consciences.  Now,  ha 
would  like  to  consider  this  question  in  the 
light  of  the  alternations  between  Acts  of' 
Coercion  and  measures  of  conciliation. 
This  was  an  old  story,  because  they 
found  both  Parties  during  the  last  25 
years  alternatively  passing  exceptional 
legislation  and  men  announcing  that  they 
were  going  to  give  it  up  in  favour  of  a 
policy  of  conciliation.  This  see-saw 
policy  had  gone  on  all  tlut  time,  and 
would  go  on  until  both  political  Putias 
adopted  finally  one  plau  or  another  of  a 
sufficiently  drastic  and  adequate  cbarac* 
ter.  They  were  asked,  rf^s' Evening  ito" 
repeal  the  Crimes  Act  of  IU87  simply 
because  it  bad  coniqced  to  social  order 
in  Ireland.  They  passed  the  Crimes  Act 
of  1887  iu  order  to  bring  the  law  into 
harmony  with  social  order  in  Ireland. 
The  Home  fiule  Bill,  according  to  it» 
author,  was  introduced  for  the  same  pur- 
Digitized  by  Google 


771  Criminal  Law  ^  Procedure  {COUm'SS}   (Ireland)  Aet  (1887)  ^e.  772 


pose.  It  was  then,  and  was  still,  a 
question  how  social  order  could  be  re- 
conciled with  the  law  in  Ireland — how 
just  verdicts  from  juries  could  be  secured, 
the  rights  of  property  protected,  aod  the 
intimidation  of  the  subject  prevented. 
Two  alternatives  had  been  presented  to 
secure  this  object — exceptional  legisla- 
tion and  Home  Rule  for  Ireland.  Par- 
liament had  adopted  the  former,  and  re- 
jected Home  Rule  in  1886.  It  would 
be  fatal  if  the  Government  that  afternoou 
went  back  from  the  point  at  which  Par- 
liament arrived  in  1886 — the  point  of 
deciding  between  effective  and  per- 
manent legislation  of  an  exceptional 
character  and  an  ample  measure  of  Home 
Bule.  If  the  Government,  in  spite  of  the 
experience  of  1885,  reverted  to  a  policy 
of  endeavouring  to  govern  Ireland  under 
the  ordinary  law,  whilst  withholding 
from  it  the  demand  for  Home  Rnle, 
they  would  be  doomed  to  meet 
again  with  disappointment  and  failure. 
He  admitted  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  was  entitled  to  vote  for 
this  Motion  to-day,  but  only  on  the  con- 
dition that  he  introduced  a  Home  Rule 
Bill  on  Monday.  His  Party  had  recog- 
nised the  fact  that  in  Ireland  you  could 
not  be  sure  of  getting  juries  to  convict, 
and  that  there  were  some  convictions 
that  were  justifiable,  some  that  were  not, 
and  cases  in  which  they  were  indeed 
sometimes  good,  sometimes  bad,  and 
sometimes  indifferent.  But  the  fact 
stood  the  siimc.  It  was  true,  then,  that  iu 
1886  you  could  not  be  sure  of  getting  n 
conviction  from  a  jnry.  Was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  sure 
that  they  would  be  able  to  get  a  convic- 
tion now  ?  The  late  Prime  Minister 
said  it  was  not  to  be  denied  that  there 
was  great  interference  with  individual 
liberty  in  the  shape  of  intimida- 
tion. He  asked  whether  there  was  no 
intimidation  now,  and  whether,  if  the 
Chief  Secretary  and  his  Party  should  be 
driven  from  Office,  they  might  not  get 
more  intimidation,  and  be  unable  again 
to  ^ratect  the  property  of  the  landlords 
or  to  get  convicftions  from  juries  ?  He 
aaid  that  the  oldVlifficnItics  were  still 
there,  and  If  there  wus  any  difference  it 
was  only  a  difference  6i  degree,  and  one 
npon  which  they  could  ^t  count.  These 
were  the  three  glaring  defects  in  the 
social  order  in  Ireland  iHiich  no  re- 
sponsible Minister  could  looic  at  with 

Mr,  fVyndkam 


equanimity.  The  late  Prime  Minister  laid 
down  as  the  fruit  of  ripe  experience  that 
there  were  only  two  alternative  cures  for 
social  disorder  in  Ireland.  One  was 
Home  Rule,  and  the  other  was  repressive 
legislation  of  a  permanent  character- 
that  was  to  say,  if  they  conid  not  get 
juries  to  convict,  they  must  have  it  in 
their  power  to  -iustitute  tribunals  which 
would  convict,  and  to  change  the 
venue  of  trial.  He  was  not  going 
this  evening  to  argue  npon  the  merits 
of  the  Crimes  Act  which  they  were 
asked  to  repeal.  He  said,  in  the  first 
place,  without  deciding  upon  its  merits, 
it  was  their  plan  for  dealing  with  these 
defects  iu  the  social  condition  of  Ireland, 
and  that  it  was  the  late  Prime  Minister's 
alternative  plan,  and  that  by  implication 
he  was  bound  to  maintain  the  Crimes 
Act,  which  contained  a  great  many  of  the 
provisions  which  be  himself  had  stated 
were  necessary.  The  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land had  admitted  also  that  a  good  many 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Crimes  Act  were 
the  settled  policy  of  the  Party  to  which 
he  belouginl  in  the  absence  of  Home 
Rule.  Therefore,  some  kind  of  Crimes 
Act,  closely  resembling  the  Crimes  Act 
in  question  this  eveuing  was  the  second 
string  of  the  Government  bow,  and  they 
could  not  repeal  that  Act  unless  they 
were  prepared  forthwith  to  introduce  a 
Home  Rule  Bill  again.  Again  he  wonld 
point  out  that  one  of  the  alternatives  had 
more  authority  drawu  from  the  sanction 
of  that  House  than  the  other.  The 
Crimes  Act  was  passed  by  a  majority  of 
101  on  its  Second  Reading.  The  Third 
Reading  was  passed  by  a  majority  of  87. 
They  knew  that  if  the  Government 
drummed  up  all  their  supporters  th^ 
could  not  command  a  majority  such  as 
that  this  evening.  They  might  say  that 
the  country  at  the  last  General  Election 
voted  against  the  plan  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  for  dealing  with  social  dis- 
order in  Ireland.  That  was  a  plausible 
argument;  but  if  the  late  Prime  Minister 
was  right  in  laying  down  that  these  were 
the  only  two  surviving  alternative 
plans  for  governing  Ireland,  it  became 
necessary  to  find  out  which  plan 
was  accepted  by  the  country  with  any 
authority.  But  they  knew  perfectly  well 
that  the  only  reason  which  prevented  the 
Government  from  adopting  that  altenia- 
tive  policy  was  that  they  felt  they  dared 
not  go  to  the  coantry  on  the  question  of 
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Home  Rule.  Therefore,  if  the  Govern- 
meDt  %'oted  for  the  Motion,  kuowiog  that 
they  could  not  get  the  country  tu  agree 
that  Home  Rule  was  better  than  excep- 
tional legislation,  tbey  did  so  simply  to 
please  tlieir  Irish  supporters  by  allowing 
exceptional  legislation  to  lapse.  He 
argued  that  the  Government  were  com 
mitted  to  the  Crimes  Act  of  Ib87  or  to 
aometbiog  like  it ;  and  tliey  were  espe- 
cially committed  to  some  of  its  pro* 
visions  because  they  IumI  declared  that 
u  aless  Home  R  ule  was  grau  ted 
some  such  legislation  was  neces- 
sary. He  believed  that  if  the  Coercion 
Act  lapsed,  the  Government  could  not 
even  prevent  the  carrying  of  arms,  and 
so  would  be  unable  to  keep  order  in 
Ulster.  He  knew  that  his  argu- 
ment was  an  opportunist  argument,  not 
dealing  with  the  merits  of  the  Act,  He 
must  say  that  he  believed  that  the  Act 
was  a  good  one,  and  that  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House  was  a  mischievous  one. 
Mischievous  as  it  was,  it  was  also  inop- 
portune. Upon  one  thing  they  were 
agreed,  and  tlmt  was  as  to  the  value  of 
Parliamentary  time.  They  saw  that  for 
two  years  practically  all  English  legisla- 
tion had  been  hung  up.  [Mr.  J.  MoK- 
LKY  :  The  Parish  Councils  Bill.]  Well, 
that  was  the  only  measure.  They  had 
failed  either  through  their  fault  or  tlieir 
misfortune  to  pass  any  Bill  but  one.  The 
waste  of  time  hitherto  had  been  caused  by 
the  merely  negative  method  of  bringing 
in  Bills  of  such  a  character  and  in  such 
numbers  as  to  prevent  all  chance  of  any 
of  them  passing.  But  there  were  far 
more  drastic  methods  of  wasting  time. 
They  -wasted  only  the  present  time  if 
they  failed  to  pass  Bills.  If  they  passed 
bad  Bills,  they  wasted  the  future  time 
needed  for  their  repeal ;  while  if  they 
repealed  good  laws  they  wasted  the  time 
of  the  present  and  the  past,  and  also 
time  in  the  future,  which  would  be  needed 
tor  their  re^nactment.  That  was  the 
plan  of  the  boo.  and  gallant  Member  this 
afternoon.  [Colonel  Nolan  :  I  am  re- 
pealing a  bad  Bill.]  Of  course,  his  hoo. 
and  gallant  Friend  was  eutif:led  to  say 
that.  But  to  support  his  argument  he 
might  refer  to  The  Daily  Netcg,  That 
newspaper  explained  that  it  was  not 
sufficient  for  a  measure  to  be  a  good 
meaaure,  but  that  meaaune  of  positive 
legislation  most  be  giTen  precedeDce  in 
accordaiice  with  urgency.  .Consequently, 


bad  Bills  could  only  be  repealed  if  there 
was  urgency.  He  asked  whether  this 
was  the  time  of  day  to  look  up  the 
Statute  Book  iu  order  to  find  had  laws, 
so  that  they  might  set  themselves  to  re- 
peal them  ?  If  they  wanted  to  repeal 
bad  laws,  there  was  the  Lord's  Day 
Observance  Act,  with  which  they  might 
very  well  dispense.  Before  they  could 
vote  for  the  measure  brought  forward 
this  evening  it  must  be  proved  that  the 
Crimes  Act  of  1887  was  injurious,  and 
that  it  was  inflicting  present  injury,  and 
that  that  injury  was  of  so  grave  a  charac- 
ter that  it  raised  in  the  minority  upon 
which  it  was  inflicted  a  deep  and  pas- 
sionate sense  of  injustice,  and  that  the 
people  of  the  country  should  have  given 
unmistakable  signs  that  they  preferred 
the  policy  of  ttie  Government  to  the  plan 
of  the  Conservative  Party. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  that  but  for  tlie  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Clare,  he  should  have  been 
content  to  have  given  a  silent  vote  upon 
this  Bill.  Ho  was  perfectly  content  to 
rest  his  vote  on  the  speech  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Armagh.  But  he  wished  to  draw  atten- 
tion to  a  statement  of  the  hou.  Member 
for  Clare.  That  hou.  Member  had  said 
that  the  Crimes  Act  had  heen  a  failure. 
He  wished  to  show  from  a  Parliamentary 
Return  that  one  of  the  most  important 
provisions  of  the  Act,  so  far  from  having 
proved  a  failure,  had  proved  a  great  suc- 
cess. If  he  asked  any  Member  below 
the  Gangway  opposite  to  which  clause  of 
the  Act  he  had  the  greatest  objection,  he 
would  undoubtedly  say  the  1st  clause, 
which  authorised  secret  inquiries.  ["  No, 
no  !"]  At  any  rate,  that  was  the  clause 
most  flercely  resisted  in  the  House.  It  was 
quite  accurate  to  say  that  that  clause  had 
not  had  any  eflect  in  County  Clare.  The 
inquiries  held  with  reference  to  the  com- 
mission of  gross  offences  resulted  in  the 
defeat  of  the  authorities.  But  he  would 
take  another  county  which  for  a  long 
time  rivalled  Clare  in  disorder  —  the 
County  of  Kerry.  Six  inquiries  were 
held  under  the  first  section  of  the  Crimes 
Act.  What  was  the  result?  In  five 
out  of  the  six  cases  prosecutions  took 
place  and  convictions  followed.  He  did 
not  want  the  House  to  -  run  away  with 
the  idea  that  these  were  trifling  offences. 
The  first  case  was  oue  of  firing  at  and 
wounding,  and  the  inquiry  resulted  in  ik 
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prosecution  and  conviction  and  a  sentence 
of  20  years'  penal  servitude.  The  second 
case  was  one  of  attacking  a  dwelling- 
house  and  firing  at  the  person.  In  that 
also  a  ooDTiction  was  obtained.  The  four 
others  were  cases  of  murder.  Id  the 
first  there  was  a  conviction  and  execu- 
tion ;  in  the  second,  he  admitted,  the 
inquiry  was  abandoned ;  in  the  third  a 
man  was  convicted  and  exeonted ;  and 
in  the  last  two  men  were  convicted  and 
sentenced  to  death.  In  all  these  cases 
secret  inquiries  were  held  only  be- 
cause it  was  impossible  to  get  evi- 
dence in  any  other  way,  and  if  the 
Crimes  Act  had  not  contained  that 
clause  it  would  have  been  impossible  to 
prosecute.  Was  it  not  a  good  thing,  a 
righteous  and  wise  thing,  to  get  evidence 
even  by  these  means  in  order  to  pnniah 
and  convict  these  criminals  ?  The  Chief 
Secretary  was  now  asked  to  part  with 
that  power ;  but  nothing  was  more  certain 
than  that,  if  an  ontbreaJE  of  crime  should 
again  occur  in  Ireland  and  this  Repeal 
Bill  was  carried,  such  atrocious  criminals 
must  escape,  or  the  House  must  pass 
months  in  passing  another  Act.  The 
Chief  Secretary  said  that  the  state  of 
County  Clare  was  tolerably  satisfactory. 
[Mr.  J.  MoRLEY  :  I  said,  "  Much  more 
satisfactory."]  He  thought  that  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  went  a  little  fur- 
ther than  that.  But  not  long  ago  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that  a 
part  of  Clare,  Limerick^  and  Cork  formed 
a  black  area  which  was  an  absolate  dis- 
grace to  civilisation.  What  was  the 
position  to-day  ?  Was  it  not  the  case 
that  in  this  area  agrarian  crime  conld  be 
committed  with  absolute  impunity  ?  In 
the  first  place,  a  most  effective  police  force 
was  unable  to  detect  it,  and  in  the  few 
cases  in  which  it  was  detected  and 
offenders  were  brought  to  trial  the  only 
chance  of  getting  a  conviction  for  an 
offence  committed  in  County  Clare  was 
to  have  the  case  tried  out  of  the  county. 
Assizes  were  held  year  after  year  in  the 
County  of  Clare,  and  evidence  was  given, 
but  a  jury  failed  to  convict.  [^A  laugh.'] 
He  knew  what  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
kinghing  about.  They  were  laughing 
about  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien.  Ever  since 
1882,  when  he  presided  over  the  Phoenix 
Park  trials  and  the  Lough  Mask  murder 
trials,  he  had  carried  his  life  in  his  hand. 
That  was  why  hon.  Members  laughed. 
What  happened  nniversally  in  the  County 

Mr.  r.  ¥F,  Buueli 


of  Clare  was  this — that  at  the  Spring  and 
Summer  Assizes  it  was  absolutely  im- 
possible to  get  any  conviction  for  agrarian 
offences  no  matter  what  the  evidence  was. 

No,  no  I "]  What  was  the  use  of  saying 
No,  no  '*  when  the  records  were  before 
the  country  ? 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  la  it  not  the 
fact  that  the  great  majority  of  prisoners 
brought  up  at  these  Assizes  are  charged 
with  ordinary  crime,  and  that  the  diffi- 
culty of  obtaining  a  verdict  of  guilty 
from  the  jury  arises  from  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  is  in  the  habit  of 
passing  outrageous  sentences  ? 

•Mr.-T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  knew 
nothing  of  the  kind  ;  therefore  he  was  not 
going  to  answer  the  question.  The 
Chief  Secretary  knew  that  the  only 
chance  the  Crown  had  in  the  County  of 
Clare,  or  had  had  for  some  time  back,  had 
been  that  these  special  agrarian  or 
political  offences  shonld  be  tried  ont  of 
the  county,  and,  fortunately  for  die 
Crown  and  for  society,  the  Winter 
Assize  Act  furnished  a  means  for  that. 
The  Chief  Secretary  knew  that  he  had 
secured  convictions  for  offences  com- 
mitted in  Clare  when  they  were  tried  in 
Cork,  which  he  never  would  have  secured 
if  they  had  been  tried  in  Eniiis,  County 
Clare.  As  far  as  these  three  areas  were 
concerned,  agrarian  crime  could  be  com- 
mitted in  them  with  absolute  impunity, 
and  in  face  of  ithat  state  of  things  the 
House  was  asked  to  part  with  the  Crimes 
Act.  He  maintained  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  ought  to  have  used  the  mea- 
sure in  these  areas  before  now.  It  was 
cruel  to  the  people  in  the  parts  of  the 
country  affected  to  ask  them  to  live  under 
the  conditions  they  had  been  forced  to 
live  under  during  the  last  two  years. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  compelled 
them  to  do  so  simply  and  solely  because 
he  declined  to  use  the  powers  which  this 
Act  gave  him.  It  was  too  mnch  to  ask 
Parliament  >to  give  np  these  powers 
which  oonid  be  used  in  the  areas  indi- 
cated with  such  effect  now  and  vhit^ 
might  have  to  be  used  in  the  future  in 
Ireland.  The  hon.  Member  for  Armagh 
had  pointed  to  a  speech  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo,  and  had 
said  that  that  hon.  Member  had  given 
them  a  warning  in  his  speech  at 
Lurgan  in  December  last.  He  (Mr.  T. 
W.  Russell)  did  not  complain  of  that 
speeoli.     iVobably  it  was  the  most 
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foolish  speech  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Jlifayo  ever  delivered— 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON :  And  that  is 
saying  a  good  deal. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  I 
•Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  the 
speech  was  foolish  from  thatstand-pcHnt. 
It  was  also  foolish  to  tiireaten  in  advance. 
While  he  did  not  donbt  the  hon.  Member's 
wtUingoess  to  embarrass  anj  future 
GoTemmeot  in  Ireland  that  would  not  do 
his  bidding,  he  was  not  qntte  so  sure  of 
the  hon.  Member^s  power  to  oarry  out 
his  threats.  In  his  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russeirs) 
opinion,  one  set  of  evicted  tenante  was. 
quite  enough  for  this  century.  He 
believed  that  the  Irish  tenauts  would 
think  twice  and  thrice — would  think  a 
T«7  long  time—before  they  repeated 
what  they  had  done  in  the  past  at 
the  faon.  Gentleman's  bidding.  The 
whole  country  had  seen  the  suffering  of 
those  people  ;  the  whole  country  bad 
realised  itheir  losbes,  and  no  matter  how 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  might 
threaten  any  Government  in  the  future 
he  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  thought  he  would 
find  that  he  was  the  fugleman  of  an 
imaginary  army  when  he  called  the 
tenants  out.  Therefore,  he  did  not 
attach  much  weight  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's threat  of  land  agitation  and  the 
country  being  fiUed  wi&  crime  and  dis- 
order uid  the  Crimes  Act  being  taken 
down  from  the  shelf.  But  these  times 
might  come  round  again  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  not  being  in  favour 
of  an  Irish  Parliament  managing 
Irish  afibirs,  he  was  not  prepared  that 
they  should  go  through  the  Session  of 
1 887  again  solely  because  of  the 
doctrinaire  opinions  of  hon.  Members 
sitting  on  the  Front  Ministerial  Bench 
who  were  opposed  to  the  Crinjes  Act. 
He  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  opposed  the 
repeal  of  this  Act  because  he  came  from 
m  part  of  the  country  where  they  did  not 
feel  the  grievance  of  it,  and  never  had 
done.  He  thought  it  was  of  importance 
for  them  to  realise  that  there  were  at 
least  a  couple  of  millions  of  people  in 
Ireland  who,  practically,  had  never  known 
that  there  was  what  was  called  a  Coercion 
Act  in  force  there.  Why  did  they  not 
know  it  ?  Simply  because  the  people  in 
those  parts  of  the  country  did  not  seek  to 
coerce  other  people.  Hon.  Members  below 
the  Gan^ay  opposite  were  the  greatest 
ooereionists  who  ever  existed  in  Ireland. 


They  spent  their  time  in  coercing  people 
who  did  not  agree  with  them,  and  carried 
their  coercion  to  such  an  extent  that  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  that  they  should 
be  coerced  in  turn,  so  that  other  people 
might  have  freedom.  He  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell)  came  from  a  part  of  the  country 
— he  represented  it— where  the  grievance 
of  this  Act  had  never  been  felt,  where  no 
man  had  been  tried  under  it,  because  no 
man  bad  broken  the  law  that  would  have 
brought  him  under  it,  and,  not  being 
engaged  tu  coercing  other  people,  there 
was  no  reason  why  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  should  be  at  liberty  to  coerce 
them.  The  great  mass  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  had  not  been  touched  by  this 
Aot.  The  Act  was  passed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  stopping  people  from  doing 
things  that  th^  had  no  right  to  do,  and  he 
held  that  it  would  be  al^lnte  folly  in 
the  face  of  the  work  this  Parliament 
would  hare  to  do  in  the  future  to  repeal 
this  Act— which  was  not  in  operation  in 
any  part  of  Ireland,  and  was  hurting  no 
one — when  they  might  in  the  course  of 
a  few  years  have  to  devote  months  to 
the  work  of  re-enacting  it.  He  should 
vote  for  the  Amendment. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Mohlby,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Dover  in  his  very  interesting  and,  I 
may  say,  witty  speech,  congratulated  the 
House  on  the  fact  that  we  are  <Hily 
listening  to  the  faint  echo  of  anoientoon- 
troversies  of  which  I  have  no  wish  to 
revive  the  memory.  The  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  characteristically 
endeavours  to  make  the  echo  more  than 
faint.  He  has  talked  about  the  doctri- 
naire opinions  that  prevail  on  this  Bench, 
and  I  presume  that  in  using  that  word, 
with  which  I  am  only  too  familiar,  he 
intends  to  apply  it  to  me.  I  think  that, 
on  the  whole,  Uie  condition  of  Lreland  to- 
day under  the  doctrinaire  rule  oontraats 
very  favonrably  with  its  condition  nndw 
any  other  rule  that  it  has  passed  nnder 
for  very  many  years.  But  before  we  go 
into  the  larger  and  more  apposite  ques- 
tion raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dover, 
I  should  like  first  to  say  a  few  words  as 
to  some  of  the  details  raised  in  the  speech 
—of  which  I  do  not  complain — of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone.  The  hon. 
Member  talked  about  the  enormity  of 
dropping  Seetion  1  of  the  Crimes  Act, 
which  authorifles  oonrtsof  secret  inqniry. 
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The  hoD.  Member  quoted— «ud  be  was 

qairc  right  in  doing  so  from  a  contro- 
troversiul  point  of  view — the  one  case 
which  uo  doubt  does  seem  to  show  that 
the  conviction  followed  from  holdiug  this 

secret  inquiry  

Mr.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  :  I  admitted 
that  these  iuqairies  had  failed  in  County 
Clare. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  He  quoted  the 
case  of  Kerry.  But  you  cannot  have 
regard  to  this  clause  without  viewing  its 
operation  as  a  whole.  Now,  accoi^ing 
to  the  Jteturn  moved  for  by  the  hon. 
Member  himself,  there  were  31  of  these 
inquiries  held,  and  convictions  were  ob- 
tained iu  11  cases,  and  in  1 1  cases  only, 
and  of  theee  11  five  were  obtained  in 
County  Kerry.  I  do  not  say  for  a  moment 
that  U  convictions  out  of  31  eases  are 
not  worth  having  ;  but  iu  the  worst 
places,  especially  in  County  Clare,  the 
three  inquiries  which  were  held  there 
under  the  very  skilful  magistrate  who 
held  the  Inquiries  in  Kerry  and  who  held 
the  inquiry  in  Dubliu  the  other  day,  these 
inquiries  brought  nothing  to  light  and 
they  might  just  as  well  never  have  been 
held.  Take  Dubliu  itself.  I  have  been 
reproached,  I  think  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Clare,  with  myself  authorising  the 
holding  of  courts  of  secret  inquiry. 

Mr.  W.  R£DMO^^D  :  Hear,  hear  ! 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  :  There  have  been, 
in  all,  three  courts  of  secret  inquiry  held 
in  Dublin  from  the  winter  of  1891  under 
the  Explosives  Act,  one  under  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  and  two  during  the  time 
we  have  been  in  Office.  First  of  all,  I 
point  out  that  these  inquiries  were  held 
under  the  general  law,  a  law  prevailing 
as  much  in  England  and  Scotland  as  it 
does  iu  Ireland.  Secondly,  I  felt  that  it 
was  not  open  to  me  in  case  of  crimes  of 
this  enormity — dynamite  crimes — to  ab- 
stain from  using  auy  weapon  that  was 
Constitutionally  within  my  reach.  I  had 
no  faith  in  these  courts,  and  1  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  this  fact — that  in 
no  one  of  the  three  inquiries  was  any 
person  made  amenable,  or  was  any  evi- 
dence brought  into  them  which  could  be 
available  for  that  purpose.  And  an  ad- 
ministrator like  Lord  Spencer  himself, 
who  admits  that,  except  in  the  case  of 
the  Phaenix  Park  munlers — I  of  course 
allow  a  very  remarkable  eXceptioi>--to 
his  knowledge  and  belief,  the  secret 
inquiry  is  not  a  valuable  one  in  the  bands 


of  auy  Government.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Tyrone  talked  about  the  state  of  a 
certalu  disturbed  area,  and  I  might  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact 
that  the  Crimes  Act  was  iutrodueed  in 
1887  with  a  view  practically  to  that  area 
alone.  As  I  reminded  the  House  in  the 
Debates  on  the  Bill  of  1887,  it  was  really 
only  for  the  saku  of  ouenuxth  of  the  area 
of  Ireland  chat  this  extraonlinarily  power- 
ful engine  was  constructed  and  passed 
through  t^is  House.  It  has  been  doubted, 
and  no  one  who  heard  the  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  would  doubt,  whether 
the  conditiou  of  that  area  is  not 
as  bad  or  almost  as  bad  as  it  ever  was, 
and  is  not  bad  enough  to  reeort  tu 
exceptional  law.  The  hon.  Member 
says  that  agrarian  crime  is  prevalent  iu 
Clare — in  that  dark  area  of  a  corner 
of  Kerry,  a  corner  of  Limerick,  a  piece 
of  Cork,  and  a  good  deal,  but  not  all,  of 
Clare.  He  says  I  ought  to  have  used 
powers  which  I  oould  have  used  by 
issuing  proclamations  under  the  Crimes 
Act  long  before  now.  Well,  the  proof 
of  these  things  has  been  the  result.  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  supposing 
for  a  year  or  two  years  I  had  placed 
Clare  again  under  proclamations  under 
the  Crimes  Act — I  do  not  believe  that 
the  condition  of  Clare  would  in  these 
circumstances  have  l>een  nearly  so  satis- 
factory as  it  is  now,  and  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  blamed  me  for  not  doing  that.  If  yoa 
did  introduce  special  criminal  law  with  all 
the  effects  which  what  is  called  coercion 
bears  on  the  minds  <£.  the  peasantry,  yon 
would  not  have,  you  could  not  have,  u^n 
your  side  any  of  Uiose  moral  forces  which 
I  have  endeavoured  to  attract  to  my  side. 
You  would  have  alt  the  old  prejudice  and 
passion  raised  instead,  as  circumstances 
seem  to  show,  of  finding  the  state  of 
things  in  County  Clare,  and  in  the  dis- 
turbed area  becoming  certainly  alleviated 
to  a  degree  which  a  year  and  a-half  ago„ 
when  I  took  this  responsible  office  I 
hold,  I  did  not  dream  of  as  being  possible 
The  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Armagh  (Mr. 
Barton)  talked  rather  at  large  about  the 
ooudition  of  this  disturbed  area,  and  the 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  seemed  to  be- 
under  the  same  impression.  I  am  able 
to  state  here  on  the  responsible 
authority  of  officers  who  have  knowiv 
Clare  for  years  and  years,  who  have 
been  in  contact  with  the  disorderly 
elements  of  its  population,  who  have 
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bad  to  investigate  offences  against 
the  law*  in  that  conntj,  that  Clare 
is  quieter  than  it  has  been  at  any 
time  aiaoe  1886.  Since  the  lat  of 
J  an  nary  of  the  present  year— -that  is  to 
aaijy  a  full  quu-ter  of  a  year-— there  have 
been  in  Clare  ontj  12  cases  of  crime  of 
all  kinds.  That  is  a  very  remarkable 
rasolt ;  and  when  the  hon.  Member  says 
I  ought  to  have  done  something  which  I 
did  not  do^  I  do  not  believe  anything  I 
oould  have  done  would  have  produced  a 
more  satisfactory  result.  But  let  us  go 
on.  Let  us  see  how  far  •  doctrinaire 
opiniooB  are  justified  or  not  justiiied  in 
the  variona  parts  of  that  dark  area.  The 
hoQ.  Member  mentioned  a  corner  of 
Kerry.  Welt,  dnring  the  20  mouths 
—the  present  Government  has  been  in 
Office  20  months — therefore,  I  offer  our 
period  of  20  months  so  compared  with 
the  {Mweding  20  months — in  the  20 
months  1890-92,  ending  Angust,  1892, 
the  reeoided  outrages  were  235.  In  onr 
2U  months  &om  August,  1892,  tilt  April, 
1894,  the  figure  of  23d  has  sunk  to  147. 
In  the  Connty  of  Cork  in  the  first 
quarter  of  1892  there  were  18  reported 
cases  over  the  disturbed  area.  In  the 
same  period  in  1893  there  were  10  cases, 
and  X  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
Hooie— «Dd  I  am  sure  they  will  take  it 
from  me  when  I  state  it  with  full  re- 
aponsibUity — -it  is  not  merely  the  decline 
in  the  numbai  vS.  these  offbuces,  it  is  the 
&ot  that  there  is  a  more  marked  improve- 
ment, if  I  may  so,  in  the  nature  of  the 
crimes  themselves.  The  orimes  were  bad 
enough  taken  as  a  whole,  but  in  the 
language— mark  you  the  technical  lan- 
gnage— of  the  official  experts,  crime  is 
now  far  less  serious  than  it  has  t>een  at 
any  previous  time. since  1886.  I  would 
like  to  say  one  word  or  two  as  to  how 
this  has  been  effected.  It  has  been 
efieeted  largely,  no  doubt,  by  the  fact  that 
there  is  to  a  certain  extent  a  sympathy 
with  the  present  Government.  I  am 
w«U  acquainted  with  the  UheX  that  •!  am 
nproaohed  with  governing  Ireland  by 
the  aid  of  gentlonen  .below  the  6ang> 
way  and  by  the  aid  of  the  clergy.  Well, 
Mr.  Speaker,  all  I  can  say  is,  that  I 
think  a  man  is  very  unwise  who  attempts 
to  govern  Ireland  unless  he  has  got 
the  clergy  and  those  who  are  the 
leadws  of  popular  opinitm  on  his  side.  If 
U  ii  a  diCfpaea  to  uve  the  nuHml  leaders 
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of  the  community  on  the  side  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive Government,  that  is  a  disgrace  I 
am  quite  willing  to  face  and  encounter. 
But  how  has  this  improvement  been 
effected  ?  Not  merely  by  the  fact  that 
certain  moral  and  popular  forces  have 
been  on  the  side  of  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment, but  also  because  I  knew  per- 
fectly well  that  if  yoa  were  to  attempt 
to  govern  Irehud  by  exceptional  law, 
that  was  all  the  stronger  reason  wby  you 
should  resort  to  every  means  that  the 
ordinary  law  and  vigour  of  administra- 
tion placed  within  your  reach.  And 
wbat  has  been  done  ?  There  has  been 
consistent  vigilant  patrolling.  All  the 
resources  of  police  foresight,  police 
caution,  police  supervision  have  been 
used  to  the  full,  and  that  is  what  I  have 
always  urged  since  1880,  when  I  first 
ventured  to  press  upon  the  attention  of 
this  country  tbe  question  of  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  by  exceptioual  law.  If 
the  hon.  Grentleman  will  search  the 
records  he  will  find  I  opposed  the  Bill 
of  1880,  and  I  opposed  the  Bill  of 
1882.  I  never  pretended  that  Ireland  is 
a  very  easy  country  to  keep  quiet.  I 
have  never  said  tbat  a  weak,  nerveless 
Government  will  do  well  iu  Ireland,  but 
I  have  said  tliat  you  will  do  more  by 
using  vigorously,  discreetly,  and  watch- 
fully the  powers  and  instruments  that 
the  ordinary  law  and  the  ordinvy 
machinery  of  the  Administration  placed 
in  your  hands  Hum  by  resorting  to  violent 
measures,  and  to  a  law  that  pwmanendy 
suspends  trial  by  jury  in  those  .vwy  cases 
where  trial  by  jury  is  most  essential  as  a 
guarantee  for  the  freedom  of  the  subjeot. 
That  is  the  only  alternative  course  you 
have.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  opposite  wilt  not  agree 
with  me  when  I  say  he  will  find  there  is 
more  force  in  this  position  than  there  is 
in  the  almost  automatic  resort  to  exoep- 
ttwialCriminalLaw.  Besorttoexpedienta, 
sneh  as  the  snspension  of  trial  by  jury, 
weakms  the  nerve,  if  I  may  so  speak,  of 
the  ordinary  I^eentive  officers.  Th^ 
know  they  have  got  this  tremendous 
weapon  within  grasp,  and  that  makes 
them  indisposed  to  use  to  the  best  and  the 
full  extent  the  ordinary  powers  of  the 
law.  There  is  only  one  more  ai^ument 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone  U>  whieh 
I  shall  refmr.    He  says  ne  speaks  far 
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2,000,000  of  the  popaUtioa  of  Ireland. 

{Laughter.'] 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  did  not  Bay 
BO.  That  may  do  to  raise  a  laugh,  but 
what  I  did  saj  was  that  there  were 
millions  of  people  in  Ireland  who  never 
knew  that  ihvn  was  a  Coercion  Act  in 
force. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  did  not  wish  to 
raise  a  langh.  I  spoke  serionslj.  He 
said  that  2,000,000  people  did  not  know 
that  the  Act  was  in  force.  That  is  the 
argument  of  despotism  all  over.  I  might 
suspend  trial  by  jnry  for  all  kinds  of 
<tfences,  in  England  I  mean,  and  the 
wdtnarj  citizen  wonld  not  be  affected. 
It  would  not  affect  the  hon.  Member  or 
myself,  but  would  any  hon.  Member  dare 
to  get  up  to  propose  for  England  laws 
such  as  this  which  we  are  asked  to  re- 
peal list  Ireland  ?  Twenty  millions  of 
peoplo  in  England  wonld  never  know  a 
Coercion  Act  had  been  passed  ;  it  would 
not  come  home  to  them,  but  let  them  try 
it  at  the  polls.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Dover  (Mr.  Wyndham)  in  his  ezoelleot 
speech  dealt  with  the  question  before 
the  House  with  a  certain  amount  of 
breadth  which  enables  one  to  attempt  to 
deal  with  it.  But  the  hon.  Member  made 
one  T«ry  momentous  admission,  and  he 
repeated  it  over  and  ovw  again.  He 
said,  and  based  his  whole  argument  on 
this,  that  the  alternadve  to  Home  Rule 
is  coercion.  That  was  the  basis  of  his 
whole  argument.  He  took  to  himself 
and  ratified  tiie  proposition  which  he 
attribated  to  the  right  htm.  Gentleman 
the  Member  lot  Mi£othian,  that  the  «1- 
ternatiTe  as  brtween  this  permanent  and 
perpetual  coercion  is  some  such  proposi- 
tion of  Home  Rule  as  we  have  recom- 
mended to  the  Honse.  The  hon,  and 
learned  Member  for  Mid  Armagh  quoted 
some  remarks  of  mine  made  in  1887 
while  this  Bill  was  in  progress  through 
the  House,  and  he  remind«l  me  that  I 
had  moved  an  AmendnieDt  in  effect 
limiting  the  opemtiwi  M  the  Act  to  three 
years.  That  was  a  very  good  Amend- 
ment  nnfaTonrably  lOMiTdd.  That 
Amendment,  unlike  meet  of  the  Amcmd- 
mrass  to  the  Act  of  1887,  was  fortanately 
discussed — moat  of  the  Amendments  to 
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that  Act  were  snrnmarily  dismiraed.  I 
think  they  were  not  put,  and  whether 
they  were  put  or  not  they  wero 
not  discussed—^he  very  course  which 
so  outraged  hon.  Grratlemen  last  year^ 
was  then  practised  in  this  case.  Now,. 
Sir,  I  Bhould  be  content  to  argue  on  the 
principle  which  I  brought  before  th& 
House  in  1887,  but  the  hon.  Member  for 
DovOT  says  the  whole  question  which  we 
are  discussiug  turns  upon  our  view  of  tho 
law  to  socisl  order.  I  do  not  much 
quarrel  with  that  way  of  stating  the  case. 
He  says  the  see-saw  between  P^ies  will 
go  on.  In  fact,  he  says  very  mnoh  what 
Lord  Salisbnry  said  when  he  raoui^ed 
that  the  failure  (rf  our  government  in 
Ireland  is  due  to  the  effects  of  tempera- 
ture at  Westminister  aud  not  to  the  effects 
of  a  temperature  in  Ireland  itself.  The 
hon.  Member  means  the  same  thing.  I 
cannot  suppose  that  anything  is 
worse  if  you  want  to  improve  a 
population  like  the  population  of 
Ireland,  who  have  been  accustomed  to 
bad  conditions  and  bad  government. 
They  unfortunately  have  not  the  same 
feelings  towards  the  law  and  its  adminis- 
trators as  we  have  in  this  oonDtn-.  I 
quite  agree  that  yon  have  to  look  into 
the  roots  of  social  order.  I  cannot 
imsgine  anything  less  calonlated  to  in- 
spire the  population  of  Ireland 
with  respect  for  the  Criminal 
Law  than  the  fact  now  admitted 
by  the  Member  for  Dover  —  and 
sufficiently  obvious  without  the  admissioo 
— that  the  Criminal  Law  in  iti*  most 
important  aspects,  in  those  parts  whioh 
go  deepest  into  the  daily  life  of  the  com- 
munity, is  to  move  up  ajid  down,  and  that 
there  is  to  be  trial  by  jury  enforced  me 
day  and  not  anothw.  I  cannot,  I  say, 
oonoeive  anything  less  likely  than  that, 
to  inspire  the  Ir^h  people  with  respect 
for  the  law.  If  yon  had  passed  a  Crimes 
Act  which  suspended  trial  by  jury  for- 
good  without  allowing  the  discretion  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  intervene,  I  could 
imagine  that  there  was  something  to  be 
said  for  the  hon.  Member's  position, 
though  it  would  be  very  difficult.  But 
in  this  case  the  qneetimi  whether  this 
Aot  is  to  be  opmtive  or  not,  whether  it 
is  to  be  called  into  life  or  left  dormant 
and  dead,  is  dependent  <m  the  politieal 
obanges  at  Westminster.  I  do  not 
believe  Uiere  could  be  anything  leu 
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calculated  to  inspire  people  With  respect 
for  the  gravitj,  the  majestj,  the 
cosfitaQc^  and  steadfastness  of  the  law 
and  its  administration.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Dover  says  it  Is  monsttoas  to 
attempt  to  undo  in  one  afternoon  what 
the  Hoose  took  three  months  to  pass.  I 
do  not  follow  that  argument  at  all.  If 
yoa  were  going  to  specify  particalar 
proTisions  to  which  you  object,  or  do 
not  object,  then  I  could  understand  that 
there  was  some  force  in  the  argument 
of  the  hoD.  Member  ;  but  it  seems  to  me 
that  we  have  plenty  of  time  this  after- 
noon to  affirm  the  principle — and  we  on 
this  side  of  the  House  should  be  eternally 
disgraced  if  we  hesitated  to  affirm  it  at 
the  first  available  opportunity  —  that 
Ireland  is  not  to  be  placed  under  per- 
manent exceptional  criminal  repressive 
law  in  perpetuity.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Dover  says  that  I  may  be  entitled  to 
vote  for  this  Motion  if  I  bring  in  a  Home 
Rule  Bill  on  Monday.  Well,  I  shall  not 
bring  in  a  Home  Rule  Bill  on  Monday, 
because  we  have  other  business  to  do. 
I  should  vote  for  this  Bill  In  any  case, 
whatever  I  thought  of  the  date  on  which 
a  Home  Rule  Bill  should  be  brought  in. 
I  do  not  deny,  as  I  have  alrea^  said, 
the  difficalties  and  dangers  of  Irish 
goverament.  I  recognise  to  the  fall  tiie 
necessity  of  a  finn  govemment  in 
Ireluid,  bat  let  ns  look  for  a  moment  at 
the  history  of  previous  recognitions 
of  the  maxim  that  Ireland  needs  firm 
govemment.  First  of  alt,  you  do  not 
get  it.  You  get  alterations  in  the 
government  and  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
and  of  us  who  sit  on  this  Bench.  I 
think  that  is  qot  well  calculated  to 
strengthen  the  Irish  belief  in  the  firmness 
and  uniformity  of  government.  It  came 
out  in  1887,  in  the  Debates  on  the 
CoereioB  Bill — ^I  do  not  wish  to  use  a 
more  exasperating  word — that  never 
before  was  a  Coercion  Bill  brought  in 
without  a  Preamble.  The  Crimes  Act 
of  1887  occupies  what  I  must  say  is  a 
bad  pre-eminence  in  the  unfortunately 
long  list  of  Coercion  Acts ;  it  has  no 
Preamble,  and  it  starts  in  all  its  naked 
beauty  without  any  explanation.  No 
Grovernment  ever  before  embarked  upon 
the  proposal  of  a  Coercion  Bill  without 
specifying  in  it  the  conditions  which 
made  such  a  proposal  justifiable.  That 


is  true  of  the  Act  of  1847,  of  the  Peace 
Preservation  Act  of  1870,  and  of  the 
Coercion  Aet  of  1882.  In  these  casea 
the  IVeamble  set  forth  some  special 
reason  why  a  resort  to  exceptional  l^is^ 
latton  was  necessary.  It  is  inBtructiTe, 
as  showing  the  condition  of  Irelaod  60 
years  ago  and  to-day,  that  when  the 
Coercion  Act  of  1832  or  1833  was  passed 
there  were  no  fewer  than  248  agrarian 
homicides  in  that  year,  whereas  since  the 
present  Government  came  into  power 
there  has  not  been  a  single  agrarian 
homicide.  My  point  is  this — that  if, 
when  crime  swept  over  the  country,  it  was 
thought  necessary  to  justify  this  kind  of 
legislation  by  chapter  and  verse,  so  to 
speak,  so  much  the  more  unjustifiable  is  it 
now,  when  Ireland  is  perfectly  tranquil, 
that  we  should  say  to  her,  We  impose 
upon  you  for  ever  this  stigma — ^we  take 
from  you  for  ever  your  guarantees  f<H* 
freedom.*'  It  may  be  said  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  that  the  policy  of  the 
Crimes  Act  of  1887  was  that  if  Ireland 
became  traoqnil  the  proclamation  could 
be  revoked.  But  that  does  not  go  to  the 
root  of  our  objection  lo  this  perpetual 
Crimes  Act.  The  root  of  our  objection 
to  it  is  that  it  takes  for  granted  that  Ire- 
land is,  and  will  continue  to  be  fw  an 
indefinite  length  of  time,  irreconcilable 
to  onr  ideas  of  law  and  order.  I,  for  one, 
have  never  denied  that  in  an  em^^enc^, 
such  for  instance  as  arose  in  Irriand  m 
1867,  it  may  become  necessary  for  the 
Govemment  to  suspend  the  guarantees. 
for  the  liberty  and  equally  of  the  subject. 
You  may  use  a  Coeroion  Act  without 
offence  against  the  principles  of  the 
Constitution — you  may  use  it  to  deal  with 
an  active  eme^fflicy.  That  is  one  thing, 
but  to  alter  the  whole  Criminal  Law  ^ 
Ireland  in  its  most  vital,  oi^anic  re- 
spects, and  to  alter  it  tw  always,  ia 
another  thing,  and  is  to  pat  Ireland  in  a 
position  which  I,  for  <me,  will  never  be- 
a  party  to.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dow- 
or  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Armagh 
referred  to  the  value  of  this  Crimes  Act 
in  certain  times,  and  the  argument  has 
been  used  again  and  again  since  the 
present  Goverament  came  into  power, 
and  since  the  beginning  <A  the  Session 
of  1893,  that  we  were  guilty  of  really 
criminal  nendiiot  in  stripping  ourselTes 
of  the  powen  nnder  the  Aot.  I  have 
been  lookiag  into  tiie  peroentage  of  per- 
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sooa  nude  amenable  to  indictable  c^enceH 
in  Ireland  under  the  prMeat  GtoTemmetil 
and  the  percentage  made  amenable  during 
the  active  exiBtence  of  the  Crimes  Act. 
Under  thelateGrOTernmeDtthe  percentage 
was  41 ,  and  undur  the  present  GoTerumeot, 
in  spite  of  having  stripped  themselves  of 
those  extraordinary  powers,  the  number  of 
persons  made  amenable  was  46  per  cent. 
I  am  not  going  to  weary  the  House  with 
figures,  hut  everybody  will  see  that  these 
are  figures  which  bear  upon  the  argu- 
ment.  I  will  just  give  one  otbv  figure 
as  to  prooeediogs  on  indicbnent  before  a 
jury-  by  the  present  Government,  and  I 
oontnet  these  proceedings  with  proceed- 
ings by  summary  jurisdiction  under  the 
Crimes  Act  of  1887  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment in  respect  of  the  three  following 
ofiences  : — Firstly,   riot  and  unlawful 
assembly  ;  secondly,  forcible  possession  ; 
and,  thirdly,  assaults  on  or  resistance  to 
the  sheriff,  constable,  or  bailiff.  Uuder 
the  Crimes  Act  the  percentage  of  con- 
victions was  72,  and  25  persons  were  dis- 
charged or  acquitted.    Under  indictment 
by  the  present  Gk^vemment  we  have 
obtained  78  per  cent,  of  convictions,  and 
only  1<5  persons  have  berai  acquitted  or 
discharged.    These  figures,  I  believe,  are 
a  means  of  testing  what  we  have  lost  by 
droppFng  the  provisions  of  the  Crimes 
Act.    Well,  Sir,  whatever  may  be  said 
by  hon.  Members  opposite   as  to  the 
merits  of  the  Crimes  Act,  we  to-day  shall 
without  any  scruple  or  hesitation  support 
the  Bill  to  repeal  that  Act.    We  will  not 
be  parties  to  retaining  on  the  Statute 
Book  longer  than  we  can  help  a  law 
which  in  one  portion  of  the  Three  King- 
doms   witbdiawa    the   protection  of 
jury    trial    from  persons  aconsed  of 
certain    offences.     The    Act  with- 
draws    that   protection  from  persons 
aocosed  of  combination,  and  from  persons 
under  certain  otmditions  attending  public 
meeting.  It  executes  a  special  repressive 
procedure  in  cases  of  trespass  under  the 
guise  of  forcible  possession,  and  it  with- 
draws trial  by  jury  from  persons  charged 
with  belonging  to  an  Association  which 
the  Lord  Lieutonant  may  make  illegal  by 
a  stroke  of  his  pen.  All  theee  conditions 
an  snefa  as  to  make  the  people  dislike 
apd  distrust  the  law.   As  to  change  of 
▼enne,  I  do  not  deny  that  a  pvovieiou  of 
that  kind  may  be  convenient.   Bat  my 
view  is  that  fay  retaining  this  Aflt  on  thie 
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Statute  Book,  if  you  go  to-morrow  to 
the  Court  of  Qnoen^s  Beuch  to  apply  for 
a  change  of  venue  on  ordinary  grounds, 
you  make  it  very  easy  for  the  Court  to 
say  to  you,  You  have  the  Crimes  Act. 
Wlint  more  do  joa  want  ?  You  can  get 
this  thing  by  a  stroke  of  the  pen."  In 
that  way  I  think  that  the  existence  of 
this  Act  has  a  mischievous  operation  on 
the  mind  and  procedure  of  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench.  As  to  the  other  points 
in  the  Act,  I  have  nothing  to  say  beyond 
what  I  have  already  said.  It  unjustly 
places  a  stigma  upon  Ireland.  If  yon 
insist  upon  retaining  this  Act  on  the 
StaCnto  Book  this  afternoon,  you  are  hj 
your  attitude  branding  with  the  deepest 
condemnation  your  own  British  govern- 
ment in  Ireland.  You  cannot  have  a 
more  complete  admission  that  your  go- 
vernment in  Ireland  has  failed  than  the 
insistence  by  the  Party  opposite  on  re- 
taining this  astounding  violation  of  Con- 
stitutional Law,  this  violation  of  the 
Treaty  of  Union  which,  according  to  Mr, 
Pitt  himself,  promised  to  give  equality 
of  law  in  a  practically  identical  form  to 
the  two  contracting  parties  to  the  Treaty. 
It  is  on  that  ground  that  I  shall  with 
peculiar  pleasure  vote  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  tliis  Bill. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
said,  he  must  confess  tt  occurred  to  him, 
who  was  not  very  long  a  Member  of 
that  House,  as  a  peculiar  phase  in  thefr 
Parliamentary  procedure,  that  they  shonld 
be  calmly  asked,  on  a  Wednesday  after- 
noon, at  the  suggestion  of  a  private 
Member,  to  repeal  a  Bill  the  Second 
Reading  of  which  took  seven  long  days 
of  this  House ;  and  he  must  say  he 
thought  when  the  Government,  through 
the  mouth  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  bud 
practicallj  adopted  the  Bill  as  one  the 
Government  were  prepared  to  support, 
there  was  all  the  more  reason  in  demur- 
ring to  the  suggestion  made  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  who  proposed  it^ 
and  the  hon.  Member  who  seconded  it, 
that  they  should,  by  a  vote  of  the  Home 
to-day,  in  any  wise  attempt  to  alter 
or  repeal  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  Act  of  1887.  As  regarded 
the  case  that  had  been  made  by  the 
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Tight  hoD.iGetitIeiiiaD,  he  said  at  the  very 
outset  of  his  remarks  that  he  did  not  for 
a  moment  quarrel  with  regard  to  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  as  to 
the  condition  of  Ireland  under  what  he 
pleased  to  pall  this  doctrinaire  regime 
being  a  different  condidon  to  what  it  was 
in  1887.  If  he  thought  that  anj  future 
Unionist  Government  would,  in  their 
attempt  to  goTern  Ireland,  be  treated  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been 
treated  in  his  attempt  to  govern  the 
country  by  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  and  by  English  Members,  too, 
he  would  have  no  hesitation  in  voting  iu 
favour  of  (his  Bill.  But  he  knew  well 
that  just  as  the  condition  of  Ireland  in 
1887  was  a  manufactured  and  artificial 
condition  for  Party  aDdipolitical  purposes, 
po  the  present  <{uiet  condition  of  Ireland 
wae  a  manufactured  and  artificial  one  for 
like  purposes.  \^Iromcal  cheers,"]  He 
heard  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
iiODically  cheer  that  statement,  but  at 
the  same  time  he  noticed  that  no  answer 
had  been  given  to  the  quotation  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Armagh  read  from 
a  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  delivered  within  the  past  few  days, 
and  in  which  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  told  them  that  the  only  reason 
why  they  were  not  encouraging  any  agita- 
tion in  the  country  just  now  was  because 
they  had  a  friendly  Government  in 
power  ;  but  he  went  on  to  say— 

"  If  the  Tories  ever  get  back  into  power  be- 
fore we  get  Home  Bule,  I  believe  there  will  be 
one  of  the  bimest  land  agitations  that  has  ever 
been  seen  yet* 

Hear,  hear  Hon.  Members  said 
"  Hear,  hear  !"  but  did  that  or  did  it  not 
bear  out  his  proposition  that  the  condition 
of  Ireland  depended  not  upon  the  fact  that 
particular  laws  were  being  administered, 
not  upon  the  fact  that  they  were 
going  to  Ireland  in  what  had  been 
termed  a  foreign  garb,  but  upon  the 
particular  Government  which  happened 
to  be  in  Ireland  to  administer  those 
laws  ?  If  that  was  the  case  he  wanted 
to  know  what  stronger  argument  could 
tiiere  be  for  not  repealing  this  measure, 
which  ma  added  to  the  Statute  Book 


with  gdeat  trouble  in  1887?   It  was 
clear  from  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  Uiat  the  question  of 
order  or  disorder  was  to  depend  not 
upon  the  condition  of  the  taw,  or  whether 
there  was  or  was  not  Home  Rule,  but 
upon  the  particular  Fiuliy  that  happened 
to  be  in  power  in  this  Honse.    He  could 
coDtieive  no  stronger  argument  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Armagh}  who  asked 
the  House  to  reject  this  BUI.   The  right 
hon.  Grentlwian  said  that  the  reason  of 
his  success  in  Ireland  was  that  he  bad 
on  bis  side  the  priests  and  the  leaders  of 
public  opinion.    No  doubt  he  had  the 
priests  upon  his  side  to  a  very  large 
extent ;  but  what  did  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  prove  ?  It 
was  proof  of  the  vast  responsibility  thjit 
rested  upon  the  shoulders  of  these  same 
priests  for  all   the  terrible  times  in 
Ireland  from  the  year  1880  down  to 
1867,  when  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  took  chaige  of  the  Irish 
Government.    When  the  Chief  Secre* 
tary  told  them  that  the  country  had  im- 
proved, and  that  Clare  and  the  darker 
parts  were  in  a  better  condition  than 
they  bad  been  since  1886— with  which 
be  was  inclined  to  agree — he  should  like 
to  ask  what  was  the  reason  of  the  im- 
provement ?    Were  the  present  Land 
Laws  different  to  the  Land  Laws  of 
1887  P    They  were  identically  the  same. 
Were  there  fewer  evictions  now  ?  It  had 
been  shown  that  under  the  regime  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  eviotions  reached 
a  lower  point  than  they  had  touched  for 
many  years.  Hadother  laws  been  passed? 
The  best  thing  that  could  have  happened 
to  Ireland  was  that  since  the  present  Go- 
vernment came  into  power  not  a  single 
Bill  for  Ireland  had  been  passed.  It  was 
signiScant,  too,  in  connection  with  the 
improved  condition  of  Ireland,  that  the 
Returns  of  crime  were  least  not  at  a  time 
when  Home  Rule  was  granted,  but  in  the 
very  quarter  of  the  year  succeeding  the 
r^eetion  of  the  Home  Rule  Bill  by  the 
House  of  Lords.   These  facts,  he  coo- 
tended,  conclusively  proved  that  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland  depended  not  upon  the 
laws  passed  by  this  Parliament,  nor  upon 
the  fact  that  this  Parliament  was  govern- 
ing Ireland  instead  of  a  Home  Rule 
Parliament,  but  depended  solely  upou 
what  in  the  interoft  of  *  political  Party- 
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WM  the  best  oondltion  to  haVe  Ireland  in 
at  a  particular  moment.  What  happened 
in  1887  ?  Why  was  the  Onmes  Act 
passed  ?  One  would  think  that  a  Con- 
servative Gk>verDment  wished  for  and 
worked  a  Crimes  Act  with  the  greatest 
possible  zest.  [**He«r,  hear!"]  That 
was,  in  other  words,  that  thej  wished  to 
aflbrd  an  ai:gament  so  that  bon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  could  go  down  to  the  con- 
stituencies and  abuse  them,  and  thereby 
lose  their  seats.  That  was  the  case  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  but  might  he 
remind  them  of  this  :  The  Unionist  Go- 
vernment was  in  power  a  whole  year 
before  the  Crimes  Act  was  brought  in  at 
all,  and  why  did  they  bring  in  a  Crimes 
Act  ?  Because  bon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  said  that  if  England  was  able 
to  govern  Ireland  without  exceptional 
legislation,  then  die  whole  case  of  Home 
Bnle  would  be  up,"  and  that  it  must  be 
demonstrated  to  the  English  constitoeu'^ 
cies  that  it  was  impossible  for  England 
to  govern  Ireland  without  coercive  or 
oppressive  legislation.  He  would  quote, 
as  appropriate  to  the  passage  or  the 
Crimes  Act  of  1887,  what  was  said  by 
the  hou.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr,  J. 
Redmond)  towards  the  end  <MF  1886.  The 
bon.  Member  said — 

*'  Mr.  Gladstone  told  the  people  of  England 
they  bad  to  choose  between  coercion  on  the  one 
side  and  Home  Rule  on  the  other.  Home  Bute 
was  defeated  at  the  last  Election  by  Great 
Britaia,  and  1  say  advisedly  that  if,  in  place  of 
that  defeat,  the  Tories  had  been  able  to  rule  Ire- 
land with  the  ordinary  law.  the  resuH  would 
hare  been  in  England  and  Scotland  to  throw 
back  our  cause,  perhaps  for  a  generation,  and 
to  give  the  lie  curect  to  the  prophecy  of  Mr. 
Oladatone.  We  have  achieved  a  victory  with- 
oat  breaking  any  law  or  committing  a  single 
outrage.  Now  is  the  time  when  outragen  are 
fewer  than  they  have  been  in  the  last  five  yeats. 
We  have  been  able  to  force  the  Government  to 
give  up  the  ordinary  law  and  to  fall  bwjfc  onee 
more  on  coercion." 

He  had,  he  submitted,  demonstrated  that 
the  peace  at  present  prevailing  iu  Ireland 
was  due  not  to  any  law  passed  by  this 
House  since  the  present  Government 
came  into  power,  and  he  had  also  demon- 
strated by  the  quotation  from  the  speech 
of  the  bon.  Member  for  Waterford  that 
the  Irish  Nationalist  Members  during  the 
year  1886,  when  the  Unionist  Govern- 
ment were  in  power,  determined  to  make 
goremment  by  the  oitiinary  law  im- 
Mr.  Canon 


possible,  and  it  wa«  in  view  of  doing  that 
that  they  manufactured  such  a  condition 
of  social  chaos  in  Ireland  as  to  render  it 
necessary  for  the  Government  to  pass  the 
Act  of  1887.  The  Chief  Secretary, 
having  said  so  much  about  the  condition 
of  IreUnd,  proceeded  to  give  them  mnne 
Btfttisties  of  eertain  crmies  utider  the 
Crimea  Act  and  under  his  ovn  regime. 
The  absence  of  one  class  of  crime  was 
very  remarkable~-namely,  the  crime  of 
boycotting. 

Mb.  J.  MORLET :  May  I  point  oat 
that  at  this  moment  there  is  only  one  case 
of  partial  boyco^ing  ;  therefore  I  cannot 
give  statistics  of  boycotting  which  does 
not  exist. 

Mr.  CABSOK  observed,  that  he  did 
not  at  all  say  the  right  hon.  Gentleuwu 
was  keeping  back  statistics  on  this  bead' 
He  was  quite  aware  that  since  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  came  into  0£Bce  there 
had  not  been,  so  far  as  he  knew,  a  single 
prosecution  in  Ireland  for  boyootdng. 
That  was  one  of  the  faults  he  was  going 
to  find  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  was  not  b«»uBe  there  had  not  been 
boycotting  in  Ireland,  and  that  of  a 
ruinons  kind  too.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man told  him  the  other  day,  in  answer  to 
a  question,  that  the  business  of  a 
certain  miller  at  Kells  had  been,  bs 
he  put  it,  materially  interfered  with, 
but  as  he  (Mr.  Carson)  was  in- 
structed, absolutely  ruiued  in  conse- 
quence of  the  boycotting  and  denunciation 
to  which  he  was  subjected  because  he 
had  taken  an  evicted  farm.  So  far  as  be 
conld  see,  the  right  bon.  Gentlemao  did 
not  look  upon  boycotting  as  a  aerioas 
<^ence,  and  he  was  well  aware  that 
within  the  past  few  days  the  hon,  Mmiber 
for  East  Mayo  went  down  to  Neni^h  in 
the  County  of  Tipperary,  and  announced 
— be  did  not  know  upon  what  authority, 
but  the  hon.  Member  was  looked  upon  aa 
the  right  boo.  Gentleman's  guide,  philo- 
sopher, and  friend  in  Ireland — to  the 
people  that,  as  far  as  evicted  farms  were 
concerned,  they  might  go  on  boycotting 
in  the  oM  way,  and  they  might  be  per- 
fectly certain  the  Government  would 
not  interfere  with  them.  When  they  had 
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A  Beturn  of  statistics  of  crime  in  diis 
Honse,  he  would  ask  the  right  hou. 
GeDtleman  were  the  statistica  reduced 
becaase  he  wa*  pleased  to  look  upon  this 
terrible  crime  of  bojootting  as  no  crime  at 
all  7  He  knew  it  had  bees  oootended 
that  there  was-  no  illegalitj  about  boy- 
cotting. He  rather  thought  that  some 
hon.  Members  had  got  up  in  this  House 
and  had  pat  forward  bojeotting  not  only 
as  being  no  crime,  bnt  rather  a  merit. 
Tboae  who  lived  in  Ireland  knew  what 
bojootting  was,  and  what  it  led  to.  It 
was  not  necessary  for  him  to  state  bis 
opinions  on  this  point.  The  question  of 
the  doings  of  the  Land  I^eague  in  respect 
of  boycotting  and  the  allegation  of  the 
harmlessness  of  boycotting  was  one  of  the 
matters  inquired  into  and  found  upon  by 
the  three  eminent  Judges  who  constituted 
the  Special  Commission.  The  Judges 
had  placed  on  record  their  decision  on 
this  qneedon  in  the  following  terms  :— 

"  We  are  <rf  opinion  that  the  comUnation  at 
ubich  boycotting  wu  the  inetrnment  was 
illegal  both  ia  Its  objects  and  the  means  which 
were  adopted.  The  object  of  this  elaborate  and 
aU-perradiDg  tyranny  was  not  only  to  injure 
the  indivi<)aal  landlords  t^ainst  whom  it  was 
directed  by  rendering  their  land  useless  to 
nnlesB  they  obeyed  the  edicts  the  Land 
League,  but  to  injure  the  landlords  aa  a  class 
and  drive  them  out  of  the  country.  .  .  . 
It  was  not  contended  before  us  by  the  re- 
^mndenta  that  actual  intimidation  could  be 
jostified,  but  it  was  aigued  that  tbe  Land 
League  did  no  more  than  direct  the  force  of  | 
pablic  opinion  against  those  whose  conduct 
was  deemed  injurious  to  the  interests  of  the  j 
tenants.  It  was,  however,  pat  before  ns  that  ' 
the  action  of  the  Land  League  far  exceeded  this 
limit,  and  that  the  effects  of  boycotting  were 
snch  «9  might  be  expected  to  ami  did  create  a 
well-grounded  terror  in  the  minds  of  those  who 
aidbred  under  it,  and  we  ocMue  to  the  otmolusion 
tbat  this  was  the  intention  of  those  wbodsTised 
and  carried  out  this  system.  It  is  further  to  be 
observed  that  though  boycotting  led  in  many 
cases  to  actual  oatrt^,  yet  It  was  penristed  in  for 
years  against  the  same  individuals,  and  was 
generally  recommended  notwithstanding  the 
evils  which  plainly  resulted  from  it." 

Notwithstanding  that  —  and  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  knew  just  as  well. as  he 
did  what  the  sanction  of  boycotting  had 
been  in  Ireland — the  hon.  Member  for 
£ast  Mayo  went  down  to  Nenagh  and 
told  the  people  that  under  the  rigime  of 
the  present  Goreniment  it  was  not  the 
GoTemmeot^s  fault  if  people  were  not 
bOTOotted  acc<wding  to  the  old  ways  and 
old  methods.   It  was  easy  for  the  Go- 


vernment to  reduce  Uieir  statistics  of 
crime  if  they  passed  over  the  erime  of 
boycotting. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  I  informed 
the  House  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Grentleman  thai  the  system  of  cbwif ying 
and  reporting  boycotting  is  exaoUy  what 

it  has  been  heretofore ;  therefore  !f  I  find 
there  are  no  cases  at  the  present  moment 
except  one  of  partial  boycotting,  I  think 
I  am  justified  in  stating  that. 

Mr.  CARSON  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  he  contend  that 
incitement  to  boycotting  was  not  a  crime  ? 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  read  the 
speech  of  the  boo.  Member  for  £ast 
Mayo  ?  He  should  think  that  a  Minister 
had  ito  do  something  more  than  punish 
crime  actually  committed,  and  had  to  see 
that  there  was  not  a  recrudescence  of 
crime.   If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
read  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
£ast  Mayo  had  he  takeu  any  notice  of 
it  ?    So  far  as  he  could  see,  within  the 
few  months  there  had  been  a  recru- 
descence of  this  crime  of  boycotting  to  a 
very  alarming  extent  in  Ireland,  and  he 
would  be  perfectly  prepared  on  any  day 
to  show  Uie  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
what   he  based  t\n*  statement.  Pass- 
ing away  from  that,  he  would  ask  were 
they  perfectly  sure  that  there  was  not 
going  to  he  boycotting  in  future ;  and  if 
they  were  not  sure  there  was  not  going 
to  be  boycotting  in  future,  were  they 
going  to-day  to  weaken  the  effect  of  the 
only  Act  on  the  Statute  Book  that  would 
enable  them  to  deal  with  it  ?  He  said,  in 
face  of  the  conduct  of  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland,   and  in  face  of  their  threats, 
it  would  be  simply  childish — unless  they 
were  prepared  to  say  they  were  determined 
no  longer  to  allow  boycotting  and  to  look 
upon  it  as  a  crime — to  contend  that  there 
was  any  justification  in  the  present  con- 
dition of  Ireland  for  acquiescing  in  the 
repeal  of  this  Act  of  Parliament.  The 
right  hon,  GenUeman  said  that  the  pro- 
ceedings under  the  first  section  of  the 
Act,   commonly   known   as    the  Star 
Chunber  section,  had  been  unsuccessful. 
He  had  something  to  do  as  a  lawyer  with 
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the  admiiiistatum  of  the  Oriaes  Aet 

[Ckeers.']  Hon.  Members  cheered  that. 
He  did  not  make  any  secret  of  it.  It 
was  tbe  business  of  a  Inwyer,  and  parti- 
cularly oue  holding  the  position  of 
Attornej-  Geoerars  Counsel,  to  do  his 
duty,  even  if  ho  were  attacked  for  doing 
so.  He  always  thought  that  one  of  the 
greatest  mistakes  of  hou.  Members 
opposite  in  attacking  the  Crimes 
Act  was  that  they  did  not  attack  the 
Crimes  Act  itself  and  the  Members 
of  this  House  who  passed  it,  bat  they 
attacked  the  officials  who  were  bomkl  and 
compelled  to  do  their  duty.  As  regarded 
this  first  section  of  the  Crimes  Act,  be 
believed  tbe  right  hoo.  Gentleman  was 
entirely  wrong  in  saying  that  it  was  not 
a  valuable  weapon  for  the  detection  of 
crime.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  Lord  Spencer,  who,  no  doubt,  had 
great  experience  in  tbe  administration  of 
the  law  in  Ireland,  said  that  except  in 
the  one  case  of  the  Phoenix  Park  murders 
it  never  proved  of  any  use.  But  was  it 
not  worth  having  on  tbe  Statute  Book  if 
only  it  served  to  bring  to  justice  those 
miserable  miscreants  who  were  guilty  of 
the  wilful  murder  of  Lord  Frederick 
Caveudisb  and  Mr.  Burke.  As  to  tbe 
cases  mentioned  by  tbe  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone,  these  were  all  cases  in 
which  men  were  brought  to  trial  for  the 
most  heinoQS  offences  against  innocent 
persons.  He  remembered  tbe  two  men 
who  were  brought  to  book  for  the  murder 
of  Quirke,  and  he  did  not  believe  any- 
body who  sat  in  the  Court  and  heard  the 
piteons  tale  told  by  the  widow,  an  old 
lady  of  80  years  of  age,  who  saw  her 
husband  shot  in  her  presence,  would  say 
that  that  case  alone  was  not  important 
enough  to  justify  tbe  retention  on  the 
Statute  Book  of  this  first  section  of  the 
Act.  The  right  bon.  Gentleman  went 
on  to  say  tbat  be  himself  had  instituted 
two  iuquiries  under  the  Explosives  Act 
since  he  had  come  into  power.  Yes,  but 
he  did  something  more.  Having  insti- 
tuted an  iuqniry  into  the  Explosives  Act 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  put  the  men 
on  trial,  ou  the  evidence  procured  under 
that  Act,  on  an  entirely  different  cbai^, 
that  of  murder,  which  did  not  arise  out 
of  tbe  explosion  at  all,  and  although  the 
prosecution  was  not  a  successful  one 
it  showed  how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wae  anxious  to  have  at  his  hand  at  the 

Jfr.  CorMM 


time  some  weapon  to  enable  him 'to 

thoroughly  investigoite  the  matter,  so  that, 
if  possible,  the  orimioals  might  be 
brought  to  justice.  Tbe  right  hon- 
Geutiwian  said  tbat  these  two  oasea 
under  the  Explosives  Act  failed  just  a» 
under  the  Crimes  Act.  Was  tbat  a- 
reason  for  abolishing  tbe  Explosivea 
Act  ?  Though  it  might  fail  in  eertoia 
cases,  the  cases  under  this  first  section 
w»e  only  desperate  oases  where  they 
ooold  not  get  evidence  in  any  other  way 
or  secure  a  clue  to  the  perpetrators  m 
crime  except  by  holding  these  secret  in- 
quiries. It  was  exactly  in  tbe  class  of 
cases  in  which  they  would  not  expect  to 
obtain  any  large  percent^e  of  success 
in  eventually  bringing  criminals  to  justice, 
tbat  these  secret  inquiries  were  likely 
to  prove  useful.  He  said  it  had  been 
Builiciently  successful  in  protecting  many 
peasants  in  Ireland  against  tbe  coercion 
of  tbe  League  to  justify  its  retention  od 
the  Statute  Book.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  say  much  against  tbe 
change  of  venue  or  special  juries,  and  he 
rather  thought  he  would  like  to  Jceep 
these  provisiona.  If  tbe  right  bon. 
Gentleman  bad  got  up  and  said,  as  re- 
presenting the  Government,  be  would 
consent  to  tbe  Bill,  providing  it  was 
understood  tbat  tbe  provisions  as  to 
special  juries  and  change  of  venue  were 
to  be  retained,  he  would  have  made  an 
entirely  different  case.  As  regards  this 
question  of  special  juries  and  change  of 
venue,  there  was  a  great  misappre- 
hension amongst  many  English  people. 
In  England,  in  civil  cases  they  never  saw 
such  a  thing  as  a  person  challenged  at 
all ;  but  in  Ireland  in  every  civil  case,  no 
matter  how  small,  be  it  only  for  goods 
sold,  each  side  cballenged  almost  all  its 
full  numbers.  Tbe  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  said  tbe  law  was  different  in 
England  and  Ireland.  [Colonel  Nolan  : 
Under  this  Act,]  The  people  of  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  were  different.  They 
would  never  make  the  slightest  pro- 
gress in  dealing  with  Ireland  in  look> 
ing  upon  Ireland  in  the  abstract  and  not 
Ireland  In  the  concrete.  What  was  the 
reason  that  it  had  been  necessary  to 
insist  so  much  upon  this  question  of 
special  juries  and  change  of  venue  in 
Ireland  P  The  Irish  people  had  been 
educated  by  agitators,  and  sometimes  so- 
a\Ud  leaders  of  opinion,  to  disragard  th«r 
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oftths  upon  a  31117  ease  in  X^elaod.  The^ 
had  notbeeD  allowed  to  diSW  and  expreu 
their  opinioni  freely  aa  tbey  wished.  In 
1886»  long  after  the  Home  Role  Bill 
was  broaght  in,  a  Nationalift  gentleaian, 
Ur.  Rolleston,  wrote  to  Untied  Ireiamd 
eomplaining  tluht  in  a  prerioos  isne  it 
had  stated  that  Protestants  and  Catholics, 
if  00  the  Nationalist  aide,  should  unite 
in  defeating  Grovemment  prosecutions. 
Mr.  Rollraton  protested  agaiost  that,  and 
asked  if  it  was  liberty  tbat  a  man  should 
not  be  allowed  to  go  into  the  jurr-box 
and  find  a  verdict.  Here  was  a  note 
upon  Mr.  Rolleston's  letter  hj  the  editor 
of  United  Irelandf  who  was  a  Member 
of  that  House — 

"In  a  Belf-jfovemed  Ireland  it  would,  of 
eonne,  be  intolerable  that  men  should  not  be 
■Iknrad  to  differ  freely  in  the  jury-box  and 
evenwhere  cUe ;  but,  in  tbe  state  of  chaotic 
coQuct  to  which  Bngljsh  rule  reduces  us,  he 
who  is  not  with  us  is  agAinst  us,  and  mast 
expect  to  be  dealt  with  accordingly.  That  is 
not  Ubw^,  but  it  fa  the  waj  ot  winning  it." 

Therefore,  the  way  they  were  going  to 
win  liberty  in  Ireland  was  to  go  into  the 
jury  box  and  act  not  according  to  the  evi- 
dence, but  according  to  political  opinions. 
All  he  conld  say  was  that  if  the  English 
people  adopted  similar  ideas  and  acted 
upon  them  tbe  present  system  of  juries 
would  not  be  tolerated  in  England  for  a 
moment.  He  would  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary this  :  If  they  Amnd  the  jury  system 
did  break  down  what  were  they  to  do  ? 
He  was  reading  the  other  day  a  non- 
political  essay  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  which  be  made  one  statement 
which  appeared  to  him  entirely  consonant 
with  the  views  he  was  now  puttmg  for- 
ward.   The  statement  was  thi^— 

■*It  ii  said  that  the  great  aid  €i  the  British 
Constitntion  is  to  get  IS  bMiest  men  into  a  box. 
That  ii  realty  a  very  sensible  way  of  putting 
the  theory  tlwt  the  first  end  of  guvernment  is 
to  give  security  of  life  and  ptooirtj,  and  to 
make  people  keep  their  contnu^" 

If  they  found  they  could  not  got  twelve 
honest  men  into  the  box  by  reason  of 
the  political  teachiug  and  education  they 
had  received  to  disr^p^rd  their  oaths, 
then  be  asked,  were  they  to  give  up  the 
great  end  of  the  British  Constitation  and 
not  pat  12  honest  men  into  tbe  box 
at  all  ?   Let  him  refer  to  a  specifio  ease. 


Tbe  rigbt  hon.  Gentleman  thought  it 
neoessary  recently  to  prosecute  three 
Members  of  the  Parqellite  Party,  having 
no  doubt  been  advised  that  they  had 
tvoliien  the  Uw:  Did  the  right  hon. 
Oeutlemao  ever  think,  in  his  calmer 
moments,  of  the  kind  of  ridiouktus  foroe 
he  went  through  ?  What  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  do  ?  These  gentlemen 
were  prosecuted  in  relation  to  certain 
evictions  on  tbe  De  Freyne  estate  in 
County  Roscommon.  What  happened  ? 
They  were  tried  before  a  jury  of  the  very 
evicted  tenants  whose  cause  they  had 
championed.  ["No!  "J  He  did  not 
say  they  were  all  evicted  tenants,  but 
they  were  in  that  venue,  and  might  or 
might  not  have  been  on  the  jury.  The 
jury  did  not  i»>nTict.  He  believed 
one  juror  held  out,  bat  the  11  dis- 
agreed, and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  so  convinced  that  it  would  not  be 
worth  while  to  further  consider  the  case, 
tbat  the  Attorney  General  instructed  tbe 
Crown  Prosecutor  to  at  once  enter  a 
nolle  prosequi,  and  there  was  an  end  to 
tbe  prosecution  against  tbe  hon.  Members. 
But  suppose  this  class  of  cases  rose  in 
number,  as  tbsy  were  told  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  they  would  rise 
in  number  if  a  Unionist  Government 
came  into  power,  would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tell  them  that  the  way  they 
wera  to  carry  on  the  Government  of  Ire- 
Iiuid  was  to  have  a  similar  jiateo  to  what 
be  had  in  Roscommon  ?  Anything  more 
absurd  could  hardly  be  conceived.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  boasted  of  the  im- 
{H'ovement  in  Ireland  in  dealing  with 
crime  under  the  ordinary  law.  He 
wanted  to  know,  had  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  convicted  in  a  single  case  in 
Ireland  under  the  ordinary  law  and 
without  change  of  venue  ?  Not  one. 
Tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  called  the 
ordinary  change  of  venue  under  the 
Winter  Assise  Aet  the  ordinary  law.  It 
was  statute  Iftw,  and  what  more  was  the 
Crimes  Act  than  statute  law  ?  What 
more  conclusive  argument  conld  be 
brought  forward  in  favour  of  the  change 
of  venue  than  had  been  given  by  tbe 
Chief  Secretary,  who  had  stated  that  he 
had  been  successful  in  obtaining  a  laiger 
number  of  convictions  in  agrarian  oases  in 
which  there  wasachangeof  venue?  It  had 
long  been  ooncededbyLiberals  and  Conserx 
vatives  alike  that  they  never  oould,  and 
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nerer  would, 8eotu«coovicti<Hi8ma^riaii 
cases  in  Ireland  before  ordinarj  juries. 
Since  O'Hagan's  Act  in  1870  ibere  had 
oever  been  a  suocessfttl  proseaution  for 
agmrian  crime  in  Ireland  conducted  in  the 
ordinary  venue  and  before  an  ordtnarj 
jury.  The  tight  hon.  GenUeman  the 
Member'  for  Midlothian,  upon  the  first  in- 
troduction of  the  Home  Rule  Bill,  said — 

"With  certain  exceptions  in  the  case  of 
winter  Juries  it  is  impouible  to  depoid  in  Ire* 
la&d  Qpon  the  finding  of  a  jorT'  in  a  ease  of 
agrarian  crime  accorcuDg  to  the  facte  as  they 
are  viewed  b;  the  OoTemment,  by  the  Judges 
and  by  the  public,  I  think,  at  large.  That  is  a 
most  BeriouB  mischief,  passing  down  deep  Into 
the  groundworiE  of  ciTil  society." 

In  face  of  these  facts,  and  in  face  of  the 
efficacy  of  these  provisions,  were  they 
awioualy  now,  on  a  few  hours'  Debate, 
going  to  pass  this  Bill,  and  not  merely 
affirm  the  prtuciple  that  they  were 
against  perpetual  coerciou,  but  also 
affirm  that  it  was  perpetual  coercion  to 
have  a  tribuoal  which  would  carry  out  the 
law  of  the  land  ?  The  other  sections  of 
the  Crimes  Act,  which  provided  'for 
summary  process  before  Magistrates,  were, 
of  course,  very  important.  These  clauses 
had  been  abused  over  and  over  again  by 
no  one  more  heartily  than  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  did  not  blame  him. 
It  bad  been  said  that  these  Magistrates 
were  Removable  Magistrates.  He  would 
only  say  this :  they  might  or  they  might 
not  Ui  ink  they  were  a  good  tribunal  for 
trying  these  oases,  but  be  ventured  to 
assert  that  never  bad  a  body  of  men 
more  honourably  or  justly  carried  out 
the  duties  cast  npoe  them  than  those 
Magistrates  had  done.  The  Chief 
Secretary,  when  sitting  in  Opposition, 
used  to  lend  himself  to  these  attacks  on 
the  Resident  Magistrates.  Since  1887, 
be  had  had  the  opportunity  of  dismissing 
any  who  had  been  guilty  of  misconduct, 
bnt  he  had  never  dismissed  a  single  one 
ci  them,  uoi  inquired  into  their  condaet 
aince  he  had  been  in  Office,  for  the 
flimple  reason  that  they  had  fairly  and 
honestly  done  their  duty.  The  fact  was 
that  the  whole  of  the  outcry  against 
Resident  Magtstnites  in  Ireland  had  been 
got  up  as  a  Party  cry.  It  had  been 
.soggeated  that  the  Magistrates  were 
under  the  thumb  of  Dnblin  Oaslle,  bnt 
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would  the  Oiief  Secretary  tell  the 
House  tlMt  he  had  ever  ventored  to  sug- 
gest a  decision  to  those  Magistrates,  or 
that  they  had  ever  given  a  particular 
decision  because  they  were  afra^  oi 
being  removed  from  their  poets  ?  Let 
those  who  oried  out  against  the  Magis- 
trates bring  before  the  House  any  par- 
ticular deeieion  which  they  alleged  to 
have  been  wnmgly  given,  and  let  the 
House  then  deal  with  it.  Their  declsioiw 
had,  In  &ct,  been  brought  before  the 
superior  Courts  in  Ireland,  and  the  record 
of  decisions  of  the  Resident  Magistratee 
which  had  stood  this  test  of  appeal 
would  compare  favourably  with  the  record 
of  decisions  of  any  other  Courts, 
They  might  think  that  these  matters 
ought  not  to  be  left  to  the  Magistrates, 
and  that  there  ought  to  be  a  jury  in  all 
those  cases,  notwithstanding  what  he  had 
pointed  out ;  but,  at  all  events,  let  them 
not  do  an  injustice  to  the  body  of  men 
like  the  Resident  Magistrates,  who  bad 
done  their  duty  with  a  fairness,  a  sense 
of  honour,  and  a  sense  of  justice  which 
had  not  been  equalled  by  any  body  of 
public  servants  in  the  country.  Tb'e  ob- 
ject of  hon.  Members  in  bringing  in  this 
Bill  was,  of  course,  to  make  it  impoasible 
for  any  future  Unionist  Government  to 
govern  Ireiand.  That  object  had  been 
boldly  stated.  They  would  make 
government  under  the  ordinary  law  im- 
possible, and  drive  the  Unionist  Govern- 
ment to  come  to  Parliament  for  another 
Crimes  Bill.  Bnt  they  wonid  find  that 
the  cry  of  **  Coereion  "  had  grown  stale 
after  all  that  had  gone  on  under  the 
rigime  of  the  present  Chief  Secretary. 
If  they  were  to  have  Ireland  disturbed— > 
artificially  disturbed  during  a  Unionist 
Government ;  and  if  they  were  to  have 
Ireland  quiet,  artificially  quiet, 
during  a  separatist  Government, 
all  he  would  say  was  that  the 
English  people  had  very  much  less 
iotelligeuce  than  he  gave  them  credit  for, 
if  they  were  not  able  to  see  the  unreality 
of  the  cry  of  coercion.  This  Crimes 
Act  had  proved  efficient  in  the  past  to 
free  innocent  men  from  the  coercion  of 
the  League  and  its  associates,  and  he 
asked  the  House,  in  the  interests  of  the 
humble  peasants  of  Ireland,  to  pause 
before  they  gave  their  sanction  to  a  Bill 
which  proposed  to  repeal  such  a 
maasnra. 
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Uit.  MACABXN£Y  (Aotrimt  S. 
Mkid,  be  viidentood  .the  Chief  Becrator  j 

to  rfew  tbe  Crimes  Act  with  feelings  as 
strong  as  those  he  entertained  for  any  of 
the  other  political  questiooB  now  under 
diacnssion.  If  that  were  so,  he  thought  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  had  reason  to 
complain  that  the  Government  shoald 
not  hare  taken  tip  the  Bill  for  themselves. 
But  now  that  they  had  adopted  the  Bill, 
the  House  had  a  right  to  know,  not  ouly 
what  the  Government  were  going  to  do 
that  afternoon,  Bnt  akra  what  course  they 
intended  to  pursue  afterwards.  If  the 
measure  were  read  a  second  time,  was  it 
to  he  given  the  facilities  of  a  Govern- 
ment measure  ?  The  right  hoo.  Gentle- 
man said,  in  a  rather  ambiguous  phrase, 
that  he  proposed  to  affirm  the  principle 
of  the  BUJ.  But  if  he  affirmed  tbe 
principle  did  he  propose,  if  the  Govern- 
ment continued  in  existence,  to  assist  in 
passing  the  measure  into  law  this 
Session  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  also  said  that  he  was  opposed  to  tbe 
continuance  of  tbe  Crimes  Act  on  tbe 
ground  that  it  was  an  absurdity  to  keep 
on  the  Statute  Book  an  Act  that  was 
operative  or  inoperative  according  to 
political  changes  at  Westminster.  Bnt 
that  was  an  argument  that  could  be 
applied  to  the  most  recent  proposal  of 
'the  Government  to  the  House  on 
which  a  vote  was  taken  tbe  previous 
night — the  proposal  of  a  constitutional 
change  which  affected  not  only  one 
portion  of  the  Kingdom,  but  which 
affected  the  very  central  machinery  of 
govOToment,  and  which  would  be  opera- 
tive or  inoperative  according  as  a 
Conservative  or  Liberal  Government 
was  in  power.  The  Chief  Secretary 
had  quoted  statistics  to  prove  a 
diminution  of  crime  in  Ireland,  and 
had  said  'that  tbe  Unionists  were  in 
the  habit  of  charging  him  with  that 
diminution  as  if  it  were  an  offence. 
He  failed  to  recollect  any  Unionist  Mem- 
ber— and  certainly  any  tJnionist  Member 
from  Ireland — who  made  such  a  charge, 
and  he  should  be  the  last  person  in  the 
worid  himself  to  make  such  a  charge 
against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  But 


he  must  remind  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
that  crime  statistics  were  not  taken  as 
the  foundation  of  the  case  oq  which  the 
House  was  asked  to  pass  tbe  measure  in 
1887.  The  Leader  of  tbe  Opposition 
stated,  whenasChief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
he  introduced  tbe  Crimes  Act,  that  he  did 
not  rely  upon  statistics  of  crime  as  the 
hasis  of  biB  polioy ;  but  on  Uie  principle 
which  had  been-  laid  down  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for-Mid-r 
lothian,  that  it  was'necessary  to  consider 
the  amount  of  crime  in  Ireland  in  con- 
junotion  with  its  source  and  character ; 
and  on  that  ground  it  was  useless  for  any- 
one  to  urge  that  there  was  not  ample 
reason  for  retaining  the  Act  on  the 
Statute  Book.  When  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  prided  himself  on  having 
paralysed  the  operation  of  the  law  in 
East  Mayo,  and  stated  that  he  would  do 
the  same  thing  again  under  anoth^ 
Unionist  Government,  what  was  the  value 
of  any  number  of  statistics  of  crime 
as  an  argument  for  the  removal  of  the 
Act  from  tbe  Statute  Book  ?  Tbe  Chief 
Secretary  bad  said  that  be  goveroed  Ire- 
land with  tbe  aid  of  tbe  Bishops  and 
popular  politicians.  But  a  Government 
might  come  into  power  in  a  very  short 
time  that  would  not  go  cap  in  hand  to 
Archbishop  Walsh  :  and  it  would  be  ab" 
surd  for  such  a  Government  to  place 
themselves  in  a  position  iu  which  they 
ocHild  not  rely  on  the  assistancu  oS.  a  mea- 
sure which  had  proved  su  effective  iu 
freeing  Ireland  from  those  crimes,  which 
for  Party  purposes  were  perpetrated  in 
the  time  of  tbe  late  Uuiouist  Government. 
Tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  prided  himself 
on  tbe  fact  that  they  had  governed  Ire- 
land with  tbe  ordinary  law,  and  without 
the  aid  of  the  Crimes  Act.  It  was  easy 
for  the  Chief  Secretary  to  boast  in  the 
House  that  he  was  not  a  coorcionist,  be- 
cause he  did  not  use  the  Crimes  Act.  Bnt 
from  the  Irish  point  of  view  he  was  still 
governing  Ireland  by  brute  force,  because 
he  was  using,  when  he  thought  necessary, 
all  those  administrative  instruments  for 
preserving  peace  and  order  which  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  bad  been 
denounced  for  using.  In  fact,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  l>oastcd  that  he  was 
a  non-coerciooist,  had  been  denounced  by 
tbe  followers  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Clare— who  had  spoken  that  day  in 
such  whispered  humbleness — as  one  of 
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the  woret  coercioniBta  diat  erer  went  to 
Ireland.  The  hoD.  Member  for  East 
Clare  had  told  them  that  to  be  arrested 
nndOT  this  Act  was  to  have  established 
a  claim  ou  the  gratitad^  of  the  Irish 
nation.  Indeed,  u  thej  were  to  vote  for 
the  repeal  of  the  Act  they  should  be  re- 
moving from  the  path  of  f  onng  ambitions 
Irishmen  the  easiest  method  for  obtain- 
ing political  distinction  ;  for  a  man  bad 
only  to  be  prosecuted  by  the  Grovemment 
under  the  Coercion  Aot  to  become 
a  public  hero.  Therefore,  the  repeal 
of  this  Act*  would  depriTe  Irish 
■Members  of  the  easiest  way  of  olftaiuing 
a  crown  of  glory,  a  crown,  however, 
which  was  not  free  from  thorns.  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Clare  had  found 
that  out  for  himself  when  he  was  im- 
prisoned iu  Wexford,  and  put  on  prison 
fare.  It  was  not  surprising  that  the  con- 
stitution of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Clare  broke  down  on  water.  In  fact,  no 
Irish  constitution  could  stand  ln«ad  and 
water  for  72  hours. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  :  Talk  sense. 

Mb.  macartney  said,  that  there 
was  practically  no  grievance  in  the  con- 
tinuance of  this  Act  on  the  Statute  Book. 
Jf  there  was  any  grievance  at  all  it  was 
a  mere  sentimental  grievance,  that  had 
been  greatly  euggmsted.  The  Crimes 
Act  did,  not  hurt  any  Irishman,  whether 
he  dwelt  in  bis  constituency  (South 
Antrim)  or  in  the  constituency  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Clare.  The  hon. 
Member  objected  to  the  Act  because  it 
was  confined  to  Ireland,  and  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  said  it  would  be  impossible 
to  carry  it  for  England ;  but  if  the  state  of 
things  existed  in  England  which  existed 
in  Ireland  wlien  the  Act  was  passed,  a 
Government  that  did  not  cope  with  it 
would  be  swept  away  at  once.  In 
America,  uiider  similar  vircumetances, 
the  people  did  not  wait  for  legislation, 
but  adopted  summary  measures.  In  the 
case  of  the  Kearney  riots,  the  people  of 
California  did  not  wait  for  any  Govern- 
ment action,  but  took  the  matter  into 
their  own  hands  and  dealt  out  justice  to 
Kearney  and  his  fdlowers.  The  hon. 
Membw  for  East  Clare  had  also  con- 
tended that  the  Act  had  failed,  because 

Mr,  Maeartiujf 


he  said  he  had  not  been  converted  by 
being  sent  to  gaol.  Of  course,  the  en- 
forcement of  the  Act  did  not  change  the 
views  of  those  who  suffered  under  it,  aa 
the  hon.  Member  appeared  to  think  it 
should.  They  did  not  change  the  opinions 
of  a  Ukief  by  sending  him  to  f^l,  for  it 
was  a  well-known  fact  that  the  gaols 
were  largely  filled  by  old  criminals. 

Mk.  W.  REDMOND  :  I  know  nothing 
about  thieves ;  I  suppose  you  do. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  said  that,  of 
course,  he  was  uguing  generally,  and 
without  any  personal  reference  to  the 
hon.  Member.  He  looked  upon  the  hon. 
Member  not  as  an  ordinary  but  as  an 
extraordinary  burglar,  who  regarded  it  as 
meritorious  to  have  been  put  in  prison. 
As  they  could  not  convince  a  thief,  so 
they  could  not  convince  a  political 
burglar.  At  all  events,  the  hon.  'Member 
had  been  kept  out  of  mischief  for  six 
months,  and  if  no  other  good  was  done, 
they  would  have  to  thank  the  operation 
of  the  Act  for  that  very  small  mercy. 
The  promoters  of  the  Bill  ought  to  have 
gone  a  step  further  than  they  had  done. 
They  should  have  shown  that  not  only 
was  the  Act  not  necessary  now,  but  that 
in  no  possible  future  circumstances,  whe- 
ther remote  or  near,  would  such  an 
instrument  for  procuring  the  puuishment 
of  those  who  broke  the  law  in  Ireland  ba 
necessary.  The  supporters  of  the  Bill, 
including  the  Chief  Secretary,  had  care- 
fully abstained  from  noticing  the 
Buggestion  that  it  was  possible 
there  might  be  a  recrudescence  d 
crime  in  Ireland  which  would  call  for 
exceptional  legislation.  It  had  not  only 
been  admitted  but  suggested  that  in  the 
near  future  it  might  be  possible  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  and  his 
friends  would  attempt,  for  political  pur- 
poses of  their  own,  to  create  -in  the  dis- 
tricts of  Ireland  in  which  they  had 
influence  those  agrarian  circumstances 
which  had  led  in  the  past  to  so  much 
crime.  The  Chief  Secretary  had  not 
attempted  to  deal  with  that  point ;  and 
he  certainly  could  not  admit  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  out  the 
slightest  justification  for  Ihe  action  he 
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proposed  to  take  in  voting  for  the  Second 
ReadiDg  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  (Manchester, 
E.) :  I  have  often  reflected  how  cnrions  is 
oar  procedure  in  this  Hou&e  with  reference 
to  those  ambitious  schemes  for  legislation 
which  imvate  Members  in  the  exercise  of 
their  nndonbted  rights  bring  forward  for 
diaenssion  on  a  Wednesday  afternoon. 
The  Government  of  the  day  may  bring 
forward  measures  even  of  the  second 
class,  not  specially  controversial  or  im- 
portant, and  the  Forms  of  the  House 
seenre  that  snch  measures  shall  be  ade- 
qnately  disonssed  at  every  sti^,  not  only 
on  the  Second  Reading,  and  on  the 
different  later  stages,  but  on  the  First 
Beading  also.  These  are  the  safeguards 
to  prevent  rash  legislation  on  the  part  of 
the  €U>vemment,  bnt  they  are  not 
thought  necessary  in  the  case  of  the  irre- 
sponsible private  Member,  who  intro- 
duces a  Bill  without  anyone  objecting 
and  obtains  a  First  Reading.  Testerday 
there  was  introduced  three  such  Bills — 
one  to  abolish  the  House  of  Lords  ;  a 
second  to  abolish  the  Universities  ;  and 
a  third  to  abolish — I  forget  what,  but  I 
think  it  was  to  abolish  one  of  the  other 
ancient  institutions  of  the  country.  Nobody 
said  a  word,  and  if  the  introducer  of  any 
of  these  Bills  can  get  the  first  place  on  a 
Wednesday  he  may  occupy  four  or  five 
hours  of  the  valuable  time  of  the  House, 
and  obtain  a  decisiou  of  the  House  on 
the  main  principle  involved.  If  that 
procednre  lends  itself  to  oritioism  there 
has  never  been  an  occasion  on  which 
criticism  would  have  been  more  appro- 
priate tbau  it  is  to-day.  Think  of  what 
we  are  asked  to  do,  and  of  the  conditions 
under  which  we  are  asked  to  do  it.  We 
are  asked  to  repeal  an  Act,  and  the 
Members  who  ask  us  to  do  so,  although 
they  made  long  and  interesting  speeches, 
did  not  go  to  the  root  of  the  matter  and 
4iscu8B  the  principles  and  details  which 
the  Act  involves.  One  half  the  speech 
of  the  Seconder  was  devoted  to  autobio- 
graphical experiences  of  [nison  life  and 
views  of  prison  dismpline.  Is  it  con- 
ceivable that  the  House  is  to  take 
awionsly  snch  a  proposal  when  it  is  laid 
Iwlora  na  in  a  apuit  so  wanting  in  serions- 


ness?  When  I  turn  to  the  conditions 
under  which  the  measure  is  brought 
before  us  it  appears  to  roe  that  the  case 
against  asking  the  House  to  decide  a  ques- 
tion of  this  kind  on  a  Wednesday  after- 
noon becomes  absolutely  overwhelming. 
As  has  already  been  pointed  out  by 
ray  hoQ.  and  learned  Friend  who  moved 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  the  Crimes  Act 
took  three  months  and  seven  days  in 
passing  through  this  House,  and  even 
that  was  not  thought  suflScient  time  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Yet  that 
which  took  three  months  and  'seven  days 
to  pass  this  House  we  are  asked  to  deal 
with  in  its  most  important  stage  in  four- 
and-a-half-bours.  With  regard  to  the 
Chief  Secretary's  reply  to  that  point,  I 
absolutely  deny,  in  the  first  place,  that 
this  measure  can  bo  properly  dealt  with 
unless  you  have  details  before  you.  If 
there  is  a  stage  at  which  principle,  and 
principle  alone,  is  supposed  to  guide  the 
action  of  the  House  of  Commons,  it  is 
that  of  First  Reading.  Yet  the  First 
Reading  of  the  Act  which  this  Bill  is 
intondoa  to  repeal  took  four  nights,  and 
the  Second  Reading  took  seven  nights. 
In  these  circumstances,  I  mnst  enter  my 
protest  against  such  an  invasion  of  the 
rights  of  private  Members  as  would  re- 
quire this  House  to  come  to  any  decision 
upon  so  momentous  a  case  as  this  within 
the  brief  space  allotted  to  us  on  a  Wed- 
nesday afternoon.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary admitted  that  to  govern  Ireland 
successfully  yon  require  a  strong  Govern- 
ment, but  he  seemed  to  think  that  a 
strong  Government  was  able  to  do  all 
the  work  without,  anything  in  the  nature 
of  special  provisions  for  enforcing  the 
ordinary  Criminal  Law  of  the  country. 
I  listened  with  interest  to  see  how 
he  was  going  to  defend  and  develop 
that  position,  but  not  one  single  ad- 
ministrative action  did  he  put  before 
us  which  could  be  adopted  by  the 
strong  Government  in  question  ex- 
cept the  system  of  energetic  control. 
But  the  value  of  that  system  depends 
upon  the  legal  machinery  by  which 
criminals  can  be  brought  to  justice  when 
they  are  caught  What  is  the  use  of 
conlToI  ?  It  is  to  prevent  those  com- 
mitting crimes  who  are  afraid  of  being 
caught  and  to  catoh  those  who  have 
already  committed  crimes ;  bnt  why 
should  any  human  b^g  be  deterred  fron 
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committing  any  crime  he  pleases  if  he 
happens  to  know  he  will  not  be  brought 
to  justice  for  the  crime  ?  Control  is  an 
admirable  additional  help  to  a  system  by 
which  crimioals  can  be  tried  and  con- 
victed ;  but  if  for  auy  reason,  political 
or  other,  it  is  not  backed  np  by  adequate 
legal  maohineryf  no  amoant  of  control  in 
the  world  will  give  that  aecurity  to  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  which  everyone  has  a 
right  to  demand.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
mAn's  argument  seemed  to  be  reducible 
to  one  solitary  proposition,  and  that  was 
that  he,  without  the  Crimes  Act,  had  got 
on  exceedingly  well  with  the  administra- 
tion of  Ireland.  I  have  never  contested 
the  facts  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
but  I  do  contest  tbe  validity  of  the  argu- 
ment which  he  rests  upon  them.  We  have 
over  and  over  again  pointed  out  that  yon 
cannot  judge  of  the  efficacy  of  your  legal 
system  by  itself  ;  you  must  judge  it  in 
comparison  with  the  forces  to  which  it  is 
opposed.  Now,  we  contend  that  under 
certain  special  circumstances  at  the  pre- 
sent hour  the  forces  arrayed  against  legal 
authority  iu  Ireland  are  far  weaker  than 
they  were  under  tbe  regime  of  those  who 
precededthe  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Great 
political  and  social  organisations,  which 
in  other  times  were  used  for  the  promo- 
tion of  disorder  and,  indirectly  at  all 
events,  for  the  promotion  of  crime,  have 
now  been  used  in  order  to  support  the 
Government,  from  which  they  have  ex- 
pectations in  the  future.  "  But,"  says 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  "is  this  a 
thing  of  which  we  need  be  ashamed  ? 
Ought  you  not  to  govern  in  sympathy 
with  the  moral  forces  of  the  com- 
munity ? "  Well,  I  will  not  discuss 
whether  the  forces  of  which  he  speaks 
can  properly  be  described  as  moral,  or 
how  far  they  are  moral,  but  what  is  the 
origin  and  basis  of  the  present  alliance 
with  forces  which  he  describee  as  moral  ? 
Is  it  sympathy  with  the  mode  of  admin- 
istration which  he  has  thought  it  his 
duty  to  use  in  Ireland  ?  No  ;  we  have 
irrefragable  proof  that  it  is  not  sym- 
pathy with  the  administrative  methods 
of  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  done,  aud  has  been 
obliged  to  do,  everything  in  an  administra- 
tive sense  which  his  predecessors  did. 
The  basis,  therefore,  of  this  alliance  is  not 
common  agreement  jis  to  how  Ireland 
should  be  governed  at' present.   What  is 

Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour 

\ 


it  P  It  is  the  hope  of  some  Bill  in  the 
future  which  is  to  remove  tbe  whole  re- 
sponsibility of  governing  Ireland  on  any 
principle  tram  gentlemen  sitting  on  the 
Treasury  Beocb.  I  do  not  call  tbat  an 
alliance  with  the  moral  forces  of  Ireland. 
I  call  it  an  alliance  for  a  definite  poli- 
tical object,  entered  into  by  gentlemen 
with  •  definite  politieal  end,  and  it  no 
more  deserves  the  flattering  epithets  be 
applies  to  it  than  any  other  combinatiou 
of  persons  of  very  different  principles, 
and  having  very  different  objects,  to 
carry  out  a  temporary  purpose.  If  that 
analysis  of  tbe  present  situation  be  true, 
what  element  of  permanence  has  it  ? 
Assume  tbat  a  Unionist  Government 
comes  in,  then  this  alliance  with  the 
moral  forces  of  Ireland  must  on  the 
hypothesis  vanish.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
even  necessary  to  wait  for  the  advent  of 
a  Unionist  Government.  Once  let  the 
Liberal  Party  in  this  conntiy  oome  round 
to  the  late  views  of  the  present  Prime 
Minister,  and  tbe  alliance  again  will 
vanish.  Is  it  uot  unreasonable  and  in- 
tolerable to  ask  us  to  abandon  a  method 
of  enforcing  the  Common  Law  of  this 
country,  which,  by  the  admission  of  the 
advocates  of  the  present  law,  will  become 
necessary  as  soon  as  Irish  patriots  see 
the  prospects  of  Home  Rule  receding 
into  space  ?  I  am  certain  that  must 
come  sooner  or  later,  and  then  we  will 
find  ourselves  face  to  face  with  the  old 
problems  and  difficulties,  but  without  the 
present  methods  of  meeting  ^em  when 
they  arrive.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemau 
told  US  tbat  by  retaining  this  Act  as  a 
permanent  part  of  the  Statute  Book  we 
were  taking  it  for  granted  that  Ireland 
would  for  an  indefinite  period  take  a  view 
of  the  law  different  to  the  view  wbich 
prevails  in  this  country.  I  have  never 
betieved  myself  that  the  ancient  tmdi- 
tions  of  agrarian  disturbance,  which  did 
not  b^n  with  the  Union,  could  be 
wholly  got  rid  of  in  a  generation  or  ia 
two  generations.  But  I  will  make  this 
concession  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  believe  that,  in  spite  of  this  Inherited 
perversion  of  view  with  regard  to  agrarian 
crime  in  Ireland,  you  could  govern  Ire- 
land under  the  ordinary  law  of  this 
country  on  one  condition,  and  that  condi- 
tion is  that  you  could  guarantee  that  no 
political  Party  would  every  a^in  use 
crime  for  the  purpose  of  adranung  their 
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political  views.  The  r^ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man muBt  know  perfectly  well,  if  he  had 
the  eonnge  to  tell  us  his  whole  mind,  that 
political  Parties  in  the  past  used  crimsi 
directly  or  indirectly,  to  further  their 
ends,  and  tliat  at  this  moment  thej 
are  threatening  to  use  crime  again. 
We  had  two  quotations  this  afternoon 
from  one  Member  of  the  largest  of  the 
Irish  sections  below  the  Gangway.  One 
of  these  quotations  encouraged  boycot- 
ting, and  stated  that  the  Government,  of 
which  the  speaker  was  a  supporter, 
would  never  punish  boycotting.  The 
other  said  that  as  soon  as  a  Unionist 
Government  came  into  Office  a  land  agi- 
tation such  as  had  never  been  known  in 
Ireland  before  would  h6  got  up  by  poli- 
tical agitators.  A  land  agitation  means 
agrarian  crime,  and  it  means  nothing 
else  but  agrarian  crime,  and  I  wish  to 
know  bow  any  responsible  politician  in 
this  Hoase^  with  that  menace  staring  him 
in  the  face,  with  the  knowledge  that 
those  with  whom  he  is  in  moral  alliance 
at  this  moment  may,  as  soon  as  a  change 
of  Government  takes  place,  resume  all 
the  old  methods  for  all  the  old  purposes 
with  all  the  old  results — I  wish  to  know 
bow  any  responsible  politician  in  the^ 
circumstances  can  say  that  the  Govern- 
meat  of  this  country  is  to  be  left  defence- 
less and  powerless,  deprived  of  every 
method  by  which  the  eriminal  can  be 
puTsned,  and  that  these  gentlemen  are  to 
be  left  to  pnrsne  their  own  course  at  their 
own  sweet  will.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  may  be  fortunate  enough  during  the 
remaining  portion  of  his  Irish  career  to 
be  able  to  guarantee  that  these  moral 
forces  shall  be  on  his  side.  But  when 
the  moral  forces  become  immoral  forces 
when  he  leave  Office,  when  different 
political  objects  are  to  be  gained  at 
Westminster  and  different  political 
methods  have  to  be  pursued  In  Ireland, 
then  a  condition  of  things  may  arise 
again  under  whidi  we  shall  have, 
fo^  the  very  purpose  of  conferring  the 
most  elementary  rights  and  liberties  upon 
the  poorer  peasantry,  to  have  recourse  to 
instmments  to  carry  out  the  ordinary  law 
which  nobody  likes  .to  employ.  I  and 
those  who  act  with  me  are  supposed  to 
have  some  special  love  for  coercive 
legtslation  and  coercive  practices.  No- 


thing could  be  further  from  the 
truth.  Nothing  would  be  more  in  accord- 
ance with  the  passionate  desire  of  those 
who  sit  npon  this  aide  as  well  as  of  those 
who  sit  upon  that  side  than  that  Ireland 
should  in  every  respect— in  her  love  for 
law  as  well  as  in  other  respects — be  in 
precisely  the  same  position  as  every 
other  part  of  the  Kingdom.  But  because 
we  desire  that,  are  we  to  shut  our  eyes  to 
the  plain  teaching  of  facts,  and  are  we  to 
say  that,  because  during  a  year  and-a- 
half  it  has  suited  certain  politicians  to 
support  a  Government  which  they 
formerly  opposed,  to  make  that  easy 
which  they  formerly  made  difficult — are 
we  to  say  for  that  reason  that  for  the 
future  the  Administration  is  to  be 
rendered  perfectly  helpless  in  the  face 
even  of  the  most  outrageous  attempts  to 
produce  crime  and  disorder  in  the  South 
and  West  of  Ireland  ?  I  cannot  believe 
that  the  House  of  Commons  will  come  to 
a  decision  of  that  kind  ;  and  of  this  I  am 
certain — that  if  they  mean  to  come  to  a 
decision  of  that  kind  it  should  only  be 
after  the  fullest  debate  and  the  maturest 
consideration,  and  not  after  the  perfunc- 
tory discussion  on  this  extraordinary 
proposal  w-hich  is  all  we  have  been  vouchr 
safed  this  afternoon  by  hon.  Gientlemen 
below  the  Gangway. 

Mr.  John  Redmond  (Waterford) 
rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move, 
"  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question  put,  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  255  ;  Noes 
196. — (Division  List,  No.  27.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  the 
word  *  now '  stand  part  of  die  Qaestion." 

The  House  divided  j — Ayes  254 ; 
Noes  194.— (Division  List,  No,  28.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Friday,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

LOCAL  OOyEBMHMNT  PBOVISIONAL 
0BDBR8  (Ko.  4)  BILL.~(No.  148.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 
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INDUSTRIAL  AND  PBOVIDBNT  SOCIE- 
TIBS  ACT  (1893)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
(No.  96.) 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
-without  Amendment  ;  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

MUSIC  AND  DANCING  LICENCES 
(MIDDLESEX)  B[LL.«(No.  S6.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Wednesday  next. 

COUNTY      COUNCILS  ASSOCIATION 
(SCOTLAND)  EXPENSES  BILL. 
(No.  97.) 

As  amended,  considered ;  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


FISHEBT  BOARD  (SCOTLAND)  EXTENSION 
OP  POWERS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Duchanan,  Bill  to  extend  the 
powers  of  the  Fishery  Boatd  for  Scotland  in 
relation  to  harbourB  and  piers,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Bacbamm,  Mr.  Asber,  Mr. 
Anstmther,  Sir  Donald  MacCulBoe,  Mr.  Ben- 
ahaw,  and  Sir  William  Weddorbam. 

Bill  preHutad,  and  read  first  time.  [BillUl.] 

QUEEN  ANNE'S  BOUNTY. 
Copy  presented, — of  Annual  Report 
and  Accounts  of  the  Govemora  for  the 
jear  ended  Slst  December  1893  [by 
Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1887 
(EVICTION  NOTICES), 
Copy  presented, — of  Return  of  Evic- 
tion Notices  filed  during  the  quarter 
ended  Slst  March  1894  [by  Command]  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SUPERANNUATION  ACT,  1884. 
Copy  presented,— of  Treasury  Minute, 
^ted  IStfa  April,  1894,  dedaring  that 
Thomas  Lewis  (Sub-postmaster,  Little 
Sutton,  Chests-)  was  appointed  without 


advertence  on  the  part  of  the  Head  of 
his  Department  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

AFRICA  (No.  3,  1894). 
Copy   presented, — of    Map  of  the 
Southern  Portion  of  British  East  Africa 
(to  illustrate  Africa,  No.  2,  1894  [by 
Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PIER  AND  HARBOUR  PR0TI8IONAL 

ORDERS. 

Copy  ordered,  "  of  Memorandum 
stating  the  nature  of  the  proposals  con- 
tained in  the  Provisional  Orders  included 
in  the  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  (No.  1) 
Bill."— (Jfr.  fl«rl.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
(No.  80.) 

ESTATE  DUTY. 
Copy  ordered,  "  of  Paper  explanatory 
to  the  proposals  of  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  with  respect  to  the  Estate 
Duty.-— (rAe  Chanceihr  of  the  Ex- 
chequer.) 

Copy  presoited  accordingly;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table^  and  to  be  printed. 
(No.  79.) 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Sir,  on  the 
question  of  the  Adjournment,  would  the 
right  hon.  €rentleman  inform  us  what  it 
u  proposed  should  be  the  course  of  busi- 
ness to-morrow  ?  I  do  not  know  how 
long  the  discussion  of  the  Board  (d 
Gonoiliation  and  Railway  Rates  Billfl 
will  occupy,  but  it  may  be  impcutant  to 
know  the  course  of  business. 

Mr.  T.  £.  ELLIS  said,  that  the  Bills 
mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
woald  be  the  second  and  third  Orden  <tf 
the  Day  tonuwnnr. 

House  adjourned  at  one  mlnata 
befme  Six  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OP  LOEDS, 
TAurtda^t  19th  April  1894. 


J     THE  "  COSTA  BICA  PACKET." 
FKTITIOK  PRBSEHTBD. 

•The  Eakl  op  JERSEY  :  My  Lords, 
I  beg  to  prbsent  ft  Petition  from  the 
owoer,  master,  aud  memberB  of  the  crew 
of  the  British  whaling  ship  Cotta  Rica 
Paikeij  and  I  would  ask  to  be  allowed  to 
Of  a  few  words  to  explain  the  reason 
this  Petition  is  presented.  Obtain  Car- 
penter, muter  of  the  Costa  Rica 
rackety  is  a  British  subject  residing  in 
Sjdoey,  and  has  had  great  experience 
in  whaling  expeditions.  On  Novem- 
bw  1,  189!,  while  on  a  whaling 
expedition,  he  was  arrested  hj  the 
Netherlands  (India)  Authorities  for  an 
offence  alleged  to  liave  been  committed 
in  the  beginaing  of  1888.  Without  being 
told  the  Bpecifie  nature  of  the  charge 
made  against  bitn,  ha  was  taken  off  a  dis- 
tance of  1,000  miles  to  Macassar,  there 
put  into  a  cell,  labelled  "  For  Condemned 
Europeans,*'  and  was  most  vilely  treated. 
Owing  apparently  to  the  action  of  the 
Governor  of  the  Straits  Settlements  he 
was  eventually  released,  on  the  28th  of 
November,  without  the  case  being  tried, 
or,  in  other  words,  because  there  was  no 
real  case  against  him.  I  may  mention 
that  white  he  was  at  Macassar  there  was 
only  one  otfaw  British  subject  there,  Mr. 
Barnard,  without  whose  assistance  his 
ease  would  have  been  probably  still 
harder.  In  the  meantime  the  oppor- 
tunity of  fishing  was  lost,  as  the  whaling 
season  had  passed  away,  and  the  expe- 
dition proved  a  total  failure.  Under 
these  circumstances  theowner,  the  captain, 
and  the  crew  of  the  Co$ia  Bica  Packet 
made  a  demand  upon  the  Netherlands 
(India)GoTernment  for  some  compeusation 
for  the  loss  sustained  owing  to  those  pro- 
oeedings.  Apparently  Xhxt  just  com- 
pensation has  not  been  recognised  as  due  by 
Uie  Netherlands  Govemment.  It  appears 
that  the  arrest  of  Captain  Carpenter 
was  not  baaed  upon  reasonable  groands, 
and  the  course  taken  of  arresting  him 
and  refasiug  to  accept  his  bail  can  hardly 
be  defended.    Eren  the  Dntch  Pro- 
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curenr  General  when  he  made  bis  Sepori 
of  June  16t|i,  1892,  iHid— 

**  It  Is  true  that  the  officer  of  jastf ce  at 
Mansiar  instead  of  asUi^  for  liber^  to  pto- 
secata  the  order  of  arrest  bad  adopted  a  dif- 
fetent  course,  and  I  pointed  oat  in  my  letter  qt 
the  16tb  January,  1691,  the  difficulty  of  proving 
the  case,  but  the  Council  by  ita  decisioa  showed 
that  it  considered  the  arrest  neceaBsry." 

Well,  as  was  foreseen,  the  case  could  not 
be  proved,  and  the  Dqtch  Government 
now  refuses  compensation  for  an  arrest 
which  their  own  legal  adviserhad  warned 
them  not  to  make.  This  matter,  my 
Lords,  has  created  a  somewhat  lively 
interest'  in  Australia,  and  the  Legisla- 
tive Council  of  New  South  Wales 
appointed  a  Select  Committee  to  Inquire 
into  the  matter,  and  I  believe  its  Report 
has  been  widely  distributed  in  this 
country.  Personally,  I  knew  Captain 
Carpenter,  aud  I  know  he  bore  a  high 
reputation,  both  for  good  character  aod 
knowledge  of  nautical  affairs.  In  fact, 
[  ba.ppeued  to  go  on  board  the  Ctuta 
Jiica  Packet  the  day  it  started  on  this 
unfortunate  voyage.  When  we  consider 
what  a  serious  blow  it  would  be  to  British 
interests,  and  bow  it  would  affect 
British  traders  in  Dutch  ports  if  an  out- 
rage of  this  kind  is  allowed  to  pass  by 
without  notice  being  taken  of  it,  it  cannot 
be  a  matter  of  surprise  that  the  Colonial 
Governments  should  take  some  steps 
about  it ;  aud  I  may  say  that  the  Premier 
of  New  South  Wales  (Sir  George  Dibbs) 
has  frequently  urged  me  upon  the  matter. 
But  the  matter  is  not  one  only  of  colonial 
interest,  it  is  of  Imperial  interest;  and 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  recognised  this  when  the 
case  was  laid  before  him.  After  con- 
sideration he  sent  a  Despatch  to  our 
Minister  at  the  Hague  in  these  words— 

"  With  all  respect  to  the  prooedaie  of  the 
Court  of  the  Ketherlands  C^ndia),  Her  Majesty's 
Government  consider  that  the  evidence  was 
not  sufficient  to  make  out  such  a  case  even  of 
reasonable  sospldon  as  could  be  treated  as 
jaatifying  theantst  of  Ur.  Carpenter,  and  Her 
Hajesty's  QoTemment  are,  thenfonu  of  oplnim 
that  in  the  absence  of  guchreasonaue  evidence 
Mr,  Carpenter  is  entitled  to  compensation  for 
personal  damage.  After  carefoUy  oonsidenng 
the  case,  they  feel  jastified  in  asking  the  Nether* 
lands  Oovemment  to  grant  to  Mj.  Carpenter, 
by  way  ofpersonal  compensation,  the  sam  of 
A2fiW.  Ber.  Hajes^s  Government  mA  to 
keep  the  claims  arising  from  the  arrest  within 
the  narrowest  possible  limits,  and  they  will  not, 
therefoie,  put  in  any  daim  on  account  of  the 
loss  sufi^^  by  the  members  of  the  crew  of  the 
Outa  HUM  JPwJrf." 
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It  is  not,  my  Lords,  .for  me  to  pat  my 
opinioD  against  tlh»t  of  the  Law  Offieen 

of  the  CrowDt  hut  it  does  seem  hard 
that  the  captain  and  crew  of  this 
Tessel,  who  have  suffered  |?reat  losses, 
should  not  be  considered.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  they  were  work- 
ing this  expedition  upon  the  "  lay  *' 
principle,  and  they  bad  reason  to 
expect  they  would  get  some  re- 
muneration for  their  efforts,  but  as  it 
tmned  out  the  expedition  proved  a  dead 
loss,  and  they  got  neither  wages  nor 
profit.  It  would  not  be  reasonable  to 
expect  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  act 
agniuBt  the  advice  of  their  Law  Officers, 
and  of  course  I  cannot  press  that  portion 
of  the  Petition.  As  I  believe  Her  Majesty's 
Government  is  fully  aware  of  the  great 
importance  of  this  matter,  and  they  have 
done  what  they  conld  up  to  the  present 
time,  I  need  not  dilate  -upon  how  very 
great  in  fact,  how  vital  in  fact,  is  the 
Importance  of  protecting  the  freedom  of 
our  subjects  in  every  corner  of  the  worlds 
and  to  prevent  our  flag  being  insulted 
by  any  other  nation.  Perhaps  the  noble 
Karl  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
may  remind  me  of  the  old  adage,  that 
"  One  man  may  take  a  horse  to  the  water 
but  that  ten  cannot  make  him  drink,'* 
and  that  several  representations  have  been 
made  to  the  Dutch  Government  about 
granting  the  compenBation  which  would 
be  adequate  in  this  case.  No  doubt  it 
is  also  true  that  the  fault  alleged  against 
'the  Dutch  has  never  been  that  of  giving 
too  much  ;  but  still  it  is  not  the  act  of  a 
friendly  or  honourable  Government  to 
refuse  to  give  compensation  to  the  sub- 
ject of  another  country  whom  it  has 
arrested  upon  a  charge  which  it  could 
not  sustain  and  whom  it  has  greatly 
outraged.  I  hope,  therefore,  the  noble 
Lord  will  allow  me  to  express  the  wish 
that  he  will  continue  his  efforts  in  order 
to  bring  about  a  speedy  arrangement  of 
this  matter.  It  has  been  pending  for 
some  years  now,  and  I  think  it  is  high 
time  that  some  compensation  should  be 
paid  to  Captain  Carpenter  for  the  injury 
he  has  snatained,  and  that  alao  some 
Teparation  or  apology  should  be  made  for 
the  insnlt  to  our  flag. 

Thk  secretary  of  STATE  ron 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Earl  of 
Kihberlbt)  :  My  Lords,  the  fioble  Earl 
has  stated  very  ctearly  Uia  details  of  this 
7Ae  Earl  ofJvneff  ' 


'case,  and  I  dare  say  he  will  excuse  me 
for  not  foUowii^  htm  now  in  the  varioiu 
remarks  he  has  made  upon  it.  The 
matter  being  etiti  under  discussion  with 
the  Netherlands  Goveroment,  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  desirable  that  I  should 
go  into  all  the  particulars  of  the  case. 
But  I  am  able  to  give  so  far  a  satisfoc- 
tory  answer  to  the  noble  Earl  in  assuring 
him  that  we  by  no  means  have  acquiesced 
in  the  refusal  of  the  Netherlands  Govern- 
ment to  make  compensation  to  Captain 
CarpentOT,  whom  we  consider  to  nave 
been  unjustly  used,  and  I  am  about  to 
address  immediatoly  another  Despatch  to 
onr  Minister  at  the  Hague  inetmeting 
him  to  strongly  press  upon  the  Nether- 
lands Government  the  necessity  of  doing 
justice  in  the  matter  and  giving  oom- 
pensation  to  Captain  Carpenter.  I  will 
only  odd  that  I  can  hardly  believe  that 
those  representations  will  not  be  suocesa- 
ful,  because  I  believe  that  in  Captain 
Carpenter's  case  there  has  been  real 
hardship  and  a  real  reason  for  claiming 
that  compensation  is  owing  to  him. 

ABMT  (ANlfUAIO  BILL.-(No.  »*.)  y 
aXCOND  BIADIHG'. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

LoBD  SANDHURST  said,  in  moving 
the  Second  Reading,  that  there  were 
few  Amendments  or  alterations  made  in 
it  as  compared  with  former  Army  Acts. 
One  of  Uiem  related  to  an  alteration  of 
date  and  another  to  the  alteration  of  a 
word.  But  thwe  was  one  Amendment 
which  made  an  alteration  in  procedure 
with  regard  to  District  Courts  Martial. 
Noble  and  gallant  Lords  and  other  noble 
Lords  who  took  an  interest  in  the  subject 
were  aware  that  at  present  at  a  District 
Court  Martial  a  jn-isoner  might  be 
attended  and  assisted  by  a  friend,  who 
might  be  a  barrister  or  solicitor.  The 
procedure  was  that  the  friend  might  not 
put  questions  himself  to  the  pro8eaator» 
but  that  the  prisoner  himself  should  put 
the  questions  suggested  to  him  by  tb« 
firieod.  By  the  [fft^osed  Amendment  it 
was  suggested  that  the  praotioe  which 
now  applied  in  General  Courts  Martial 
should  be  extended  to  District  Courte 
Martial,  and  ithat  the  friend  should  put 
the  questions,  and,  in  the  event  of  a 
barrister  or  solicitor  beiiig^eiDploypd,  the 
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fKonBoation  would  have  th&UkeprWilege.' 
Bie  did  not  amj  that  b,%j  iDjiutica  had 
4xwiimd,  bnt  the  Ameadnunt  would 
remove  any  possible  laspioioii  of  injustiee, 
Mad  it  oarried  out  a  promue  maile  by  Mr. 
OampbeH-Bannerman  in  the  other  House 
last  year.  The  fourth  Amendmeot  was 
merely  intended  to  bring  the  Army 
^Annual)  Act  into  line  with  that  for 
protaotion  of  persons  passed  in  1893,  and 
woold  be  merely  an  alteration  of  *^  12  " 
into  "  6  months  "  in  section  170. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  nowread 2^.*' 
— {The  Lord  Sandkurtt.) 

Viscount  CROSS :  My  Lords,  I 
cannot  allow  the  statement  of  the  noble- 
Zxtrd  to  go  forth  without  expressing  one 
word  of  strongest  approval  of  the  change 
as  to  the  procedure  at  Courts  Martial. 
Ifoble  Lords  will  ask  why  I  interest  my- 
self in  this  subject ;  but  I  was  consulted 
Dpon  it  by  the  War  Office,  and  I  have 
jJways  held  that  it  is  necessary,  in 
justice  to  an  accused  person,  this  power 
should  be  given  whereby  be  may  be  de- 
fended by  counsel  or  a  solicitor  if  he  thinks 
fit  at  District  as  at  Greneral  Courts 
Martial. 

Mbtion  wreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly ;  Then  Standing  Order  No. 
XXXIX.  considered  (according  to 
Older),  and  dispensed  with  {  Bill  read  3% 
and  passed. 

>/    SUPBEICB  OOUET  OF  JUDIOATUBB 
(PBOOSDUBB)  BILL^No.  3.) 

COHMITTSE. 

Honso  in  Committee  (aooordilig  to 
Order). 

OlittBe  1. 

LOKD  HALBBUBY :  My  Lords,  at 
Kne  10, 1  propose  to  leave  out  the  words 
**of  a  Judge."  The  effect  of  the 
Amendment  is  ihis.  By  the  Bill  as 
it  was  drawn,  an  appeal  might  be 
allowed  by  the  order  of  a  Judge,  or 
by  the  order  of  a  Judge  of  the  Court 
of  Appeal* .  It  seems  to  me  that  is  in- 
tfoAwuig  a  new  peoadent  and  a  very 
^  ineonrenient  one.   It  ought  to  be  by  the 

>  leave  of  thd  Court  of  Appeal  or  not  at 

allfbeeaoAe  by  the  hjpdthasif  of  one  Judge 
b^ig  montiMed,  ttiough  the  ptbar  two 


Judges  of  .-the  Coiirt  wen^  t^posed  to  an 
appMi^  y  et  the  permission  of  one  Jn^go 
would  allow  an  appeal.  It  seems  to  me 
that  is  a  novelty  and  an  extremely  incon- 
venient thing  to  do,  and  I  beg  to  pn^Kiee 
that  Amendment. 

Amendment  moved,  in  line  10^  to  leave 
out  the  words  "of  a  Judge." 

*   Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

RemainiDg  Clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee ;  and  to  be  printed,  as 
amended.    (No.  26.) 

KDUCATION  CODB,  18W.  ^ 
KESOLOTION. 

*LoRD  STANLEY  ow  ALDEBLGY 

called  attention  to  the  Education  Code  of 
1894,  and  moved  to  resolve — 

'*Tbat,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
followiog  paragiapbfl  of  Article  73,  namely  :— 
'In  order  that  a  school  may  be  properly 
<nsaiuBed,  the  aomber  of  cmldren  on  the 
legisten  ander  the  control  of  any  teacher  or 
teachers  shoald  not  exceed  by  more  than  16 
per  cent,  the  number  for  which  each  teacher '  or 
taachars  is  or  are  conaidered  to  be  enfficient.  '  In 
the  case  of  scboolB  to  which  the  grant  falls  doe 
on  or  after  31st  August,  1896,  the  above  numbers 
will  be  reduced  as  follows :  60  to  50,  70  to  60, 
and  50  to  46,'  should  be  omitted  from  the 
Code." 

He  said,  he  expected  to  have  had  to  thank 
the  President,  the  Vice  President,  and 
the  Education  Department,  according  to 
what  had  been  said  qn  Tuesday  last,  for 
a  complete  modification  of  the  addition 
to  the  Code,  Mid  he  did  thank  them 
for  the  oonoeMion  th^  bad  made  in 
respect  of  the  average  atteadancos. 
The  country,  too,  would  thank  them  for 
it.  But  they  had  been  led  to  expect  that 
the  further  demands  of  the  Education 
Office  would  be  made  merely  as  a  coun- 
sel of  perfection.  Perhaps  Lord  Playfair 
would  explain  why  there  was  no  modifi* 
cation  in  the  Article  with  regard  to  what 
was  to  take  place  at  present.  AUerations 
had  been  nmde  in  the  Code  as  late  as 
1890|  reducing  80  to  70,  and  it  was  uqw 
proposed  to  r^nce  it  to  60,  He  asked 
leave  to  read  to  the  House  an  extract 
from  a  letter  he  had  received,  which  wfiB 
much  more  dear  upon  the  subject  than 
the  Pfipers  wluch  were  circulated  from 
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LondoD.  It  was  from  Dr.  Beach,  U«a(i 
Master  of  Chrietchnroh  School.  Maecl«ii- 
field,  dated  April  18. 

"  Article  73  wilt  diire  all  pnpil  teachers  from 
tolratary  Bchoola  whose  avense  attendance  Is 
between  200  and  300,  becanae  they  will  therein 
be  unable  to  take  anr  class,  and  tfais  species  of 
Bchooli  ca&iiot  afford  sopemumeraries.  At  the 
same  time,  it  will  give  little  or  no  relief  to  the 
most  burdened  class  of  teachen— namely,  those 
In  small  ^dtools,  whore  a  teacher  has  all,  or 
nearly  all,  the  classes  to  hereelf  or  himself. 
The  abase  of  rery  lat^  classes  is  mostly  felt 
under  the  London  School  Board  tbroush  un- 
even distribution  of  its  staff.  Bat  the  addition 
to  Article  7S  goes  so  far  beyond  and  jet 
falls  so  short  of  what  is  required  tiaX 
I  cannot  conceive  it  to'  be  anything  else 
bat '  a  |V«tezt  to  injure  rolnntary  achools. 
All  that  Is  required  to  ptereot  abase  is  ^ready 
In  existence  under  the  1893  Code.  In  this  the 
minim  am  staff  is  laid  down,  and  if  this  Is 
unduly  apportioQed  between  class  and  class, 
then  Her  Majesty's  Inspector  at  his  Tisita  should 
censure  the  organisation.  There  is  no  security 
in  any  amendment  of  the  addition ;  it  ahoold  be 
deleted  altoeeiher.  I  hear  something  abont  the 
words  '  habitual  attendance  *  being  substituted 
for  '  No.  on  Registers.'  The  improrement  thus 
effected,  the  degree  of  hardship  thai  lessened, 
will  be  infinitesimal.  Where  the  staff  is 
adequate,  if  a  pupil  teacher  or  eren  an 
assUtant  he  somewhat  aj^rently  oTer- 
bnrdened,  the  Head  Hester,  like  a  sUlfnl 
general  paying  attention  to  the  weakest  points, 
comes  himself  or  detaches  temporarily  some 
other  teacher  to  assist.  Ton  will  see  that  in 
my  paper'I  touch  upon  other  Articles  of  the 
Hew  Code,  which  are  not  in  the  abatract  ob> 
jecttonaUe,  bat  in  Uie  eonerate  are  niinons, 
unless  Mr.  Acland  will  first  find  the  managers 
more  money  and  the  teachers  more  time.  In 
Macclesfield,  on  account  of  the  Kew  Code,  I 
see  nothing  but  the  capture  by  Board  ism  ot  one 
of  the  strongest  rolontary  (ortresies  and  the 
■eoession  of  several  schoda" 

The  writer  of  that  letter  was  much  more 
than  an  elementary  teacher  —  he  was 
Head  Master  of  a  large  schoolf  and  had 
had  great  experience.  Id  a  Paper  about 
to  be  pablished  he  stated  that  Maccles- 
field would  have  to  par  £1^00,  Congte- 
ton  £1,500,  and  the  whole  diocese  of 
Chester  abont  £29,000.  That  was  only 
for  itmotural  alterations,  and  tliat  was 
the  reason  he  had  asked  for  a  Return  of 
all  the  schools  which  had  been  called 
upon  to  make  alterations.  A  notice 
could  then  be  put  in  the  Press,  and  all 
school  managers  could  send  in  the 
amounts  th«y  lud  expended.  The  country 
would  in  that  way  see  what  these 
ttmotniHl  alterations  had  cost.  That 
would  fcvm  a  good  ground  for  apply- 
ing for  further  forbearance  ;  and  for  not 

Lord  SlanUjf  of  Atdtrl^ 


proposing  to  alter  the  arrangements 
with  r^ard  to  staff,  which  would  press 
still  more  heavily  on  voluntary  schoole. 
If  the  Register  of  the  Edncation  Offiee 
were  kept  in  anjrthing  like  good  onder, 
as  the  Formgn.  Office  R^^ttts  were 
kc^t,  there  onght  to  ^  no  diffieolty  in 
making  the  Retorn.  It  was  difficult  to 
obtain  the  figures  with  regard  to  popnla* 
tion  grants  from  the  Blue  Books.  He  had 
been  referred  to  one  of  the  half-yearly 
Reports,  and  had  fouud  it  impossible  tA 
arrive  atany  result.  No  doubt  the  officials 
at  the  Department  could  tell  what  had 
happened,  because  they  had  previous  Re- 
ports to  refer  to.  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  be  able  to  give  a  sufficient  expla- 
nation to  make  the  Motion  unnecessary. 
Moreover,  less  than  30  Peers  were 
present,  and  a  Division  could  not  be 
taken. 

Moved  to  resolve— 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoaae.  the  fol- 
lowing paragraphs  of  Article  78,  viz. : — •  In 
order  that  a  school  may  be  properly  o^anised, 
the  number  of  children  on  tite  regiatecs  under 
the  control  of  any  teacher  or  teachers  should  not 
exceed  by  more  than  IS  per  cent,  the  number 
fbr  which  Bdch  teacher  or  teachen  is  or  aieom- 
■idered  to  be  sufficient.'  '  In  the  case  of  schocds 
to  which  the  grant  falls  due  on  or  after  81st 
August,  1896,  the  above  numbers  will  be  re- 
duced as  follows  :  60  to  60,  70  to  60,  and  50  to 
45,'  should  be  omitted  iron)  the  Code." — C7%« 
Ijori  Stanley  of  Alderlef.') 

*LoBD  PLAYFAIR  :  My  Lords,  I  am 
sure  the  noble  Lord  will  ezottse  me  if  I 
do  not  follow  him  iu  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion oi  structural  alterations,  which  is 
qnite  outside  the  question  now  before  yonr 
Lordships.  Thequestiou  he  deals  with  in 
the  first  part  of  his  speech  is  as  to  what 
is  a  sufficieut  number  of  pupils  for  a  single 
teacher.  The  Education  Departnwnt  has 
found  by  experience  that  a  single  teacher 
canuot  with  efficieocy  teach  60  boys,  and 
they  therefore  want  to  give  notice  that, 
not  now,  but  in  the  eourse  of  a  couple 
of  years,  the  subject  would  become  one 
for  the  serious  attention  of  teachers  and 
managers  of  schools.  Under  the  Minute 
as  it  was  first  drawn  and  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  both  Houses  I  confess  there 
was  a  considerable  b*rdsbip,  as  it  referred 
to  the  Intended  changes  applying  to 
the  children  on  the  Itogisters.  Bat  it 
is  felt  that  between  the  nnmbw  on  the 
school  Begistere  nnd  the  niunbar  in 
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•Terage  attendanee  there  is  often  a 
wide  dirergeDce,  and  if  it  had  been  left 
without  amendment  it  would  hare  fallen 
heavily  on  the  schools,  because  the 
managers  would  have  bad  to  get  rid  of 
children  who  attended  irreguUrly,  and  the 
children  aa  well  as  the  masters  would 
have  suffered.  .The  Minute  has  been 
altered  bo  as  to  be  merely  an  intimation 
to  school  managers  that  a  certain  pro- 
portion of  pnpiU  to  teachers  is  necessary 
to  secure  efficiency.  The  Begisters  are 
not  the  eonditiott  now,  thongh  the  atten- 
dance is  as  usual,  and  it  is  altered  trom 
arerage  attendance "  to  **  habitual  at- 
tendance."  It  stands  now— 

'*In  order  that  a  school  ma;  be  properlj 
orgmnised  it  ihonld  be  airaaged.  that  toe  nam- 
ber  children  babitaidly  present  at  any  time 
under  the  in8tmcti<m  of  any  teacher  or 
teaeben  sbonld  not  exceed  by  more  tban  1ft 
per  cent,  the  nnmber  for  which  snch  teacher  or 
teadiers  Is  or  ne  considered  to  be  snffident.*' 

This,  it  will  be  seen,  is  not  mandatory, 
but  recommendatory.  It  has,  however, 
been  considered  right  to  intimate  to 
schools  throughout  the  country  that  the 
number  now  allowed  for  a  single  teacher 
is  in  excess  of  what  be  can  properly 
manage,  and  tliat  two  years  hence  that 
munber  is  intended  to  be  reduced.  In 
the  meantime,  the  whole  question  can 
be  disenesed,  and  tbe  Grovernment  and 
the  Honse  can  be  informed  whether  the 
reqnirenieutB  of  tbe  Department  are 
justifiable.  In  1896  will  come  the  time 
to  deoide  whether  tbe  Department  has 
taken  too  high  a  view,  or  whether  their 
views  as  to  the  number  of  scholars  are 
moderate.  I  hope,  in  these  circum- 
stances, that  the  Motion  will  not  be 
pressed  by  the  noble  Lord,  as  the  Return 
would  .only  refer  to  the  Minute  which 
has  been  cancelled. 

The  Earl  of  CRANBROOK  :  My 
Lords,  after  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord,  it  is  quite  clear  that  the  question  is 
left  open  for  consideration  of  the  country. 
What  appears  in  the  Code  is,  in  tbe  first 
place,  only  a  recommendation,  and,  in  the 
next  place,  a  sort  of  prediction  which 
may  never  be  fulfilled,  and  which  the 
country  will  have  ample  opportunity  of 
oonsldering  duriog  the  next  two  years. 
That  being  so,  it  appears  to  me  it  would 
be  prenkatare  to  take  steps  upon  the 


qmstion.  Wo  are  yet  without  liftmna- 
tim,  for  the  Code  Imb  not  been  long  in 

our  hands.  I  therefore  strongly  recom-. 
mend  my  noble  Friend  not  to  press  his 
Motion. 

Eahl  stanhope  said,  he  hoped 
tbe  statement  of  tbe  noble  Earl  repre- 
senting the  Education  Department  would 
be,  as  far  as  it  went,  regarded  as  satis- 
factory. He  only  rose  for  an  instant  to 
ask  what  was  meant  by  the  rather  vague 
phrase  "  habitual  attendance,"  whiijh 
had  been  substituted  for  average  attend- 
ance on  the  Register.  There  was  a  great 
difference  between  tke  two,  and  as  the 
fonuOTwas  rather  a  va^e  term  he  would 
be  glad  of  an  explanation, 

*Lo&D  PLAYFAIR  :  The  expression 
"  habitual "  probably  means  average  at- 
tendance, bnt  it  has  been  put  in  as  a 
general  expression  to  show  the  country 
that  tbe  notice  was  really  recom- 
mendatory, and  that  at  .'present  there 
was  nothing  mandatory  about  it, 
though  in  a  couple  of  years*  time  the 
Department  may  be  compelled  to  fix  a 
smaller  number  per  teacher  than  is  the 
habit  at  present. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

BBHRINO  8BA  AWARD  BILL. 
Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

COUNTY    C0DNGIL8  ASSOCIATION  (SCOT- 
LAND) SXFEKSXS  BILL. 
Bnn^tfrom  tbe  Uommona ;  read  1',  and  to 
be  printed.   (No.  27.) 

INDUSTRIAL  AND  PROVIDENT  SOCIETIES 
ACT,  1893,  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commona ;  read  1*.  and  to 
be  printed.  (No.  38.) 

COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTION  FOB  THE 
STANDING  COMMITTEE. 
Report  from.  That  the  Committee  bave 
nominated  the  following  Lords  to  serve 
as  Chairmen  of  the  Standing  Committee  : 
L.  OhaneellOT. 


E.  Cadogan. 
E.  Belmore. 
E.  Morley. 
S.  Camperdown. 


E.  Eimberley.l 
K.  Northbrook. 
V.  Crosa. 

L.  Balfour  of  Borley. 
L.  Halsbnry. 
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Aod  tbiU  the  Conunittee  have  mmu- 
mted  the  following  Lords  to  Borre  ontbA 

Standing  Committee : 


L,  ArchbiBhop  of  Can- 
terbury. 

L.  Chancellor. 

L.  Archbishopof  York. 

L.  Botebery  (£  iiwe- 
bery).  (X.  Pren- 
derU). 

L.  Tweedmonth. 
(i.  Privy  Seal.) 

D.  Saint  Albans. 

D.Bedford. 

D,  DevonBhire, 

D.  Rutland. 

M.  Breadalbane. 

(Z.  Stertard.') 
M.  Lansdowne. 
M.  Salisbury. 
H.  Bath. 
M.  Bipoo. 
B.  Denl^gh. 

E.  Stamford. 

E.    Winchilsea  and 

Nottingham. 
£.  Chesterfield. 
B.  Jersey. 
B.  Lauderdale. 
B.  Oarnwath. 
E.  Dundcmald. 
E.  Stanhope. 
E.  WaldcgraTB. 
B.  Spencer. 
E.  Hount-Edgcuiube. 
B.  Cadogan. 
B.  Helmesbury. 
B.  Lncan. 
B.  Belmore. 
E.  Onslow. 
E.  Morley. 
E.  Camperdown. 
E.  Yarborough, 
B.  Dudley. 
B.  Eimberley. 
E.  Ravensworth, 
E.  Whamcliffe. 
E.  Northbrook. 
E.  Latbom. 
E.  Selbome. 
E.  Cranbrook. 
E.  Ancaster. 
V.  Sidmouth. 
V.  Cross. 
L.  Bp.  Loudon. 
L.  Bp.  Durham. 
L.  Bp.  Winchester. 
L.  Bp.  Llandafi. 
L.  Bp.  Ely. 
L.  Bp.  Manchester. 
L.  CarringtoQ. 

(i.  Chamberlain.') 
L,  Clinton. 

L.  Zouche  of  Haryng* 
worth. 


L.  Windsor. 

L.  Teynham. 

h.  ClUEoEd  of  Chad- 

le^h. 
L.  Barnard. 
L.  Sinclair. 
L.  Balfour  of  Burley. 
L.   Boyle    (_E.  Cork 

and  Orrery.') 
L.  Lyttleton. 
L.  Ribblesdsle. 
L.  Meldrum. 

(^M.  Huntly.) 
L.  Foxford. 

(£',  Limerick.') 
L.  Churchill. 
L.  Colchester. 
L.  Ker.  (Jtf.  Lothian.') 
L.  Poltimore. 
L.  Belper. 
L.  Hartismere. 

(Z.  Henniker.') 
L.  Lawrence. 
L.  Acton. 
L.  Sandhurat. 
L.  Norton. 
L.  Shute. 

(V.  JBarrington.) 
L.  Watson. 
L.  Lamington. 
L.  Howton. 
L.  Ampthill. 
L.  Beay. 

L.  Monk  Bretton. 
L.  de  Vesci. 

(V.de  Vegci.) 
L.  Halsbury. 
L.  Northington. 

(Z.  Benlfv.) 
L.  Monkswell. 
L. I4ngen. 
L.  Ashbourne. 
L.  HiHingdon. 
L,  Grimthorpe. 
L.  Kensington. 
L.  Thring. 

L.  Stanley  of  Ptmtaa. 

L.  Macnaght«D. 

L.  Baiiiug. 

L.  Cheylesmore. 

L.  Knnt«ford. 

L. Iveagh. 

L.  Eookwood. 

L.  Shand. 

L.  Ashcombe. 

L.  Playfair. 

L.  Swansea. 

L.  Farrer. 

L.  Hawkesbury. 


Bead,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

House  adjouraed  at  five  minutes  before 
Five  oVlock,  till  To-morrow, 
a  quarter  part  Ten  o'cloek. 


HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 
Thur$day,  19th  April  1894. 


A  COBKECTIOK. 
Mr.  henniker  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) called  attention  to  an  error  in 
the  Official  Division  List.  He  stated 
that,  although  he  voted  in  the  second 
Division  on  the  previous  afternoon,  his 
name  did  not  appear  in  the  Official  List. 

*Mb.  speaker  aaid,  be  would  caU 
attention  to  the  omission,  and  take  care 
that  the  necessary  correction  was  made. 

Q  UE  S  riONS, 


FIRST  AID  TO  THE  UUURED. 
SiB  J.  LENG  (Dundee) :  1  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  lie  is  aware  that,  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  the  number  of 
accidents  reported  monthly  by  certifying 
surgeons  in  factories  and  workshopa 
averages  700,  in  mines  nearly  300,  and 
on  railways  upwards  of  200 ;  whe- 
ther he  is  also  aware  that  serious  results 
frequently  occur  from  shock  to  the 
system  and  loss  of  Uood  before  the 
arrival  of  surgical  assistance  ;  and  whe- 
ther, by  the  co-operation  of  the  Inspectors 
of  Factories,  Mines,  and  Railways,  and 
the  Education  Department,  it  is  pnustie- 
able  to  extend  a  knowledge  of  first  aids 
to  the  iujured  among  mauagers,  super- 
iotendeuts,  and  foremen,  so  as  to  diminish 
the  proportion  of  deaths,  and  alleviate 
the  sufferings  of  the  injured  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  George  Ri  ssell,  North 
Beds.)  (who  replied)  said  :  The  figures 
given  by  my  hon.  Friend  are,  I  am  informed, 
fairly  correct.  I  am  welt  aware  of  the  result* 
which  so  frequently  occur  in  these  cases. 
Much  is  done  by  Ambulance  Associations, 
and  the  Education  Department  approves 
of  lectures  being  given  on  this  subject  in 
continuation  schools.  As  to  whether  it 
is  possible  to  take  any  further  steps  in 
this  matter,  the  question  will  reonve 
careful  attention. 
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POSTAL  TELEGRAPH  REVENUE. 
Mb.  J.  £.  ELLIS  (KTofctinghAm. 
Rashclifie)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  PostmftSter 
General  whether,  in  view  of  the  facts 
that  the  total  deficiencf  of  Telegraph 
Revenue  to  meet  expendltiire  and  interest 
amounted  to  £4,929,257  up  to  the  3Lst  of 
March,  1898,  ttut  the  deficiency  for  the 
jear  ending  on  that  date  was  £465,570, 
and  appeared  to  be  rapidlj  rising,  he  can 
explain  the  reason  for  this  grave  state  of 
things ;  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  paragraph,  page  6,  of  the 
Report  from  the  Select  Committee  of 
1888,  as  to  the  causes  then  operating  to 
make  Post  Office  Telegraphs  noprofit- 
able ;  and  what  steps  have  been  since 
taken  to  deal  with  those  causes  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoBLET,  Nottingham,  E.) :  In 
addition  to  the  reasons  given  in  the  para- 
graph of  the  Report  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  1888  quoted  by  my  hon. 
Friend,  which  still  operates  to  s  great  ex- 
tent to  cause  the  deficiency,  I  may  state 
that  there  has  been  a  general  improve- 
ment in  the  wages  of  the  telegraphists, 
trade  has  been  much  deprrased,  and  there 
has  also  been  the  competition  of  tele- 
phones. As  I  have  stated  on  a  previous 
occasion,  steps  have  been  taken,  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  Directors,  to  limit 
tbe  services  performed  gratuitously 
for  certain  Railway  Companies,  and 
negotiations  are  proceeding  with  the 
remainiog  Companies.  Economies  in  the 
service  have  been  effected  where  possible, 
but  no  change  has  been  made  in  the 
tanff  under  which  news  messages  are 
sent,  and  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  loss 
from  this  cause  is  lawely  increasing.  On 
this  point  I  would  rdFer  my  hon.  Friend 
to  the  answer  I  gave  to  a  question  on  the 
27th  of  Novem^  last.  Tbe  House  is 
also  aware  that,  if  interest  on  capital  ex- 
penditure be  taken  into  account,  nothing 
approachiug  to  an  equilibrium  between 
telegraph  revenue  and  expenditure  has 
been  attained  since  the  decision  was 
taken  to  prepare  for  the  introduction  of 
6d.  telegrams. 

•Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  :  I  presume  we  may 
rely  upon  my  right  hon.  Friend  doing  his 
utmost  to  briug  this  system  of  gratuitous 
service  for  the  Companies  to  an  end  ? 

Mb.  A.  MORLEY  :  I  have  taken  all 
the  steps  in  my  power.    I  am  still  in 


negotiation  with  some  of  the  Companies, 
and  hope  soon  to  bring  the  matter  to  a 
satisfactory  conclusion. 

HEBTF0BD6HIRE  CLERKS  OF  THE 
PEACE; 

Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldoa)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Departmeut  what  is  the  amount 
ot  salary  and  what  of  fees  annually  re- 
ceived by  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  for  the 
County  of  Herts  ;  what  part  of  that  sum 
is  payable  out  of  the  rates;  and  by 
whom  and  when  was  he  appointed  ? 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  (who 
replied)  said  :  The  Clerk  of  the  Peace  in-' 
forms  me  that  his  salary,  which  was 
fixed  in  1875,  is  £950.  That  the  gross 
amount  of  fees  received  during  the  past 
year,  which  were  somewhat  in  excess  of 
the  usual  amount,  was  £266.  That  of 
this  sum  £109  was  payable  out  of  the 
rates.  That  he  was  appointed  in  1865 
by  the  Earl  of  Verulam,  the  then  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  the  County. 

SITTINGS  OF  THE  HIGH  COURT  AT 

GUILDHALL. 
Mb.  GREENE  (Shrewsbury) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  tbe  Home 
Department  if  the  Lord  Chancellor  would 
ascertain  the  opiolou  of  the  Judges  and 
of  tbe  legal  profession  whether  the 
sittings  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  at 
Guildhall  have  been  found  sufficiently 
advautageous  to  justify  the  continued 
withdrawal  of  Judges  from  the  Royal 
Courts  for  the  purpose  ;  'and  will  the 
Government  take  steps  to  give  effect 
thereto  ? 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  (who  re- 
plied) said :  The  Lord  Chancellor  is  aware 
that  many  of  the  Judges  are  of  opinion 
that  the  cxperimeut  which  has  been  tried 
of  having  sittings  for  London  causes  at 
the  Guildbull  has  not  been  successful, 
and  that  this  view  finds  considerable 
support  In  the  legal  profession.  He 
hopes  that  arrangements  are  now  in  pro- 
gress,  pursuant  to  the  recommend  ations 
of  tbe  Council  of  Judges,  for  definite  and 
continuous  sittings  of  an  adequate 
number  of  Courts  at  tbe  Royal  Courts  of 
Justice,  with  satisfactory  provisiou  for 
taking  a  list  of  commercial  causes,  which 
will  render  it  necessary  to  continue  the 
Guildhall  sittings. 
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THE  SOCTHKRN  RAILWAY  BtLL. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury if  the  atteutioD  of  the  Treasury  has 
been  drawn  to  the  Bill  dow  before  Parlia- 
ment intituled  "The  Southern  Railway 
Bill "  ;  whether,  under  the  agreement 
mopoBod  to  be  confirmed  by  the  Bill,  the 
bommisBioners  of  Public  Worla  in  Ir^nd 
have  agreed  to  the  payment  to  the  Great 
Southern  and  Western  Railway  Company 
of  the  perpetual  rent  of  £91 7  a  year  as 
receivers  over  the  Southern  Railway  for 
the  right  to  run  over  one  and  a-quarter 
miles  of  the  former  Compauy^s  line  into 
Thurles,  and  as  rent  for  Thurlea  Railway 
Station  ;  could  the  Government  construct 
a  new  line  iuto  Thurles  with  a  station 
there  for  a  smaller  amount  than  that 
represented  by  the  capital  value  of  this 
annual  sum ;  and  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  effect  of  the  agreement  will  be  to 
secure  for  ever  to  the  Great  Southern  and 
Western  Railway  Company  the  power  to 
send  by  Dubllu  all  cross-channel  traffic 
not  Bpociatly  consigned  by  Waterford  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham) : 
A  Select  Committee  of  the  House  will 
shortly  consider  the  Bill  referred  to,  and 
will,  no  doubt,  hear  alt  parties  concerned. 
It  would,  therefore,  be  inconvenient  that 
I  should  make  any  statement  at  the 
present  time  in  anticipation  of  the  pro- 
ceedings before  the  Committee. 

LABOtTRERS*  COTTAGES  IN 
DUN8HAUGHLIN  UNION. 
Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  will  he  explain  why,  although  a 
Local  Government  inquiry  iuto  the  erec- 
tion of  labourers*  cottages  in  Duushaugh- 
lin  Union  was  held  early  in  December 
last,  and  nearly  all  the  representations 
were  sanctioned  by  the  Inspector,  nothing 
has  been  heard  of  the  matter  since  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  Local  Government 
Board  inform  me  that  in  February  they 
informed  the  Guardians  of  the  Union 
that  they  were  prppared  to  confirm 
schemes  for  the  erection  of  56  of  the  72 
cottages  proposed,  subject  to  the  Guar- 
dians supplying  the  written  consents  of 
the  peraons  interested  to  the  changes 
recommended  in  the  sites  of  the  cottages. 


The  Provisional  Order  will  be  issued  as 
soon  as  these  documents  are  receiTed 
from  the  Guardians. 

Mr.  field  :  Is  it  in  conseCtuence  of 
the  delay  in  not  sending  out  the  Iwal 
doonmenta,  and  for  that  reason  alone,  t£at 
the  matter  has  not  been  proceeded  whfa  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  Yes  ;  that  is  what 
I  have  been  given  to  understaod. 

GAS  FOR  GOVERNMENT  DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr.  J,  ROWLANDS  (Finsbnry,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  whether  he  can  state  what  amount 
of  gas  was  consumed  in  the  various  Go- 
vernment Departments  under  the  control 
of  the  Board  of  Works  during  1893,  and 
what  was  the  total  cost  of  the  same ; 
whether  the  gas  supplied  by  the  Gas- 
light and  Coke  Company  at  Ss.  Id.  per 
1,000  cubic  feet  is  of  the  same  quality  as 
the  gas  for  which  they  are  charging 
2s.  5d.  per  1,000  cubic  feet  on  the  south 
side  of  Vauxhall  Bridge  ;  and  whether 
cannel  gas  is  supplied  to  the  Govern- 
meut  Departments :   and,  if  not,  when 
was  it  discontinued  ? 
•The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gi^idstone,  Leeds, 
W.) :  The  qnautity  may  approximately 
be  taken  at  150,000,000  cubic  feet,  of 
which  about  1 43,000,000  were  suppUed 
by  the  Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company. 
The  total  cost  was  about  £22,717,  ex- 
clusive of  meter  rents.      The  whole  of 
the  gas  now  paid  for  by  the  Office  of 
Works  is  "  common  "  gas  ;  and  as  the 
illuminating  power  is  subject  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  test,  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  quality  in  the  north  and  south  of 
London  is  the  same.    I  find  that  the 
supply  of  cannel  gas  to  the  Public 
Departments  was  ^scontinued  in  Sep- 
tember, 1892. 

EVICTIONS  AT  RATHCLINE,  CODNTY 

LONGFORD. 
Mr.  HAYDEN  (RoscommoD,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  be 
is  aware  that  during  the  period  covered 
by  the  inquiry  of  the  Evicted  Tenants* 
Commission  a  number  of  evictions  hav« 
taken  place  upon  the  Annaly  property  in 
Rathcline,  County  Longford  ;  that  the 
holdings  are  now  occupied  by  what  are 
known  as  bogus  tenants,  some  of  whom 
hare  only  recently  been  put  in  posees 
sion  ;  and  that  the  property  has  reoentlf 
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been  offered  for  sale  bj  the  Coart  of 
Chaocery ;  and  whether/  pending  the 
passage  of  the  Evicted  Tenants  BUI, 
steps  Trill  be  taken  to  prevent  the  ad- 
vance of  public  money  to  those  bogus 
tenants,  so  that  the  former  tenants  may 
be  enabled  to  purchase  upou  fair  terms  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  facts  are 
generally  as  stated  in  the  first  paragraph, 
except  that  I  have  no  information  bear- 
ing cut  the  statement  that  some  of  the 
tenants  are  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
describes  as  "  bogus."  With  regard  to 
the  second  paragraph,  the  Government 
have  no  meana  of  interfering  with  the 
sales  to  the  tenants  as  suggested. 

Mb.  KILBRIDE  (Kerry,  S.)  :  May 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether, 
should  any  of  these  supposed  tenants 
apply  for  an  advance  of  the  purchase- 
money  to  the  Purchase  Commissioners, 
the  Inspector  sent  down  to  make  in- 
quiries will  take  particular  steps  to 
ascertain  whether  the  tenants  are  solvent 
people  or  not  ? 

Mb.  DAIKE  (Fennanagh^N.)  :  Before 
an  answer  is  given  to  the  last  question,  I 
should  like  to  ask  whether  it  is  not  a 
fact  that  these  estates  are  under  the 
direction  of  the  Landed  Estates  Court  in 
Ireland  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  In  answer  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  put  the 
last  question,  it  is  true  that  this  estate  is 
in  Chancery  and  that  the  Land  Judges 
have  ordued  the  sale  of  it.  In  answer 
to  the  first  question,  I  am  not  quite  sure 
what  Xnapector  my  hon.  Friend  means, 
but  whoever  he  may  be,  the  Executive 
Government  have  no  legal  right  to  inter- 
fere with  any  of  the  transactions  of  the 
Laud  Commissioners'  Department. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Kerry,  N.) :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  inquire  of  the 
Commissioners  whether  the  Inspector, 
when  making  his  investigations  as  to 
how  far  the  holding  is  or  is  not  a  proper 
security  for  the  whole  amount  of  the 
purchase-money,  will  examine  into  the 
limit  of  the  security  offered,  and  also 
whether  the  tenaut  is  or  is  not  a  person 
having  a  practical  knowledge  of  agricul- 
ture ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  afraid  I 
eaa  only  promise  that  I  will  oail  the 
attention  of  the  Laud  Commissioners  to 
what  has  been  £aid  on  the  subject  this 
evenii^. 


CORK,  BAKOdN,  AITD  SOUTH  C6aST 
BAILWAT. 

Mb.  GILHOOLT  (Cork  Co.,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  he  ean  state  the  amount  of 
the  Buheldy  offered  by  bis  predecessor 
in  Office  to  the  Cork,  Bandon,  and 
South  Coast  Railway  Company,  pro- 
vided they  would  give  an  additional 
daily  train  to  West  Cork,  also  the 
amount  required  by  the  Cork,  Bandon, 
and  South  Coast  Railway  Company  ? 

Mb.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  am  assured 
that  no  such  offer  has  been  made  within 
recent  years  by  any  Postmaster  General. 
The  payment  required  by  Che  Railway 
Company  at  the  present  time  is  £1,500  a 
year — a  sum  which  it  would  obviously 
be  impossible  to  pay  for  an  additional 
service  in  a  district  where  the  postal 
revenues  are  already  insufficient  to  meet 
the  expenditure. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  there  was  no  promise 
of  a  subsidy  to  this  railway  P 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  have  inquired, 
and  I  feel  sure  that  no  such  promise  has 
been  made. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  allow  me  to  say  that  the. 
late  Postmaster  General  himself  told  me 
he  would  ^ire  a  subsidy  in  consideration 
of  the  additional  services.  , 

TUAM  QUAEDIAN8HIP  DISPUTE. 
Mb.  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  clerk  of  the  Poor  Law 
Union  of  Tuam  rejected  the  nomination 
of  Mr.  Thomas  Higgius,  of  Ryhill,  for 
the  position  of  Poor  Law  Guardian  for  a 
district  of  that  Union  ;  could  he  explain 
on  what  grounds  ;  and  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mr.  Higgins  is  a  tenant  of  a 
farm,  the  annual  Poor  Law  valuation  of 
which  is  upwards  of  £30,  and  that  he 
has  been  in  occupation  of  it  and  liable 
for  the  poor  rates  since  May,  1892  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  fact  is  as 
stated  in  the  first  paragraph.  It  appears 
that  Mr.  Higgins  is  in  possession  of  two 
grazing  farms  neither  of  which  is 
separately  valued,  being  included  with 
other  property  for  which  another  person 
in  rated.  The  returning  officer  rejected, 
therefore,  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Higgins, 
on  the  ground  that  he  did  not  possess  the 
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necessary  rating  qualification  for  the 
office  of  Guardian. 

STAMP  DTTTIEB  IN  IBEIiAND. 
Mr.  M*CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treaeary 
whether  he  is  aware  of  the  lai^e  propor- 
tion of  ooanterparts  stamped  in  IreUnd 
which  come  &om  Belfast,  and  of  the 
great  iQconvenience  of  not  being  able  to 
get  tbem  stamped  with  the  original  deeds 
at  Belfast ;  whether  there  is  anything  in 
the  Stamp  Act  of  1891  to  prevent  the 
counterparts  from  being  stiunped  there  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  t^t  uo  matter  how 
high  may  be  the  duty  on  the  original 
dcwd,  the  duty  on  the  counterpart  does 
not  exceed  5s. ;  and  whether,  consider- 
ing the  convenience  of  the  public  and 
the  absence  of  risk  to  the  Revenue,  he 
will  make  inquiry  into  the  matter  and 
have  this  accommodation  provided  at 
Belfast  ? 

Sib  J.  T.  UIBBERT  :  I  am  not  able 
to  ascertain  what  proportion  of  counter- 
parts stamped  in  Ireland  come  from  Bel- 
tasty  as  in  many  cases  they  are  presented 
at  the  Dublin  office  through  Dublin 
agents.  I  have  already  stated  that  it  is 
considered  necessary  for  the  protection 
of  the  Revenue  that  the  comparison  of 
the  original  and  counterpart  should  be 
made  by  the  'solicitors  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Inland  Revenue  in  Dublin  or 
their  trained  assistants.  The  deeds  can, 
however,  be  lodged  with  the  culleotor  of 
Inland  Revenue  at  Belfast,  who  will 
transmit  tbem  to  Dublin. 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  :  How  can  it  be 
inconsistent  to  do  this  at  Belfast  ?  It  is 
done  in  other  places. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  can  only 
say  the  authorities  tell  me  they  cannot 
see  their  way  to  alter  present  arrange- 
ments. I  am  informed  that  it  is  done 
entirely  with  a  view  of  protecting  the 
Revenue,  and  that  uo  doubt  it  is  neces- 
sary. 

Mr.  M*CARTAN:  I  shall  put  a 
further  question  on  this  subject. 

Ma.  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N.)  :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  make  inquiries 
into  the  matter,  as  it  is  one  in  which 
solicitors  in  the  North  of  Ireland  are 
very  deeply  interested. 

•Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order  I 

Mr.  J,  Morley 


MB.  DEEKBY,  J.P. 
Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.):  On 
behalf  of  the  hou.  Member  for  York  (Mr. 
Butcher),  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
it  has  been  brought  to  his  knowledge  that 
Mr.  Deeney,  of  Rathmullen,  in  the 
County  of  Donegal,  who  was  appointed 
to  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  for 
County  Donegal  in  January,  1893,  was 
the  holder  of  a  retail  licence  for  the  sale 
of  intoxicating  liqnors  in  Rathmullen, 
and  that  he  transferred  his  licence  to  his 
wife  ;  and  whether,  under  these  circum- 
stances, the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
proposes  to  take  any  ste^M  to  revoke 
such  appointment  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  understand  that 
the  Lord  Cliancellor  has  not  yet  com- 
pletcd  his  inquiries  into  this  case,  and  I 
win,  therefore,  ask  my  hon.  Friend  to 
repeat  the  question  on  Monday. 

PATENT  OFFICE  FEES. 
MR.A.C.MOBTON  (Peterborough):! 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  can  state  the  total 
amojut  at  any  time  received  in  fees  by 
the  Patent  Office  on  the  121,242  patents, 
voided  at  one  stage  or  another,  by  re- 
newal fees  between  Ist  July,  1852,  and 
31  St  December,  1893;  and  the  total 
amount  of  the  aggregate  surplus  income 
or  balance  of  account  from  1st  October, 
1852,  to  the  end  of  the  year  1893,  no 
mention  of  which  has  appeared  in  the 
official  Patent  Reports  since  1880  ;  and 
whether  he  will  give  instructions  that 
this  item,  together  with  the  total  number 
of  pateutH  voided  since  Ist  July,  1852, 
aud  the  fees  at  any  time  paid  thereon  to 
the  Patent  Office,  shall  be  printed,  in 
close  proximity,  in  the  forthcoming  aud 
following  yearly  Reports  of  the  Commis- 
sioner General  of  Patents  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  ok  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside) :  During  the  period  of  41 
years  referretl  to  fees  amouutlngtoaltout 
£3,000,000  were  received  in  respect  of 
voided  patents  ;  about  £2,200,000  being 
initial  fees  covering  tliree  or  four  years' 
protection,  and  £800,000  renewal  fees; 
It  Is  not  possible  to  give  prooinely  the 
aggregate  surplus  income  for  the  period 
named,  and  for  this  reason  1  am  unable 
to  comply  with  the  request  made  in  the 
I  second  paragraph  of  the  hon.  Member's 
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qnestioD.  The  Hmi^e  will  remember 
diat  a  eoDsideftible  redootioii  ww  m«d» 
in  1892  in  the  scale  of  renewal  fees,  and 
also  that  a  heavy  expenditiire  is  being 
incurred  in  respect  of  the  coDBtnwtion  of 
the  new  Patent  Office. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  Is  that  the 
sole  reason  for  not  giving  what  I  ask 
for  in  the  second  part  of  my  qnestion  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  I  am  told  it  is 
not  possible  to  give  the  statement  the  hon. 
Member  asks  for. 

SHIPPING  CASUALTY  IN  LOUGH  RYAN. 

Mr.  sexton  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
be  is  aware  that,  on  the  5th  March,  the 
ekipper  of  a  small  venel  named  the 
Cmnce,  owned  by  Mr.  James  Woods, 
"wbich  was  lying  in  Longh  Ryan,  was 
compelled  by  stress  of  weather  to  drive 
ber  on  to  the  beach ;  that,  after  the 
vessel  bad  been  thns  beached,  the  Receiver 
<A  Wrecks  at  Stranraer  claimed  payment 
of  £1  13b.  for  deposition  fees  and  per- 
sonal expenses,  and  compelled  payment 
by  taking  away  the  mainsail  of  the 
Tessel,  subjecting  the  owner  to  the  ex- 
pense of  lOs.  further  charge,  being  the 
cost  of  recovering  and  taking  back  the 
mainsail  from  Stranraer  to  Lough  Ryan; 
■whether  these  proceedings  are  sanctioned 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  ;  and  what  action 
is  contemplated  in  reference  thereto? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  made  in- 
quiry into  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
to  which  my  hon.  Friend  refers,  and  find 
that  they  are  substantially  as  stated  in 
the  question.  The  Receiver  of  Wrecks 
at  Stranraer  acted  strictly  in  accordance 
with  the  law  and  with  his  instructions, 
but  as  £1  13s.  is  a  heavy  tax  on  a  vessel 
like  the  Chance^  I  have  decided  to  remit 
the  fee  of  £1. 

DBSTiTUTION  IN  THE  ARRAN  ISLANDS. 

Mk.  SEXTON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  LieutenaDt 
of  Ireland  whether,  in  consequence  of 
the  failure  of  the  potato  crop  in  the 
Arran  Islands,  owing  to  the  drongbt  of 
last  year,  the  inhabitants  of  those  islands 
are  now  for  the  most  part  destitute  of 
the  means  of  subsistence,  and  conse- 
qnmtly  unable  to  provide  themselves 
with  seed  for  the  cultivation  of  their 
farms  this  year ;  aod  whether,  under  the 
extraordinary  circumstances  tk  the  case, 
he  will  recommend  a  grant  of  moderate 


amomit,  ehfao'  directly  for  the  purpose 
of  supplying  seed,  or  indirectly  to  secure 
that  objeet,  by  establishuig  relief  works, 
such  as  tiie  oonstruction  of  a  road  and 
two  or  three  boat  slips,  the  provision  of 
which  would  also  permanently  assist  in 
securing  the  means  of  living,  and  enable 
the  people  to  tide  over  seasons  of  agri- 
cultural disaster  ? 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
May  I  urge  the  right  hon.  Genttotnan  to 
give  the  question  of  the  grant  his  most 
favourable  consideration  ?    I  have  no 

objection  to  assist. 

Mr.  J.MORLEY  :  I  am  quite  sure  of 
that.  Official  inquiries  show  that,  owing 
to  a  failure  in  the  potato  crop  last  year 
and  the  interruption  of  the  early  spring 
fishing,  the  Arran  islanders  have  been 
embarrassed  and  impoverished.  It  had 
been  hoped  that  a  supply  of  seed  potatoes 
cotild  have  been  provided  through  the 
Congested  Districts  Board,  but  it  has  been 
fonnd  that  their  powers  in  this  respect 
are  confined  to  dealings  for  cash  payment 
only.  So  far  as  the  information  before 
me  shows,  the  condition  of  the  islanders 
is  not  at  present  such  as  would  justify 
the  Government  in  asking  Parliament  for 
a  special  Vote.  It  appears  that  a  private 
fund  is  being  formed,  which  it  is  hoped 
will  enable  a  good  supply  of  seed  to  be 
provided.  I  hope  the  publicity  given  to 
it  by  the  hon.  Member  will  accelerate  its 
growth.  Meanwhile,  the  state  of  things 
will  be  carefully  watched. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  taken  into  consideration  the 
fact  that  unless  seed  is  sown  within  the 
next  fortnight  the  potato  crop  this  year 
will  be  lost  ?  Will  he  undertake,  in  case 
the  private  fund  should  not  meet  the 
necessities  of  the  case  in  the  next  fort- 
night, to  consider  the  question  of  a  small 
grant  which  would  be  acceptable  to  all 
parties  in  the  House  ?  I  wish  to  thank 
the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast  for  his  kind 
support. 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  quite  aware 
that  time  is  pressing  for  the  reason 
stated.  The  question  is  receiving  most 
serious  consideration,  and  not  a  day  would 
be  lost. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  £.) 
asked  if  the  Inspector  had  reported  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  condition  of 
the  people  in  one  of  the  small  villages, 
where  they  were  dependent  on  small  crops, 
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and  were  now  totally  destttnie  and  in 
need  of  immediate  aid  ? 

•  Mr.  J.  MORLET :  I  cannot  at  thitf 
moment  recall  passages  relating  to  Bpedfio 
Tillagei  or  hamlets,  but  I  will  look  into 
'  the  matter. 

CLAIMS  FOR  MALICIOUS  BUBKINO 

IN  COaNTY  OLABB. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  a  claim  bj 
Richard  Rejnolds,  of  Ballykeale,  Eilfe- 
nora,  County  Clare,  for  compensation  for 
sieged  malicious  injury  by  the  burning  of 
a  haystack,  whether  Terence  Reynolds, 
son  of  the  claimant,  stands  committed 
for  trial  at  the  next  Assizes  on  a  chai^ 
cS.  setting  fire  to  the  hay  for  which  his 
&ther  claims  compensation ;  whether 
other  alleged  outrages  on  the  farm  held 
by  Reynolds  have  also  been  made  the 
subject  of  claima  for  compensation  for 
him  ;  and  whether  the  consideration  of 
these  claima  will  be  postponed  till  after 
the  conclusion  of  the  trial  of  Terence 
Reynolds  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLET  :  The  facts  men- 
tioned in  the  first  two  paragraphs  of  the 
question  of  my  hon.  Friend  are  sub- 
stantially correct.  As  to  the  suggested 
postponement  of  the  hearing  of  the  claims 
for  compensation,  the  matter,  I  nnder> 
stand,  is  one  for  consideration  by  the 
Grand  Jury.  It  is  obviously  important 
that  pending  the  trial  of  the  son  of  the 
claimant  on  the  criminal  charge  nothing 
should  be  done  calculated  to  prejudice  a 
fair  trial ;  and  though  I  am  not  sure  that 
the  police  will  have  a  locus  standi  on 
the  hearing  of  the  claims  for  compensa- 
tion, yet  I  will  cause  instructions  to  be 
issued  requiring  them  to  endeavour  to 
secure  the  postponement  of  the  claims 
UDtil  after  the  trial  at  next  Assizes. 

DINGLE  FISHERIES. 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W,):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  atten- 
tion hag  been  called  to  the  recent  enor- 
mous takes  of  mackerel  iu  the  Dingte 
district ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
importance  of  this  fish)Dg  ground,  he 
will  use  his  influence  with  the  Congested 
Districts  Boanl  to  establish  a  fish-coring 
station  at  Dingle  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Congested 
Districts  Board  inform  me  that  the  estab- 

Mr,  Charming 


lishment  of  fish-coring  stations  by  the 
Board  on  the  Keiry  and  Cork  coast  is 
conudered  unneeessary,  at  a  good  market 
already  exists  Uiere  for  both  fresh  and 
pioklod.  macksrol. 

GON  PBACTICB  OVBB  THE  MAPLINS. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretaiy  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  would  direct  Uie  officer  com- 
manding at  Shoeburyness  to  inform  the 
inhabitants  of  Foulness  Island  when  gun 
practice  is  to  take  place  over  the  Maplins, 
as  projectiles  have  f^en  dangerously 
close  to  the  road  across  the  sands  to  the 
island  ? 

•The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  Cahpbbll-Banherhan, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  No  reports  of  any  inccm- 
venience  or  danger  at  the  plM>e  named 
hare  been  received,  but  the  Commandant 
at  Shoeburyness  has  been  requested  to 
see  that  full  notice  is  given  on  all  occa- 
sions of  intended  practice  over  the  Maplin 
Sands,  and  that  when  necessary  a  danger 
flag  is  hoisted  at  the  point  referred  to. 

THE  FINANCIAL  RELATIONS  OF  THE 
THREE  KINGDOMS. 

Mr.  FIELD :  On  behalf  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford,  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  liord  Lieateoant 
of  Irekind  when  the  Boyal  Commission 
on  the  Financial  Relations  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  will  be  issued  ;  and 
whether  he  can  now  state  the  names  of 
the  Commissioners  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  greatly  regret 
the  delay  which  has  taken  place  in  the 
contititution  of  the  Commission  ;  but  boo. 
Members  will  understand  the  difficnlties 
of  balancing  and  properly  representing 
the  various  interests.  I  hope  to  be  able 
to  submit  the  names  for  Her  Majesty^s 
approval  iu  the  course  of  the  next  three 
or  four  days,  and  immediately  after  that 
they  wiU  be  laid  before  the  Honse. 

THE  CANADIAN  TEA  DUTIES. 
Mr.  HOWARD  (Middlesex,  Totten 
ham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  be  can 
state  what  the  intentions  of  the  Canadian 
Government  are  with  reference  to  the 
alteration  of  the  Tea  Duties  ;  whether 
teas  bleoded  in  bond  in  Great  Britain 
willbesnlq'ecttoany  and  whatdnty  inllie 
U8W  twiff ;  and  whetW  the  Canadian  Go- 
vecmnent  cui  legally  differentiate  agiunst 
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this  couDtrj  and  home  labour  in  favour  of 
CfaiDaaod  other  tea-exporting countrieSsfl^ 
At  the  same  time,  od  behalf  of  the  hou. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Citj  of 
London,  I  will  ngk  that  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  can  ttate  if,  ander  the  new 
CanadiaD  Tariff,  t«as  in  their  original 
paekftgeo,  amd  not  blended  vith  other 
teaa,  an  to  be  vubject  to  a  tax ;  and 
whether  Her  Majeetv's  Government  will 
use  its  influence  with  the  Canadian  Go- 
Temment  to  admit  dutj  free  from  Great 
Britain  all  teas  passed  as  pure  for  Home 
oODBumptioD  hj  Her  Majesty's  Customs, 
and  for  whieh  oertifioates  of  origin  can 
be  granted  by  Her  Majesty's  Customs, 
whieh  cMtificatee  oould  also  state  that 
the  said  teas  had  been  passed  for  home 
oouBiunptioa  and  not  for  eicportatioQ 
only,  thus  pcotectiog  CkUuU  from  im- 
pure teas  trma  the  English  rnvket  ? 

Thb  UKDEB  SECRETABT  or 
STATE  ron  thb  COLONIBS  (Ifr.  S. 
Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  : 
I  regret  we  have  not  yet  heard  from  the 
Governor  Geaerel.  If  we  do  not .  do  so 
this  evening  I  will  telograph  again.  I 
must  therefore  ask  that  the  qnestioa  be 
postponed  till  Monday. 

TBACHIMa  BTAFPB  IN  ELBMSNTART 
SCHOOLS. 
8nt  B.  PAGET  (Somerset,  WelU)  :  I 
to  ask  the  Viee  Freaident  ci  the 
Committee  of  Coancil  on  Educatiou  whe- 
thw  hie  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
fact  that  under  the  New  Code  the  method 
employed  for  calculating  the  required 
amount  ol  staff  in  public  elementary 
schools,  by  substituting  "  numbo*  of 
names  on  the  register"  for  "average 
attendance,"  will  have  the  effect  of 
reckoning  for  that  purpose  a  Iwge  num- 
ber of  infants  under  6ve,  who  practically 
toe  numy  mcmtba  in  the  winter  do  not 
omoe  to  the  sehoiri  to  be  taught  t  «id 
whe^r  be  ean  see  hia  way  to  alter 
Article  73  of  the  New  Code,  so  that  the 
computation  may  be  made  "  on  average 
attendance,"  and  not  "  on  number  of 
children  on  the  Register,"  or  of  reviving 
Role  4,  page  168,  of  Blue  Book,  1883-4, 
by  which,  after  eiz  weeks*  absence,  the 
names  ot  children  nnable  to  attend  were 
allowed  to  be  withdrawn  from  the 
Register? 
*Thb  VICE  PRESIDENT  or  thb 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Aolaho,  YoA,  WJft^ 
Rotberfaam):  IbOda  Minute  amending 


Article  73  of  the  uew  Code  on  the  Table 
on  Monday,  and  it  was  circulated  yester- 
day. I  hope  it  may  meet  the  objectiona 
wh^rthe  boo.  Baronet  and  others  had 
to  IM  :^rticle  in  its  originiU  form. 

BOAD  SUBVBNTIONS  FOR  BDmBURGH. 

Captain  HOPE  (Linlithgow)  :  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  with 
regard  to  the  fact  that  in  a  recent  case 
considered  by  the  Sheriff  of  the  Lothiaos 
and  Peebles,  the  Sheriff"  having,  on  the 
evidence  before  him,  awarded  to  the 
County  of  Edinburgh  a  higher  road  sub- 
vention from  the  City  of  Edinburgh  than 
that  hitherto  paid,  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  disallowed  the  increase  on  the 
ground  that  the  evidence  adduced  did  not 
warruit  it,  would  he  kindly  stete  the 
grounds  on  which  he  arrived  at  a  di&rent 
decision  from  the  judidal  officer  dealing 
with  the  case  on  evidence  laid  before 
him  ? 

The  SECRETARY  foe  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelvan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  Upon  the  Petitions  pre- 
sented to  me  by  the  Town  Council  of  the 
City  of  Edinburgh  and  the  Midlothian 
County  Council,  the  Sheriff*  of  the 
Lothians  and  Peebles  was  directed  by  me 
to  hold  a  local  inquiry  under  the  provi- 
sions of  Section  9  of  the  Roads  and 
Bridges  Act,  1878,  in  order  to  enable  me 
to  determine  whether  I  should  bring  in  a 
Provisional  Order  modifying  the  amount 
of  the  subvention,  and  I  am  glad  to  bear 
testimony  to  the  able  manner  in  which 
he  conducted  the  inquiry^  I  must,  how- 
ever, point  out  that  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  while  he  is  bound  to  gr^nt  the 
inquiry  on  application,  is  in  no  ways 
bound  to  follow  the  Report  of  his  Com- 
missioner ;  and  that  after  serious  con- 
sideration of  that  Report,  in  conjunction 
witib  all  matters  relative  to  the  case,  I 
anived  at  the  deoision  which  haa  already 
been  annonnded,  and  which  I  consider,  m 
alt  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  is  a  fair 
and  equitable  decision  as  between  the 
parties  conoemed. 

LAND  REVENUE  OF  INDIA. 
Sir  w!  WEDDERBURN  (Banff- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  f<H-  India  whether  he  will  place 
upon  Uie  Table  of  the  House  a  copy  of 
a  reorat  Minute  by  the  late  Viceroy  of 
India,  in,  which  he  recommends  certain 
reforms  in  the  Land  Revenue  of  Iudia» 
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especially  the  exteasion  of  the  sjetem  of 
advancee  to  cultivators,  the  introduction 
of  greater  elasticity  into  the  ReveDue 
system,  and  Che  rostriotion  of  the  right 
of  land  transfer  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  foe 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowleb,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  lam  not  sure  that  I  have 
been  able  to  identify  the  document  re- 
ferred to  by  my  bon.  Friend  ;  but,  if  he 
refers  to  a  Report  furnished  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  in  consequence  of  a 
question  asked  in  this  House  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Korth  Man- 
chester, I  shall  U6  happy  to  place  the 
Correspondence  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  if  he  will  move  for  it. 

CANADIAN  ROYALTIES  ON  BRITISH 
COPYRIGHT  WORKS. 

Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field, Hallam):  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  statement 
in  The  Daily  Telegrupk,  and  other 
newspapers  of  the  lIUi  oi  April,  to  the 
effect  that  the  Canftdian  Government 
have  forwarded  a  Despatch  to  the 
British  Colonial  Office  notifying  the 
Imperial  Authorities  that,  after  the  next 
Session  of  the  Dominion  Parliament,  the 
collection  by  the  Dominion  Customs  of  a 
royalty  of  12^  per  cent,  on  foreign  re- 
prints of  British  copyright  works  for  the 
benefit  of  copyright  holders  will  cease  ; 
and  that  the  Colonial  Authorities  have 
been  induced  to  take  this  action  in  view 
of  the  expeeted  changes  in  the  Imperial 
Copyright  Laws  as  applicable  to  Canada; 
and,  if  so,  whether  an^,  and  if  any  what, 
ctuiDges  in  the  Imperutl  Copyright  Law 
are  contemplated  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  The  Colomal 
Office  informs  me  that  no  saoh  Despatch 
"has  been  rec^red,  but  Her  Majesty^s 
GoTemment  is  aware  that  the  new 
Tariff  Bill  does  contain  a  proposal  that 
the  duty  of  12^  per  cent,  on  foroign  re- 
prints  will  only  be  collected  up  to  a 
given  date  in  1895.  Canada  wishes  to 
be  released  from  the  Imperial  Copyright 
Law,  and  a  Departmental  Comrnlttee 
under  Lord  Balfour  of  Burieigh  was 
appointed  last  year  to  consider  the  sub- 
ject. The  reply  of  the  Canadian  Go- 
vernment to  the  B^>ort  of  thatCommlttee 
has  recently  been  reoeived  and  is  imder 
consideration. 

•Sir  W,  Wedderbum 
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SWINE  FETSB. 

CouuANDER  BETHELL  (York,  K.R., 
Holderness)  :  On  betialf  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Ramaey  Division  of 
Hants,  I  beg  to  a^  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agricnltore  whedier  be  is  aware 
that,  in  carrying  out  the  Swine  Fever 
Regulations,  there  is  sometimes  groat 
delay  between  the  giving  notice  by  the 
police  and  the  declaration  of  the  disease 
by  the  Board's  Inspectors  ;  and,  as  this 
delay  causes  great  danger  of  infection  and 
inconvenience,  whether  he  can  see  hia 
way  either  to  employ  the  local  Veterinary 
Inspectors  at  the  first  notice  of  an  out- 
Iweak,  or  to  make  other  anangemants  to 
prevent  del»  ? 

TuK  PRESIDENT  or  ths  BOARD 
OP  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gabd- 
NER,  EJssex,  Saffitin  WaMen)  :  Under  the 
Orders  issued  on  the  subject  of  swine 
fever  it  is  the  doty  of  the  LocaT  Autho- 
rity to  apply  the  necessary  restrictions 
immediately  upon  their  receiving  in- 
formation as  to  the  existence,  or  supposed 
existence,  of  the  disease,  without  waiting 
for  the  result  of  any  examination  of  the 
viscera  made  by  the  veterinary  officers  of 
the  Department,  upon  whose  verdict  the 
payment  of  compensation  for  swine  com- 
pulsorilr  glau^tered  must  necessarily 
rest,  it  is,  doablless,  the  ease  that  in 
some  districts  the  local  organisation  was 
at  first  defective,  but  a  gradual  improve- 
ment has  been  effected,  and  there  is  now 
no  reason  to  suppoee  that  any  very 
serious  spread  of  the  disease  occurs  owing 
to  delay  in  dealing  with  the  ootbreaks  re- 
ported. 

BOARD  OF  IRISH  LIGHTS. 

Mb.  WOLFF  (Belfast,  £.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Boaid  of  Trade 
what  portion  of  the  £40^000  graated  in 
aid  nf  tin  Uercantik  Marine  Fund,  Civil 
Serviee  Estimates,  Class  II,,  Vote  9,  is 
given  to  ^e  Board  of  Irish  Lights  Com- 
missioners ;  and  when  this  Vote  will 
come  before  the  Committee  of  the  Honse 
of  Commons  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  No  portion  of 
this  £40,000  is  given  to  the  Board  of 
Irish  Lights  Commissioners.  It  is 
granted  in  respect  o£  certain  extra  ohargea 
which  were  placed  on  the  MeroantUe 
Marine  Fond  by  the  Act  of  1882.  The 
principal  tA  tfassa  w«are  anpenMS  of  survey 
staff  end  ralief  of  disteesed  seamen. 
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3fs.  WOLFF  :  Then  will  there  be  no 
opportunitj  of  discuBsiog  the  action  of 
the  Board  of  Irish  U^te  on  this  Vote  ? 

Mb.  MUNDKLLA:  None,  Sir. 

Mr.  field  :  But  did  not  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  himaelf  tell  us  we  would 
be  able  to  diaeass  the  eODStitDtion  of  the 
Board  on  this  Vote  ? 

Mb.  MUND£LLA  :  If  I  did  I  made 
a  mistake. 

8BBVICB  FSAKCHISB  IN  SCOXIiAIfD. 

Mr.  NAPIER  (Roxburgh) :  I  beg  to 
aek  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  the 
holders  ot  the  service  fraaohise  in  Soot- 
land,  although  on  the  roll  for-Jftuiia- 
mentar^  elections,  are  in  a  vast  number 
of  oases  hetd  disqualified  for  voting  for 
School  Board  elections  ;  and  whether  the 
Government  have  considered  the  possi- 
bility of  providing  an  early  remedy  for 
this  inequality  ? 

Mb.%IOZI£R  (Lanarkshire,  S.):Before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers  that 
question,  will  he  allow  me  to  ask  him 
whether  he  himself  did  not  introduce  a 
Bill  on  this  very  subject  in  the  last  Par- 
liament ?  As  the  matter  is  fairly  non- 
contentioue,  could  he  not  now  re-intro- 
duce that  Bill  ? 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
B.  Balfoub,  Clackmannan,  &e.)  i  I 
did  introduce  sudi  a  Bill,  I  think  more 
than  once^  in  die  last  Parliament,  and 
if  there  was-  a  fair  prospect  of  its 
being  passed  I  would  be  glad  to 
re-introduce  it.  The  persons  entitled 
to  vote  at  School  Board  elections  are 
those  whose  names  are  entered  on  the 
Valuation  Roll  as  owners  or  occupiers  of 
lands  or  heritages  ci  the  annual  value  of 
not  lees  than  £4.  No  value  was  entered 
■gainst  the  names  of  holders  of  the 
service  franchise  till  1889.  Now,  in 
counties,  the  value  of  the  premises  which 
they  occupy  is  entered  against  their 
names,  ana  I  insider  that  whore  that 
value  is  not  less  Aan  £4,  they  are  entitled 
to  vote  at  Sotkool  Bou^  elections,  but 
that  where  a  less  value  than  £4  is  entered, 
they  are  not  so  entitled.  In  burghs  a  value 
is  not  entered  against  the  names  of  the 
holders  of  the  service  franchise,  and  con- 
sequently they  are  not,  in  my  opinion, 
entitied  to  vote  at  Scliool  Board  elec- 
tions. I  may  say  that  several  years  ago 
I  introduced  a  Bill  tq  confer  the  School 
Board  Franchise  apoa  all  who  possessed. 


the  Parliamentary  Franchise.  The  ques- 
tion whether  the  matter  can  be  dealt 
with  will  be  considered. 

•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean)  :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
aware  that  the  diificulty  is  not  confined 
to  Scotland,  but  that  it  exists  in  England 
also  ? 

Mb.  J.  B.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  of  that. 

Db.  MACGBEGOR  (InvemesH- 
shire)  t  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
not  consider,  in  connection  with  the  new 
Local  Government  Bill  for  Scothtnd, 
whether  a  qualification  of  less  than  j£4 
can  be  mteoduoed  ? 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR :  I  am  afraid 
[hat  Uiia  topic,  important  as  it  is,  is 
scaroely  gennano  to  tiie  objects  of  Uie 

Bill. 

FOBBIGN  MB  AT  IMPORTS. 
Sir  H.  maxwell  (Wigton)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  I^sident  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture when  it  is  intended  to  introduce 
tlie  Bill  dealing  with  importation  of 
foreign  meal,  of  which  notice  was  given 
by  a  Membw  of  the  Groreilnment  in  the 
fiooae  of  Lords  on  the  instant; 
and  in  which  House  the  Bill  will  be 
introduced  ? 

-Mr.  YERBURGH  (Chester)  :  I  beg, 
at  the  same  time,  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether,  in  accordance 
with  the  statements  of  Lord  Flayfair, 
the  Government  will  introduce  a  Bill 
giving  powers  to  dw  Board  of  Agri- 
culture to  deal  with  cases  of  frandulent 
misrepresentation  in  regard  to  the  sale  of 
meat ;  and,  if  so,  whether  such  Bill  will 
be  introdnced  at  an  early  date  and  pro- 
ceeded with  forthwith  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Baronet  and  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Chester,  I  would  say  that  a  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  to  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture, in  cases  affecting  the  general 
interests  of  agriculture,  similar  powers  to 
those  conferred  apon  the  Board  of  Trade 
under  Section  2  of  the  Merchandise  Marks 
Act,  1891,  is  now  under  consideration, 
and  I  hcfpe  to  be  in  a  position  to  introduce 
it  at  an  early  date.  If,  as  I  hope  will  be 
the  case,  the  Bill  rx>mmeQd8  itself  to  the 
general  approval  ot  the  House,  thwe  is 
Qo  reason  why  it  should  not  be  proceeded 
with  forthwith* 
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THE  BEGISTBATION  BILL. 
Sir  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Laacnsbire)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretay  to  the 
Lord  Lieuteuant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
GorerDmeiit  are  iti  possessioD  of  any  iu- 
formatioD  which  eoables  him  to  state  or 
estimate  the  number  of  electors  who, 
being  entitled  to  vote  under  2  Will.  4, 
c  45,  s.  27,  and  also  under  SO  A  31  Vic. 
e.  102,  or  under  48  &  49  Vie.  o  3,  will 
be  Bffeoted  in  respeet  of  tbeir  right  to 
vote  bj  the  proviuons  (rf  ths  Bill  intro- 
duced by  him  od  Friday  hut  ? 

Mn.  J.  MORLEY :  Section  27  of  2 
and  3  Will.  IV.,  c.  45,  so  far  as  it  confers 
a  right  to  vote,  has  been  repealed.  There 
is  no  means  of  estimating  Uie  number  of 
£10  occnpiera  who  will  be  aflfeeted  by 
the  Bill.  Ab  regards  penom  who  vote 
B8  inhabitant  occupiers,  the  nnmber  of 
inhabited  "honaes,"  according  to  the 
Census  of  1891,  is  5,450,000 ;  the 
nnmber  of  inhabited  "  tenements "  is 
6,130,000.  According  to  this  enumera- 
tion— ^the  precise  accuracy  of  which  is 
qualified  in  the  Census  Report —  there 
are  nearly  700,000  more  inhabited  tene- 
ments than  bonaea,  the  diffiorence  artsiog 
from  those  housee  which  are  let  out  in 
separate  tenements  being  treated  as  one 
inhabited  house.  If  the  occupier  of  each 
tenement  was  a  man  who  resided  for  the 
three  mouths'  qualifying  period  he  would 
be  entitled  to  a  vote,  but  there  must  be  a 
considerable  deduction  made  from  the 
number  of  tenements  for  empties,  for 
women,  and  for  persons  otherwise  dis- 
qualified. Deductiou  must  also  be  made 
for  those  occupiers  of  tenements  who  are 
in  law  lodgers,  and  for  occupiers  who 
vote  in  another  capacity — e.g.,  as  owners 
or  freemen  ;  but  probably  it  may  be  taken 
roughly  that  the  number  of  electors  could 
not  exceed  the  nnmber  of  tenementa. 
The  question  of  several  teoemeots  to  one 
faoufle  is  practically  limited  to  London, 
Newcastle,  Sunderland,  and  two  or  three 
other  large  towns. 

Sir  H.  JAMES:  I  am  not  asking 
about  uninhabited  houses.  Can  the  right 
hon.  Geutleman  give  ns  any  information 
as  to  the  nnmbw  of  voters  nnder  See- 
tion  27  that  will  he  affected  by  thu 
BiU? 

Mr.  J.  MORLET  :  I  believe  this  is 
very  much  the  same  point  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  embodied  in  a  question' 


he  addressed  to  me  on  a  previous  occa- 
sion. ' 

Sir  H.  JAMES:  I  can  asBore  the 
right  boo.  Gentleman  I  have  never  put 
this  question  before  in  any  shape  or 
form. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  will  inquire 
further  into  it. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  subsequently  said : 
The  Chief  Secretary  slated  that  the 
franchise  clause  in  the  Reform  Act  of 
1882  had  been  repealed.  But  is  it  not 
the  faot  :that  the  statute  repealing  the 
sections  also  re-enacts  tbem  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  Of  ooniee  my 
right  hon.  Friend  is  aware  that  iu  a 
matter  of  this  kind  I  am  iu  the  bands  trf 
my  legal  advisers*  I  will  inquire 
further. 

BITAL  AMERICAN  HAIL  BOOTES. 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  Return  just  issued  by  the  Cunard 
Company  as  to  the  relative  time  occu- 
pied by  the  British  boats,  via  Queens- 
town,  and  those  of  tbe  American  line 
from  Southampton  iu  delivering  the 
mails  at  New  York  during  the  past  12 
months,  which  shows  a  saving  of  time 
In  favour  of  the  British  liners  of  over  41 
days,  while  the  time  saved  on  the  home- 
wwd  voyage  during  the  smbo  period  was 
over  23  days,  or  an  aggregate  saving  of 
over  64  days  ;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
these  facts,  he  win  take  the  necessary 
steps  still  further  to  advance  the 
Queenstown  Mail  Service  by  accele- 
rating the  transport  between  Dublin  and 
London  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  have  not  had 
an  opportnnity  of  analyzing  the  Return 
referred  to,  and  indeed  I  scarcely  think 
it  would  be  necessary  to  do  so,  having 
recently  furnished  the  House  with  a  Be- 
tnm  for  the  year  1893  relating  to  Hba 
mail  service  between  this  country  and 
the  United  States.  The  question  of 
accelerating  the  transport  between  Dablin 
and  London  is  engaging  my  serious  at- 
tention. 

Captain  DONELAN  :  Arising  out 
of  the  latter  part  of  the  answer,  may  I 
ask  whether  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  aware  that  the  rate  of  speed  of  mail 
trains  on  the  London  and  North-Western 
Railway  between  London  and  Scotland 
is  eooaidoably  greater  than  ^e  same 
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Compaoy's  mail  trains  between  London 
and  Holyhead,  notwitbstanding  the 
ateeper  gradients  on  the  former  route ; 
aod  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  speed 
between  XiOndou  and  Holyhead  is  little 
better  now  than  it  was  in  1884,  whereas 
on  the  Scotch  route  it  has  been  increased 
13  per  cent.  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEy  :  I  think  the 
alle^adions  of  the  hou.  Member  are  in- 
accurate except  ill  one  particular.  The 
difference  between  the  pace  uf  the  mail 
trains  on  the  two  routes  is  infiuitesiraal, 
that  between  London  aod  Holyhead 
being  42*12  miles  per  hour,  and  betweeu 
Loudon  and  Glasgow  43*16  miles  per 
hour. 

Captaix  DONELAN  :  As  my  infor- 
mation is  from  a  very  good  source*  will 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  make  further 
inquiry  ? 

Mr.  A.  MORLEY  :  Yes. 
*Mb.  DANE  :  When  is  the  right  hon. 
Oeotleman  going  to  give  notice  to  termi- 
nate the  present  contract  ? 

An  hon.  Member  :  Is  it  not  the  fact 
that  the  present  mail  train  service  is  in- 
comparably slower  than  the  day  express 
trains  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  Undoubtedly 
there  is  a  difference  in  pace,  as  the  mail 
train  has  to  perform  a  service  which  the 
other  trains  do  not. 

Mr.  field  :  When  may  we  expect 
sn  answer  in  regard  to  this  questiou,  in 
which  everybody  in  Ireland  is  interested  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY :  A  definite 
answer  may  be  expected  on  the  sub- 
ject as  soon  as  a  definite  conclusion  has 
been  arrived  at. 

PRIZES  IN  BOARD  SGHOOLS. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Viee  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  a  Rule  is  now  in  operation 
prohibiting  or  limiting  the  giving  of 
prizes  by  School  Boards  for  regular 
Attendance  ;  whether  he  will  state  the 
terms  of  any  such  Rule,  and  the  date 
when  and  by  whom  it  was  made  ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  among  members  uf 
i^chool  Boards  and  managers  and  teachers 
of  Board  schools  a  strong  feeling  exists 
that  prizes  for  regular  attendance  have 
produced  most  beneficial  results ;  and 
whether  the  Education  Department  will 
cause  inquiries  to  be  made  with  a  view 
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of  retaining  the  power  to  give  such 
prizes  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  Rule  regulating 
the  giving  of  prizes  by  School  Boards 
for  regular  atteudance  at  school  may  be 
shortly  stated  as  follows  : — Such  prizes 
are  legal  only  when  they  are  given  to 
the  children  whose  attendance  has  been 
best,  and  not  when  they  are  given  to  all 
children  whose  attendances  have  reached 
a  prescribed  minimum  number.  This  is 
also  the  Rule  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  acting  through  the  district 
auditors,  when  dealing  with  (he  accounts 
of  School  Boards.  The  Rule  as  it 
now  exists  was  made  early  in  1892, 
Before  that  date  uo  attendance  prizes 
whatever  were  allowed.  No  chhuge  on 
this  matter  has  been  made  since  the 
present  Government  came  into  OfBce.  I 
will  gladly  consider  any  further  informa- 
tion ou  the  subject,  but  I  believe  most 
School  Boards  find  that  the  existing 
Rnle  gives  them  all  rea^nablc  liberty. 

ANTRIM  CASTLE  DEKR  I'ARK. 
Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  any 
agreement  was  submitted  to  or  entered 
iuto  with  Lord  Massereeue  a.s  to  the  use 
of  the  deer  park  of  Antrim  Castle  for  a 
camp  of  exercise;  whether  he  will  state 
the  terms  of  the  agreement ;  and,  if  made, 
why  it  has  not  been  carried  out ;  whether 
this  deer  park  has  beeu  reported  suitable 
for  the  purpose;  and  if  any  recent  com- 
munication has  been  made  to  Lord 
Massereene  with  the  view  of  having  an 
arrangement  arrived  at? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
The  terms  insisted  upon  by  Lord 
Massereene  were  not  such  as  the  War 
Department  could  accept,  and  no  recent 
commuuications  have  taken  place  re- 
lative to  the  acquisition  of  the  deer  park 
as  a  training  camp.  The  deer  park  is 
considered  suitable  on  the  whole  as  a 
capiping  and  exercising  ground,  altbongh 
there  are  some  drawbacks  to  its  use  a:;  a 
rifle  range. 

PROMOirON'  IX  THE  CIVIL  SERVICE. 
Mr.  MACDONALD  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow) :  I  beg  to  ask  tbe  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  Heads  of  Departments 
in  the  Civil  Service  have  power  to  re- 
commend that  Second  Division  clerks  be 
promoted  to  clerkships  of  the  Upper 
Division  without  their  being  called  upon 
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to  pass  the  open  competitire  examinatioD 
for  such  posts ;  and  whether  he  will  con- 
sider the  adviubility  of  extending  this 
principle  to  clerks  of  grades  inferior  to 

the  Second  Division,  and  thus  provide  a 
means  of  rewarding  conspicuous  merit  in 
the  lower  grades  of  the  Civil  Service  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBEET  :  The  answer  to 
the  first  question  is  in  the  affirmative, 
but  I  cannot  admit  any  analogy  such  as 
my  hon.  Friend  wishes  to  draw.  The 
standard  of  the  competition  for  the 
Second  Division,  unlike  that  for  the 
Upper  Division,  is  moderate,  and,  now 
that  the  position  of  the  Second  Division 
has  been  so  much  improved  in  accordance 
with  the  recommendations  of  the  Ridley 
Commission,  I  cannot  contemplate  the 
lowering  of  the  standard  of  the  Second 
Division  by  admitting  into  it  persons 
from  the  lower  grades  who  have  passed  a 
merely  rudimentary  examination. 

JABBZ  SPENCRR  BALFOUR. 
Mb.  YERBUB6H  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  can  state  the  present 
position  of  affairs  in  regard  to  the  extra- 
dition of  Mr.  Jabez  Balfour ;  whether 
any  fresh  obstacles  have  arisen  to  retard 
such  extradition  ;  and  whether  he  can 
give  the  House  the  probable  dat«  of  Mr. 
Jabez  Balfour's  arrival  in  this  country  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  ok 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  £.  Gret,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  The  case  is  still  under  examioa- 
tipn  by  the  Argentine  Federal  Judge  at 
Salta,  and  Her  Majesty*s  Government 
have  forwarded  all  documents  and  taken 
every  legal  precautiou  necessary  to  the 
progress  of  the  case.  A  certain  amount 
of  delay  has,  of  course,  been  caused  by 
the  distance  and  the  difficulties  of  com- 
munication, Salta  being  about  1,000 
miles  from  Buenos  Ayres.  No  fresh 
obstacles  have  arisen  to  retard  the  -ex- 
tradition, though,  as  the  hon.  Member  is 
no  doubt  aware,  some  obstacles  have 
been  rc^moved  since  the  extradition  was 
first  applied  for.  It  is  not  yet  possible 
to  say  when  the  Iw^l  proceedings  will 
have  come  to  an  eod. 

THE  HALFPENNY  POSTAL  BATE. 
Mr.  DANE  :  I  bog  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  the  halfpenny 
postal  rate  extends  to  the  transmission  of 
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private  letters  enclosed  in  unfastened 

envelopes  ? 

MR.A.MOBLEY:  No,Sir.  The  half- 
peony  postal  rates  does  not  extend  to  the 
transmission  of  private  letters  enclosed  in 
unfastened  envelopes.  Any  person  so 
sending  private  letters  is  infringing  the 
law,  and  the  letters  so  sent  become  liable 
to  twice  the  deficient  postage.  ^ 

MR.  MATHBW  WELD  O'CONNOR. 

Mr.  DANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  . 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  has  caused  inquiries  to 
be  made  into  the  cbaiges  that  have  been 
preferred  against  Mr.  Mathew  Weld 
O'Connor,  a  Magistrate  of  the  County 
Meath  ;  aud,  if  so,  with  what  result  ? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor informs  me  that  he  has  been  in 
communication  with  the  Receiver  Judge 
with  regard  to  the  action  of  Mr.  O'Connor 
as  Receiver,  and  that  he  is  not  aware  of 
any  reasons  sufficient  to  justify  hlB 
removal  from  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace. 

COLOURABLE  LICENCE  TBANSFER8  IK 

IRELAND. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  in 
view  of  the  decision  of  the  Queen's  Bench 
that  colourable  transfers  of  retail  licencea 
are  illegal,  any  steps  will  be  taken  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Hegarty,  J.P.,  Millstreet, 
County  Cork  ? 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  Before  the 
question  is  answered,  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  whether  Mr.  Hegarty 
did  not  complain,  on  a  former  occasion^ 
that  his  life  was  iu  danger  in  consequence 
of  questions  asked  by  ^e  hon.  Member  ?  0 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY :  X  am  not  aware 
whether  that  formidable  consequence 
followed  any  question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. I  am  informed  that  the  gentleman 
referred  to  was  appointed  to  the  Comm&- 
siou  of  the  Peace  in  1887,  and  that  the 
then  Lord  Chancellor  was  satisfied  he  had, 
prior  to  his  appointment,  made  a  6011a 
Jide  assignment  of  his  licensed  premiseft 
to  bis  son,  and  had  given  op  all  connec- 
tion with  the  bnsiness. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  son  only  came 
of  age  on  the  8th  of  last  month,  and  that 
Mr.  Hegarty  lived  on  oremises  wbick 

Digitized  by  VjOOglC 


849     Onnffe  Duturbanee*     {19  Apbil  1894}  '  MBallynmre,  8fiO 


commaaicated  with  the  lioenaed  pre- 
mises ? 

Mk.  J.  MOBLEY  :  I  was  sot  aware  of 

those  facts. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
Seeing  that  in  several  casw  the  X<ord 
Chancellor  baa  put  pressure  on  gentlemen 
to  transfer  the  licences  before  they  re- 
ceived the  Commission  of  the  Peace 
during  the  last  12  mon^s,  what  action, 
supposing  the  transfers  to  be  illegal,  does 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  propose  to  tf^e 
with  regard  to  them  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor now  has  this  matter  under  his  con- 
sideration, and  is  deciding  what  course  he 
shall  take. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Will  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  inquire  into  the  question  I 
have  put  as  to  the  age  of  Mr.  Hegarty's 
son,  and  as  to  the  connection  of  Mr. 
H^rty^s  residence  with  the  licensed 
premises  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  will  call  the 
attentioD  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  these 
statements.  • 

ORANGE  DISTTJBBANCKS  AT 
BALLTNURE. 
Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the  attack 
made  by  an  Orange  i  assembly  on  the 
meeting  of  Presbyterian  farmers  at  Bally- 
nure,  Coanty  Antrim,  whether  he  can 
state  why  the  extra  police  were  sent  for 
to  Larne ;  whether  a  request  was  made 
by  the  consitabulary  that  the  meeting 
should  not  break  up  before  the  arrival 
of  the  extra  police ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  after  the  windows  were  broken,  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Lyttle,  Unitarian  minister,  was 
struck  with  a  stone,  and  the  Rev.  Mr, 
Armour,  Presbyterian  minister,  was 
struck  on  the  hat  with  a  lump  of  hard 
clay,  when  leaving  the  Presbyterian 
Lecture  Hall ;  and  whether,  considering 
that  the  chief  object  of  the  meeting  was 
to  prepare  evidence  for  the  Committee 
proposed  to  be  appointed  by  Parliament 
to  inquire  into  the  administration  of  the 
Irish  Land  Laws,  some  steps  will  be 
taken  to  discover  the  ringleaders  of  the 
mob,  with  the  view  of  bringing  them  to 
justice  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  (1.)  The  extra 
police  were  sent  for  on  the  ocoasion  re- 
ferred to  by  the  sei^eant  on  duty  at 
Ballynnre  because  of  the  unexpected 


arrival  in  the  village  of  a  band  accom- 
panied by  a  crowd  numbering  about  200, 
whose  object  apparently  was  to  cause 
annoyance  to  the  meeting.  He  oonsiderad 
it  safer,  therefore,  to  have  more  men  -  on 
the  spot,  but  their  services  were  not  re- 
quired on  arrival  at  Ballynnre.  Ae 
to  paragraph  2,  what  took  plaoe,  I 
understand,  was  this.  The  sergeant  in- 
formed the  chairman  that  he  had  sent  for 
additional  police  and  suggested  that,  if 
the  chairman  considered  it  advisable,  the 
meeting  need  not  break  up  until  their 
arrival.  The  crowd,  however,  dispersed 
before  the  meeting  was  over.  As  to 
the  third  paragraph,  in  consequence 
of  the  representations  made  by  my  bon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Kerry, 
when  I  replied  to  a  question  on  this  sub- 
ject on  the  12th  instant,  further  inquiries 
were  at  once  directed  to  be  made  into 
the  matter  of  the  alleged  stoning  of 
these  clergymen.  The  Divisional  Com- 
missioner, who  proceeded  to  the  lo- 
cality, DOW  states  that  the  cbairmau  of 
the  meeting  told  him  that  missiles  were 
thrown  at  the  clergymen  after  the  meet- 
ing, and  that  Mr.  Lyttle  was  struck  on 
the  leg  and  Mr.  Armour  on  the  hat,  but 
that  neither  of  them  was  in  any  way  in- 
jured. In  explanation  of  the  first  Report 
made  by  the  police  that  the  clergymen 
were  not  stoned  on  the  occasimi,  the 
Divisional  Commissioner  states  that  no 
complaint  was  made  to  the  police,  who 
were  patrolling  the  village,  by  either  of 
the  rev.  gentlemen,  and  that  these  gentle- 
men did  not  eveu  mention  the  occurrence 
to  the  chairman,  in  whose  company  they 
were  after  the  meeting.  Under  these 
circumstances,  and  as  both  clergymen  live 
at  a  considerable  distance  from  Ballynnre, 
I  think  my  hon.  Friend  will  acquit  the 
police  of  any  intention  to  wilfully  mis- 
lead in  their  first  Report.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  fourth  paragraph,  the  police 
are  making  every  effort  to  trace  the 
persons  who  assaulted  the  two  clergymen 
who  smashed  the  windows  of  the  I^otura 
Hall. 

Mr.  DANE  :  Arising  out*  of  this 
matter,  may  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man if  he  is  aware  that  the  house  referred 
to  in  the  question  was  built  by  private 
subscription  and  is  held  under  a  trust  deed 
containing  a  covenant  that  it  should  only 
be  used  for  Sunday  schools  and  meetings 
of  a  religious  or  educational  character 
connected  with  the  PiesbyteriAuCburch, 
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and  were  the  gentlemen  named  in  the 
question  using  it  for  other  and  different 
purposes,  and  were  they  the  same  two 
clergymen  who  got  up  the  Presbyterian 
Home  Rule  Address  to  the  right  hoD. 
Member  for  Midlothian  ? 

Mb.  bodkin  {Roscommon,  N.)  :  Is 
it  the  view  of  the  Irish  GoTcrameat  that 
if  Presbyterian  ministers  please  to  hold 
a  meeting  in  a  house  intended  for  private 
purposes  snch  iniquity  entitles  an  Orange 
mob  to  stone  them  with  impunity  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  no  means 
of  either  testing  or  answering  the  ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Fermanagh  As  to  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Roscommon,  I  may  say 
it  is  not  usual  for  Ministers  to  express 
their  views  on  abstract  propositions. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  intimate  to  the  Commissiooer 
of  Police  the  undesirability  of  the  police' 
oommitting  themselves  to  conolusive 
Reports  affecting  individuals  without 
investigating  the  circumstances  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  quite  sure 
that  the  Divisional  Commissioner  has 
akeady  made  a  communication  to  that 
effect. 

LONDON,  BR[GHTON,  AND  SOUTH 

COAST  RAILWAY  FARES. 
Mr.  BENN  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George's) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
theBoard  of  Trade  whether,  having  regard 
tothe  fact  that  the  only  trains  ran  in  Great 
Britain  without  third-class  accommoda- 
tion at  Id.  per  mile  (except  the  Irish  and 
Continental  mail  trains)  are  those  of  the 
Brighton  Company  ;  that  the  number  of 
such  Brighton  trains  is  lo  daily  ;  that  the 
legal  maxima  per  mile  on  the  London,  Til- 
bury, and  Southeud  Railway  are  first  class 
Id.,  second  class  |d.,  third  class  ^l.,  as 
against  firat  class  2|d.,  second  class  1  |d., 
third  class  Id.,  on  the  Brighton  Railway  ; 
and  that  the  first  and  second  class  maxima 
on  the  London,  Brighton,  and  South 
Coast  Railway  were  raised  per  mile 
in  1868,  on  account^  as  stated  in  the 
preamble  of  the  Act,  of  the  poverty  of 
the  Company,  a  poverty  which  does  not 
now  exist,  he  will  direct  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  about  to  consider  the 
Company's  Bill  to  these  inequalities  of 
charge,  with  a  view  to  securing  lower 
rates  over  the  proposed  new  line  ? 

Mb.  MUNDKLLA  :  With  the  excop- 
tioDof  theLoudoo,  Tilbury,  and  Southend, 
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upon  which  the  fares  are  low — presumably 
because  the  cost  of  construction  was 
comparatively  small  —  the  fares  of  the 
Brighton  Company  compare  favourably 
wim  those  of  other  southern  lines,  and 
no  oomplaint  has  been  received  by  me  of 
insufficiency  of  third-class  trains.  There 
does  not  appear  to  be  any  case  tar  the 
intervention  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

THE  LOSS  OP  THE  "  BLAIR  ATHOLE." 

Mr.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK 
(Penrhyn  and  Falmouth)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether 
he  has  received  any  further  information 
about  the  loss  of  the  Blair  Atkole  last 
summer;  and  whether  the  Admiralty 
intend  taking  further  steps  to  ascertain 
whether  any  survivors  of  the  crew  might 
have  landed  on  Warren  Hastings  Island 
or  some  other  island  in  the  vicinity,  and 
are  still  alive 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shdttleworth, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  Th.e  Admiralty 
received  no  information  of  the  loss  of  any 
particular  ship.  A  Report  has  been 
furnished  by  the  owners  of  the  ship 
British  General  that  that  ship  was 
boarded  by  natives  from  Warren  Hastings 
Island  on  the  4th  of  December  last,  who 
stated  that  10  moons  ago  a  large  ship 
was  wrecked  and  all  hands  drowned. 
H.M.S.  Pallas  is  about  to  leave  Hong 
Kong  to  make  inquiries  and  ascertain  if 
there  are  any  survivors  on  the 
island. 

LIYERPOOL  TELEGRAPHISTS' 
GRIEVANCE. 
Mr.  SAUNDERS  (Newington,  Wal- 
worth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  he  is  aware  that  at 
Liverpool  certain  telegraphists  were,  on 
Monday,  the  16th  of  April,  withdrawn 
from  their  ordinary  morning  altcDdances 
and  told  to  attend  in  the  evening  to  deal 
with  the  Press  reports  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  s  Budget  Speech,  this 
course  being  ado|rfed  instead  of  employ- 
ing overtime  clerks,as  hitherto,  for  special 
work  ;  and  whether,  inasmuch  as  such  a 
course  of  action  subjects  the  ordinary 
business  traffic  to  delay,  and  imposes 
upon  the  clerks  the  excessive  duty  of 
attending  late  at  night  and  early  the  next 
morning,  he  will  take  steps  to  prevent  a 
recurrence  of  such  extra  employment  ? 


H53 


The  Impritoned        {19  April  1894} 


Armenians. 


854 


Mb.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  will  make 
ioquirj  on  the  subject  of  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber's qoestiou,  and  let  him  know  the 
result.  ' 

NBWSPAFBB  POST. 

Mb.  SAUNDERS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Fostmaater  General  whether  he  proposes 
to  continue  the  practice  of  carrying 
newspapers  weighing  six  or  eight  ounces 
for  ^d.,  seeing  that  the  book  post  rate  of 
two  ouuces  for  a  ^d.  involves  a  loss  to 
the  Department  ? 

Mb.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  Act  of 
Parliament  of  1870  (33  &  34  Vic.  o.  79) 
gives  special  privileges  to  newspapers,  as 
distinguished  from  other  printed  matter 
passing  through  the  post ;  and,  notwith- 
standing tiie  loss  of  revenue  resulting 
from  the  conveyance  of  newspapers,  I  do 
not  at  the  present  moment  contemplate 
legislation  with  a  view  to  withdrawing  or 
restricting  those  privileges,  though  the 
subject  is  one  which  deserves,  and  is  re- 
ceiving, careful  consideration. 

PRISON  ACCOMMODATION  IN  THE 
METROPOLIS. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  I  beg  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  (he  Home  De- 
partment whether  he  intends  to  appoint  a 
Committee  or  Commission  to  consider  the 
question  of  prison  accommodation  in  the 
Metropolis  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQCiTU,  Fife,  E.)  :  It  is  my  intention 
to  appoint  a  DeparCmeutal  Committee  to 
consider  several  questione,  one  of  whicti 
is  the  subject  of  prison  accommodation  in 
the  Metropolis. 

EUPLOYERS'  LIABILITY  IN  SCOTLAND. 

Mb.  W.  WHITELAW  (Perth) :  I 
b^  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
coQtractiDg  out  jf  Employers'  Liability 
Act  is  legal  in  Scotland  ? 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  Contracting 
out  is  not  prohibited  by  the  Employers' 
Liability  Act  of  1880,  and  it  has  re- 
peatedly been  held  by  tlio  Courts  in 
Scotland  that  workmen  have  debarred 
themselves  from  the  benefits  of  the  Act 
by  contracts  with  their  employers.  It 
might  be  made  a  question  whether  such 
contracts  would,  under  the  existing  law 
(tf  ScotlsDd,  exclude  a  claim  at  the 
instaoce  of  the  widow  or  children  of  a 
workman  who  had  been  killed  through 


the  fault  of  an  employer,  or  of  someone 
for  whom  he  was  responsible,  but  I  am 
not  aware  that  this  qnestion  has  ever 
been  decided  or  even  raised  in  the 
Scottish  Courts. 

*Mb.  HOZIEB:  Did  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  on  the  30th  October, 
1880,  give  it  as  his  opinion  that  con- 
tracts in  Scotland  cannot  be  sustained  to 
the  effect  of  excluding  the  claims  of 
widows  and  children,  and  that,  conse- 
quently, contracting  out  of  an  Employers 
Liability  Act  is  practically  impossible  in 
Scotland  ? 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  I  see  it  stated 
in  the  newspapers,  and  I  have  no  reason 
to  doubt  the  statement,  that  I  did  give 
an  opinion  that  such  a  contract  would 
not  exclude  the  claims  of  a  widow  or 
children,  on  the  ground  that  these  claims 
were  not  derivative  but  original,  and  it 
still  seems  to  me  that,  on  the  principles 
of  the  existing  Scotch  Law,  this  view  is 
sound.  A  decision  to  a  different  effect 
has,  however,  since  been  pronounced  iu 
the  English  Law  Courts,  and  I  am  told 
by  those  who  have  had  more  to  do  with 
such  cases  than  I  have  had  for  a  number 
of  years  past,  that  it  is  not  improbable 
that  it  would  be  followed  in  the  Scotch 
Courts. 

Mr,  CALDWELL  (Lanark,  Mid.) 
asked  if  the  Employers'  Liability  Bill  of 
last  Session  would  not  have  improved 
the  position  of  Scotland  in  regard  to 
non-contracting  out  ? 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  Yeiy  materi- 
ally. 

THE  IMPRISONED  ARMENIANS. 
Mb.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.E.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  will  com- . 
municate  to  the  House  the  steps  already 
taken  to  secure  the  liberation  of  the 
Archbishops  of  Marash  and  Zeitoun,  the 
Bishops  of  Hadjiu  and  Arabgir,  and 
other  Armenians  detained  iu  prisons  iu 
Asiatic  Turkey  (or  in  exile),  who,  it  is 
alleged,  have  not  had  fair  trials,  and 
some  of  whom  have  not  had  any  trial, 
and  upon  whose  behalf  representations 
liave  been  repeatedly  made  to  the  Foreign 
Office  during  the  past  two  years  ? 
•SiB  £.  GREY :  Her  Majesty's 
Grovernment  have  already  stated  that 
there  would,  in  their  opinion,  be  no 
advantage  inipublishing  Papers  regarding 
the  Armenian  question.  Unofficial  re- 
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[HWsentatioDs  were  made  on  behalf  of 
the  Archbishops  menttoaed,  whoie  sen- 
tMtees  were  confinned  bj  the  Court  of 
Cassation  in  March,  1893.  In  September 
last  Her  Majesty's  Chargi  dCAffaireM  at 
CoDStantioople  spoke  to  the  Grand  Tisier 
in  the  hope  of  obtainiog  some  mitigation 
<ji  the  senteoces  passed  on  them  and 
their  companions.  Her  Majesty's  Am- 
bassador was  instructed  last  week  to 
ascertain  whether  it  would  be  possible  to 
do  anything  for  them.  The  Bishops  of 
Arabgir  and  Hadjin  are  not  in  prison, 
but  exiled  from  their  sees,  and  it  would 
serve  no  good  purpose  to  make  any  re- 
presentation on  their  behalf. 

Mr.  SCHWANN  :  What  about  the 
Other  Armenian  prisoners  ? 

*SiR  £.  GREY:  It  would  only  be 
possible  to  deal  with  all  these  oases  by 
publishing  Papers.  We  have  made  some 
unofficial  representations. 

Mr.  SCHWANN:  Are  there  any 
hopes  of  th&T  being  brought  to  trial  ?  I 
hare  received  letters  from  persons  who 
have  been  in  prison  a  year  without  a 
chance  of  being  tried. 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  There  is  often  great 
delay,  and  when  that  is  so,  we  urge  the 
desirability  of  bringing  prisoners  to  trial 
soon. 

BTATIONBBr  OFFIO;  PUBLICATIONS. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lyon 
Regis) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  lo 
the  Treasury  whether  he  can  state,  or 
will  agree  to  a  Return  stating,  in  detail 
the  names  and  nature  of  the  Stationery 
Office  Publications,  which  cau-ied  an  ex- 
penditure in  the  year  ending  3 1  st  March, 
1893.  of  £22,352  13s.  4d.>  and  the  stock 
on  hand  of  which,  on  the  31st  March, 
1893,  was  represented  by  so  targe  a  sum 
as  £h 7,563  Os.  5d. ;  and  whether  be 
anticipates  that  this  latter  snm  will  be 
actually  realised  by  the  disposal  of  these 
publications  ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  Return 
could  certainly  be  made  out,  but  the 
labour  and  cost  would  be  so  great  that  I 
do  not  think  I  should  be  justified  in 
agreeing  to  it.  I  should  explain  that  it 
is  the  practice  to  class  as  *'  Stationery 
Office  Publications"  every  book  or  pfiper 
OTinted  by  the  Stationery  Office  (except 
Farliameatary  Papers)  of  which  any 
oopies  are  plac«l  on  sale,  and  the  cost  of 
Jtrinting  those  books  is  divided  between 
>e  Sub-heads  E,  F,  H,  and  K  of  the 

air  E.  Grey 


Stationery  Office  Vote.  The  sum  of 
£117,563  Os.  5d.  represents  the  net 
selling  price  of  the  papers  on  stock,  but 
there  is  nff  chance  of  this  sum  bein|f 
realised  by  sales.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
Return  of  the  publications,  which  will 
perhaps  assist  the  hon.  Member  to  obtain 
the  iolormation  he  asks  fmr.  I  will  let 
him  have  it. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Do  thu 
publications  include  the  Journals  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBZRT  :  Yes. 

Mr.  J.  LOWT^lCfe  (Kent,  Thanet)  : 
Is  there  a  separate  column  showing  the 
cost  of  each  publication  ? 

Sir  J.  T-  HIBBERT  :  Yes. 

OCCASIONAL  LIOBMCBS. 

Sib  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether,  his 
attention  having  been  called  to  the  matter, 
be  intends  to  take  any  steps  to  prevent 
the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue 
construing  the  Act  26  A  27  Vic.  c.  73, 
s.  20,  according  to  what  they  consider 
its  spirit,  but  against  its  wording,  by 
granting  occasional  licences  permitting 
the  sale  of  drink  after  10  p.m.  for  any 
entertainments  or  amusements  other  than 
a  public  dinner  or  ball  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Habcouet, 
Derby)  :  I  have  called  the  attention  of 
the  Inland  Revenue  to  tbe  strict  letter  of 
the  law,  which  I  have  no  doubt  will  be 
olwerved  in  the  future  ;  but  I  do  not  con- 
sider that  the  action  of  the  Magistrates, 
in  extendiug  to  smoking  concerts  given 
in  the  Town  Hall  the  exemption  allowed 
in-fh»  case  of  public  dinners  and  balls,  is 
one  calling  for  serious  animadversion. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON :  Is  not  the  action 
of  the  Magistrates  against  the  law  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  do  not  i«- 
ganl  the  matter  as  being  of  ftufficient 
importance  to  call  for  any  interference. 

CGAKDA. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE:  I  beg  lo  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  when  the 
Uganda  Estimate,  laid  upon  tbe  Table 
on  Tuesday,  will  be  in  the  hands  of 
Members  ;  and  to  what  date  is  the  Debate 
to  be  postponed  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester." 
£.)  :  At  the  same  time  that  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answers  that  question 
perhaps  he  would  find  it  convenient  to 
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give  tbe  HoDse  a  general  idea  of  the 
eoarae  of  buainess  for  next  week. 

Sib  W.  HAECOURT  :  I  propose  on 
Hondaj  next  to  take  the  "Vemaining 
Bndg^  Besolutions,  and  to  make  progress 
with  til?  financial  proposals  of  the  Go- 
▼ermnent.  That  is  Uie  main  business  that 
I  can  fix  -at  present.  In  answo:  to 
the  qnes^n  of  mj  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean,  I 
have  to  state  that  tbe  Uganda  Estimate 
will  be  distributed  at  once.  The  prolonga- 
tion of  the  discussion  on  tbe  Scotch  Grand 
Ctunmittee  has  necessarilj  postponed  the 
Debate,  which  was  fixed  for  to-morrow, 
on  Uganda.  The  fixing  of  the  date  for 
the  Uganda  Vote  must  now  depend  upon 
the  progress  of  public  business. 

THE  BUDOBT  PROPOSALS. 

Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  (Bristol, 
VT.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  he  can  state  how 
much  of  tbe  increased  receipts  estimated 
hj  him  for  the  present  and  future  years 
from  the  proposed  increase  in  tbe  Death 
Duties  is  due  to  the  changes  in  tbe 
Succession  Duty  ;  to  tlie  graduation  of 
the  new  Estate  Duty  personalty  ;  to 
the  imposition  of  the  new  Estate  Duty 
on  realty ;  and  whether  he  proposes  to 
increase  the*  Stamp  Duty  now  payable  ou 
the  property  of  Bodies  Corporate  and 
onincorporate  to  an  extent  correspond- 
ing witb  the  increased  Death  Duties  oo 
the  property  of  iudividnals  ? 

Mb.  SEXTON :  Perhaps  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  will  at  tbe  same  time  say 
whether  tbe  proposals  for  tbe  increased 
duties  on  spirits  and  beer  will  be  per- 
manent, or  will  only  apply  to  the  current 
financial  year  f*^— 

Sib  RPAGWr  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  propose  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  ^ny  explall^|orv  statement  with 
refmemfe  to  the  BndPI  ^ 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  :  I  will  make  a 
statement  >Kmn  those  points  in  the  dia- 
cnssion  ou  tlmResolution  relatiug  to  the 
Death  Duties,  which  I  propose  to  fix  for 
Monday  next.  I  have  directed  au  ex- 
planatory paper  ou  the  subject  of  the 
pj^fosed  changes  in  the  Death  Duties 
to  be  prepared,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  in 
the  hands  of  Members  to-nigbt.  But  I 
innst  point  out  that  no  roally  accurate 
information  oo  this  subject,  which  is  of 
a  highly  techuical  character,  can  be  fur- 
nished, except  in  the  Customs  and  In- 
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land  -ReTenne  Bill,  which  can  only  be 
introduced  when  the  Resolutions  are 
passed  ;  and  I  would  observe  that  the 
Paper  laid  on  tbe  Table  by  Mr.  Childera 
was  explanatory  of  the  Budget  Bill  and 
not  of  the  Resolution,  tbe  Resolution 
having  been  passed  on  the  first  night 
without  opposition.  I  may  take  this 
opportunity  of  stating,  in  r^ly  to  a 
question  which  was  put  to  me  ou  Tues- 
day last  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kerry,  that,  having  regard  to  the  im- 
pending  inquiries  as  to  the  relative 
incidence  of  taxation  in  the  several  pans 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  I  think  it  is  a 
fairdemand,  and  it  is  only  right  that  the 
proposals  in  the  Budget  for  au  increase 
of  duties  aud  upon  spirits  should  take 
effect  only  for  the  present  financial  year. 

Sib  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  May  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
the  Resolution  on  the  Succession  Duty 
will  be  taken  first  on  Monday,  or  tbe 
Resolution  oo  the  Income  Tax  ?  Con- 
sidering how  very  intricate  and  compli- 
cated thechaoge  in  Death  Duties  is,  can- 
not the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  the 
House  longer  time  to  consider  both  the 
explanatory  statement  which  is  to  be 
circulated  and  the  whole  question  gene- 
rally ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  usual 
and  convenient  course  is  to  take  the 
Resolutions,  and  theu  to  have  the  Bill 
aod  discuss  the  proposals  on  that.  That 
was  the  course  taken  by  tbe  right  bon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
with  reference  to  Mr,  Childers's  Budget. 
It  is  tbe  proper  way  ;  and,  indeed,  tbe 
only  possible  way  is  to  get  on  to  the 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  as  soon 
as  may  be  ;  because  the  House  will  find 
in  that  Bill  what  they  cannot  know  other- 
wise— the  details  of  the  method  by  which 
we  propose  to  deal  with  this  intricate 
subject.  We  propose  to  take  the  Death 
Duty  Resolution  first  ou  Monday  and 
then  the  other  Resolutions. 

Mb.  YERBURGH  :  Do  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  introduce  the  Welsh 
Disestablishment  Bill  next  week-? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  hope  that 
we  may  be  able  to  do  that ;  but  I  would 
rather  reserve  a  definite  statement  until 
the  Home  Secretary  returns  to  town.  £ 
hope  we  shall  find  an  opportunity  of 
introducing  tbe  Bill  next  week. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he 
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uoes  not  thtok  that  the  dutf  on  whiakj 
is  high  eDongh  already  ;  and  whether 
that  duty  is  not  out  of  all  proportion  to 
the  duty  on  the  Englishman's  heer  ? 

*Miu  SPEAKER :  That  qaestion  can 
scarcely  arise  at  the  present  momeDt. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOOSE. 
Mr.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  ;  May  I  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether,  as 
there  is  no  intention  oq  this  side  of  the 
House  to  oppose  the  Parochial  Electors 
(BegiBtratiou  Acceleration)  Bill,  he  will 
gire  the  House  sufficient  time  to  coDStder 
the  proTisions  before  the  Second  Reading 
is  taken  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  Yea,  Sir  ; 
if  the  House  will  allow  me  to  intruditce 
the  Bill  to-night,  I  will  postpone  the 
Second  Reading  for  at  least  a  week. 

THE  CRIMES  ACT  REPEAL  ACT. 
Mr.  J.  REDMOND  (Waterford)  :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  a  ques- 
tiou  of  which  I  have  been  unable  to  give 
him  notice,  but  which  he  will,  I  think, 
be  able  to  answer.  Yesterday,  by  alarge 
majority,  the  House  of  Commons  passed 
the  Seeoud  Reading  of  a  Bill  for  repeat- 
ing the  Irish  Coercion  Act.  I  ask  him 
if  he  will  confer  with  the  Leader  of  the 
House  and  his  colleagues  in  the  Gorern- 
ment  to  see  whether  it  is  possible,  con- 
sistently with  the  due  progress  of  other 
buslDesB,  to  give  facilities  for  the  further 
stages  of  the  Bill  ? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  will  consult  my 
right  hou.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the 
House. 

THE  MARKING  OF  FOREIGN  MEAT. 
Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer  whether  the  Committee 
appointed  by  the  House  of  Lords  un  the 
17th  instant  will  be  empowered  to  con- 
sider the  Marking  of  Foreign  and 
Colonial  Meat  (No.  2)  Bill,  and  also  the 
other  Bills  on  the  same  aod  kindred  sub- 
jects, which  have  been  introduced  in  the 
House  of  Commons  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER :  My  right  hon. 
Friend  has  requested  me  to  answer  this 
question.  As  I  nnderstand,  the  inquiries 
of  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
which  was  appointed  last  Session,  and 
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has  now  been  re-appointed,  are  complete 
so  far  as  meat  is  concerned,  and  inas- 
much as  the  Committee  bad  before  them 
the  Bill  in^oduced  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Altrincham  Dirision  last  Session, 
which  is  closely  analogous  to  the  Bill  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers,  I  should 
scarcely  suppose  that  the  Committee 
would  consider  it  necessary  to  re-open 
that  portion  of  the  subject  committed 
to  them.  But  the  matter  is  scarcdy  one 
with  regard  to  which  it  is  for  me  to  ex- 
press au  opinion,  and  if  the  Committee 
decided  to  re-consider  the  proposals  on- 
bodied  in  the  Bills  now  before  the  House, 
there  is  nothing  to  prevent  them  from 
doing  so. 

MISSING  VESSELS. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  he  can  state  the  num- 
ber of  vessels  reported  to  his  Department 
as  missing  during  each  of  the  last  three 
years  for  which  uie  accounts  have  been 
made  up,  and  the  number  of  inquiries 
into  cases  of  missing  ships  which  have 
been  held  in  each  of  those  three  years 
respectively  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  number  of 
vessels  belonging  to  the  United  Kingdom 
which  were  reported  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  as  missing  during  the  last  three 
years  for  which  the  acoonnts  have  been 
made  up — namely,  years  ended  June, 
1891,  1892,  and  1893,  were  69,  59,  aod 
32  respectively.  The  corresponding 
numbers  for  the  years  1881,  1882,  and 
1883  were  126,  172,  and  152.  Inquiry 
was  made  by  officers  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  iu  every  case,  but  formal  inquiries 
were  held  in  only  six  cases  in  1891,  two 
cases  in  1892,  and  three  cases  in  1893. 
Since  June  last  inquiries  have  been 
ordered  in  14  cases.  Each  case  is  care- 
fully considered,  and  inquiry  is  ordered 
in  any  case  iu  which  it  is  thought  that 
it  can  be  usefully  held. 

MILITARY  EXPENDITURE  IN  INDIA. 

SiB  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  if  be  would  grant  a  Return  sliow- 
ing  the  yearly  increase  of  the  military 
expenditure  of  India,  in  that  country  and 
iu  England,  from  187S  to  1893  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  There  is  no 
objection  to  granting  such  a  Return.  I  will 
confer  with  my  hon.  Friend  as  to  iU  form. 
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PBBBD  SLATES. 
Sib  R.  temple  (Surrej,  Kingston)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  be  could 
state  to  the  House  what  number  of  slaves 
have  been  freed  since  1888  within  the 
territory  of  Ihe  British  East  Africa  Com- 
pany, and  what  number  during  the  same 
period  on  the  neighbouring  station  by 
Her  Majesty's  Naval  Forces,  and  as  to 
the  latter  at  what  coHt ;  whether,  iu  the 
event  of  the  admiaistration  of  the  coast 
reverting  to  the  Saltan  of  Zanzibar  by 
Uie  surrender  of  the  Compaoy'B  con- 
cesBion,  provision  will  be  mode  that  the 
arrangements  and  treaties  concluded  by 
the  Company  for  the  protection  of 
aboriginal  tribes  from  slavery  and  for 
facilitating  the  redemption  of  slaves  will 
continue  in  effective  operation  ;  and  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  Imperial  grants 
recommended  by  Sir  Gerald  Portal 
towards  the  cost  of  administration  in 
Uganda  and  British  East  Africa,  any  aid 
for  the  same  purpose  has  at  any  time 
been  granted,  or  proposed  to  be  granted, 
to  the  British  East  Africa  Company 
while  it  continned  respousible  for  occupa- 
tion and  admiDistratioQ  ;  if  not,  what 
resources  were  available  for  purposes  of 
administration  by  the  Company  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  The  number  of  slaves 
said  by  the  British  East  Africa  Company 
to  have  been  freed  by  them  since  1888  is 
3,01S.  The  number  freed  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Kaval  Forces  during  the  same 
period  is  1,287.  The  cost  is  mainly  that 
of  all  Her  Majesty's  ships  engaged  in  the 
suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade,  and  I 
cannot  give  a  separate  estimate  of  this 
particular  portion  of  it.  No  such 
arrangements  or  treaties  as  those  referred 
to  could  properly  be  made  by  the  Com- 
pany within  the  territory  covered  by  the 
concession  of  the  Sultan  of  Zansibw,  nor 
have  they  been  made.  The  only 
grant  made  to  the  Company  was  the  sum 
of  £10,000  voted  hut  year  for  the 
prolongation  of  the  occupation  of  Uganda ; 
and  with  regard  to  the  resources  of  the 
Company,  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Baronet  to 
refer  to  the  Reports  of  the  Directors. 

THE  CAVAN  LAND  COMMISSION. 
Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Uentenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mr.  Bomford,  who  is  now 
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acting  as  valuer  for  the  Land  Com- 
missiou  in  County  Cavan,  was  formerly 
agent  to  a  large  landlord  in  the  county  ; 
that  he  is  related  to  that  landlord,  and  to 
several  other  landlords  in  the  county, 
and  to  Mr.  Barnes,  the  principal  valuer 
for  the  landlords  in  the  county  in  fair 
rent  oases ;  that  he  was  formerly  a 
member  of  a  Sub-Commission  in  the 
county,  and  removed  to  another  county 
on  account  of  bis  close  connection  with 
the  lauded  interest  there ;  and  whether 
these  facts  were  known  to  Mr.  Wreuch 
and  other  members  of  ihe  Commission 
when  Mr.  fiomford  was  sent  as  valuer 
to  Cavan  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Land  Com- 
missioners have  not  yet  fully  replied  to 
the  inquiries  which  I  have  addressed  to 
them  on  this  subject,  and  I  must  ask  my 
hon.  Friend,  therefore,  to  be  good  enough 
to  again  postpone  the  question. 

Mr.  KNOX  :  I  should  like  to  call 
the  right  hon.  Geutlemau^s  attention  to 
the  fact  I  put  this  question  dowu  two 
days  ago  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  Yes;  but  the 
reply  I  have  received  is  not  suflBciently 
full. 

CATHOLIC  MAGISTRATES  IN  ANTRIM. 

Mr.  KNOX  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chi«f 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  how  many  CatlioUc  Magistrates 
are  resident  iu  the  Petty  Sessions  district 
of  Toome,  County  Antrim ;  whether, 
owing  to  the  want  of  Magistrates  resident 
in  the  district,  Magistrates  from  another 
district  had  to  attend  recently  in  order  to 
hold  Petty  Sessions  ;  and  whether  steps 
will  be  taken  to  remove  the  present 
grievance  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  there  are  no  Roman  Catholic  Magis- 
trates resident  iu  this  district.  There 
has  been,  however,  no  want  of  a  Court, 
of  Petty  Sessions  at  Toome  by  reason  of 
the  absence  of  Magistrates  resident  in  the 
distaict.  As  to  the  last  paragraph,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  some  time  since  made 
selections  for  the  County  Antrim  Bench 
of  Magistrates  which  will  meet,  amongst 
others,  the  case  of  the  Toome  District. 

IRISH  TELEGRAPH  BMPLOYfiS. 
Mr.  KNOX  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General,  with  reference  to  Clause 
10  of  Treasury  Order  of  the  15th  of 
August,  1890,  in  how  many  cases  of 
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postal  or  telegraph  employh  io  Ireland 
has  this  order  been  put  in  force  since  the 
date  of  )t8  iBBue ;  how  muij  snrreywa, 
assistant  surveyon,  and  poatmaaters  of 
head  post  (^ces  are  now  over  the  age 
limit;  and,  if  any,  what  are  the  par- 
ticular circnmstanoes  that  exist  in  each 
case  for  the  suspension  of  this  Order; 
and  whether  he  would  now  consider  it 
expedient  io  the  iuterests  of  the  greater 
efficiency  of  the  Public  Service  to  enforce 
its  provisions  io  every  instaace  in  which 
it  is  applicable  ? 

Mr.  a.  MOBLEY:  In  Ireland  the 
clause  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers 
has  been  put  in  force  in  every  case.  Io 
n^ly  to  the  second  paragraph,  there  are 
not  any  of  the  officers  named  to  whom 
the  clause  applies  and  who  are  over  the 
age  limit.  The  hon.  Member  is  possibly 
not  aware  that  the  Order  in  Council  to 
which  he  refers  applies  only  to  officers 
who  arc  placed  on  Scales  or  drawing 
Salaries  in  excess  of  those  of  the  Second 
DivisioD. 

SWAZILAND. 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS  (Liverpool 
East  Toxteth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Goveromeot  are 
unable  tc  carry  out  the  arrangement 
entered  into  with  the  South  African 
Republic  for  the  transfer  of  Swaziland 
to  that  Republic  ;  whether  it  is  true  that 
many  of  the  indnnas  favourable  to  the 
arrangement  have  been  murdered  at  the 
instigation  of  the  Queen  Regent ;  and 
whether,  as  stated,  the  comlition  of 
affairs  is  dangerous  and  a  massacre  is 
apprehended  ? 

Mr.  8.  BUXTON  :  The  position  at 
the  present  moment  is  this  :  A  Conven- 
tion was  negotiated  between  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  South 
African  Republic  under  which  the  lattw 
were  to  be  at  liberty  to  u^otiate  an 
Organic  Proclamation  with  tho  Swazi 
people  for  talcing  over  the  administration 
of  the  country,  without,  however,  in- 
corporating it  into  the  Republic.  This 
Organic  Proclamation  has  been  submitted 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The 
South  African  Republic  are  now  in 
negotiation  with  the  Swazis  in  order  to 
obtain  their  assent  to  the  Organic  Pro- 
clamation. As  regards  the  last  two 
questions,  we  have  no  confirmation  of 
the  rumours,  but  are  in  communication 
Mr,  Knox 


with  the  Officer  Administering  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  whole  subject. 

MO  TIONS. 

PABOCHIAL  ELBCT0B6  (BEOISTRATION 
AOOBLBBATXON)  BHiL. 
UOTIOK  FOB  LKATE. 

•Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  have  to 
ask  the  leave  of  the  House  to  introduce 
a  Bill  to  accelerate  the  Registration  of 
Parochial  Electors  in  England  and  Wales 
in  the  present  year.  As  the  House  will 
recollect,  under  the  Local  Government 
Act  of  last  Session  the  8th  of  November 
was  fixed  as  the  day  for  the  election  of 
the  new  Parish  Councils,  and  it  was 
understood  at  the  time  that  a  Bill  would 
be  introduced  to  facilitate  the  registration 
of  the  electors.  In  the  course  of  negotia- 
tions with  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
it  was  arranged  that  this  matter  should 
be  treated  as  non-contentious,  subject  to 
two  conditions — one,  that  the  day  on 
which  the  Parliamentary  Register  came 
into  eCEect  should  not  be  altered,  and  the 
other  that  no  expense  should  bo  thrown 
on  Local  Authorities  by  the  acceleration 
of  the  Parochial  Register.  The  accelera- 
tion of  the  Parochial  Register  involves  the 
acceleration  of  some  of  the  stages  of  the 
Parlumentary  Register,  bnt  no  change 
in  the  date  when  the  Parliamentary 
Register  is  to  come  into  efiTect.  After 
much  consideration  of  the  matter,  I  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  will  not 
be  possible  to  complete  the  Register  of 
parochial  electors  in  order  that  the  elec- 
tion for  the  Parish  Councils  may  take 
place  on  Norember  8,  and  that  if  any 
attempt  were  made  to  do  that  there  would 
be  serious  risk  of  a  defective  Register. 
The  Bill,  therefore,  provides  that  the 
Parochial  Register  ahul  come  into  opera- 
tion on  November  22nd,  and  the  Rerisin; 
Barristers  will  be  required  to  commence 
their  duties  five  days  earlier — namely,  on 
September  3,  in  lieu  of  September  8. 
The  Bill  also  proposes  to  shorten  the 
period  of  revision  by  a  fortnight,  reducing 
it  from  Bve  weeks  to  three  weeks,  and 
the  period  allowed  to  clerks  of  County 
Councils  for  the  completion  and  printing 
of  the  Register  will  be  shortened  by  10 
days.  If  additional  Revising  Barristuv 
become  necessary  to  complete  the  revisiOB 
within  three  weeks,  iostMd  of  five  weeks, 
the  whole  oost  is  to  be  borne  by  the 
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Treaeniy,  and  no  part  of  it  by  the  Local 
Authorities,  as  at  present.  If  the  House 
agrees  to  the  Bill,  it  will  be  possible  to 
hold  the  first  meetings  of  the  Parish 
Goanoils  within  a  few  days  afttt-  Novem- 
ber 22.  The  BUI  is  in  strict  accont  with 
the  arrangonent  to  which  I  have  referred, 
and  I  hope  the  House,  therefore,  will  at 
once  consent  to  its  introduction. 

Uotion  made,  aud  Question  proposed, 
"  That  leare  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
Aocelemt«    the    Registration    of  Parochid 
B  lectors  in  England  and  Wales  in  the  present 
jear."— <Jfr.  Shaw-Lefevre.') 


(Ireland)  BiU. 


886 


Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Shaw-Lefevre  and  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert. 

Bill  presented,  and 
[BUI  175.] 


read  first  time. 


^    BVICTBD  TBKANTS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
MOTION  FOR  LEAVE. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  MoRLEr,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne),  in  asking  for  leave  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  to  facilitate  aud  make  pro- 
vision for  the  restoration  of  Evicted 
Tenants  to  their  Holdings  in  Ireland, 
said  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  glad  to  think 
that  the  difficulties  of  the  task  before  me 
are  not  aggravated  on  this  occasion,  as 
they  might  have  been,  by  any  of  that 
passion  which  has  unfortunately  been 
associated  with  Irish  controversies.  We 
have  already  discussed  an  Irish  Land 
Bill,  a  Bill  repealing  the  Crimes  Act,  and 
one  other  Iri»h  matter  without  any  of 
that  rise  in  temperature  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  rightly  deprecate.  It  is  my 
object  to  avoid  every  word  likely  to  pro- 
mote a  revival  of  the  recrimination  and 
passion  which  have  been  associated  with 
the  subject  of  the  evicted  tenants. 
Among  other  reasons,  the  quietude  in 
Ireland  seems  to  furnish  a  particularly 
good  opportunity  for  dealing  with  this 
exceedingly  difficult  question  in  the 
spirit  iu  which  it  ought  to  be  approached, 
and  I  am  glad  to  think  that,  iu  bringing 
proposals  before  the  House  on  this  sub- 
ject, I  shall,  at  all  events,  secure  a  reason- 
able support  from  my  right  hon.  Frieud 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bodmin, 
and  other  gentlemen   sitting   in  that 

Quarter  of  the  House.  Prior  to  his 
eparture  for  America  last  September, 


my  right  hoo.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingbam  is  reported  to  have 
seen  some  gMtlesoan  of  Ute  Press  and  to 
have  said  to  him— • 

"I  may  say  that  I  don't  see  what  objection 
t^wTeconldbe  toan  extenrion  of  the  ISthclaose 

of  the  Land  Act.  ...  I  am  of  opinion  that 
the  tenants  ought  to  approach  Mr.  Balfour  on 
the  qaestioD  if  ther  wish  to  hope  tot  anything. 
I  may  remark  that  I  am  quite  prepared  to  admit 
that  it  is  most  desirable  that  some  equitable 
measure  shontd  be  paswd  in  th«  interestaof  thoae 
evicted  tenants,  who,  it  appears,  have  suffered 
much  ;  but  this  can  only  1»  accomplished  by  an 
agreement  between  the  Unionists  and  Olad- 
stonians.  The  sabjeot,  being  a  social  as  well  as 
a  political  one,  demands  attendoo,  and  I  shall 
be  prepared  to  assist  in  an  equitable  settle- 
ment." 

My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bodmin  used  still  fuller  language  point- 
ing in  the  same  direction.    He  said — 

"  He  himself  should  be  in  favour  of  any  well- 
considered  Bill  for  that  purpose.  It  was  desirable 
that  they  should  be  generous  in  tlieir  treatment 
of  these  tenants,  for  they  went  out  at  a  time 
when  Ireland  was  greatly  agitated,  aiul  when 
men  lost  their  heads  and  ceased  to  be  masters 
themsehes.  ...  A  new  arrami^ment  was 
necessary,  and  If  the  Government  brought  in  a 
reasonable  Bill  he  should  be  willing  to  give  It 
all  the  support  he  could,  and  he  believed  it 
would  be  the  policy  of  the  Unionist  Party  to 
give  it  an  unhesitating  support " 

The  hoo.  Member  for  Soutli  Tyrone,  iu 
an  article  recently  published,  goes  so  fw 
as  to  say  that^ 

"  Although  the  Government  proposals  may  be 
immoral,  revolutionary,  or  novel,  any  effort  to 
deal  with  the  state  of  a&irs  at  once  sodaageroos 
and  so  extraordinary  ou^t  to  be  fairly  con- 
sidered and  judged." 

I  will  not  quote  language  which  was  used 
so  far  back  as  1891  by  the  hon.  Member 

for  South  Hunts,  but  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  East  Manchester 
said — 

"  And  for  my  own  part,  if  1  were  an  Irish 
landlord,  oven  if  it  were  not  wholly  to  my  own 
personal  and  pecuniary  interests,  I  should  desire 
to  restore  peace  to  that  part  of  the  country  in 
which  my  property  was  sitaated,  and  to  see  that 
on  fair,  equitable,  and  even  generous  terms  the 
tenants  were  restored  to  their  ancient  homes." 

I  am  not  assuming  that  declarations  of 
this  kind  from  the  two  sections  of  the 
Opposition  ought  to  bind  them  to  support 
the  proposals  which  I  shall  have  the 
honour  of  laying  before  the  House  ;  but,, 
at  all  events,  they  encourage  me  to  hope 
that  these  proposals  will  receive  reason- 
able and  fair  consideration.  I  will  not 
go  into  the  origin  of  this  mischievous 
business,  because  it  seems  to  me  we  shall 
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not  advaoce  our  object  one  jot  or  tittle 
eitha*  by  inquiring  whether  Great  Britain 
is  morally  respoDBible  for  the  two  great 
agrarian  rieingB  which  have  taken  place 
in  the  last  15  yean,  or  by  inquiring 
whether  the  Flan  of  Campaign  was 
justified  by  the  action  of  this  House  in 
rejecting  the  proposals  brought  forward 
by  Mr.  Paruell  in  the  Autumn  of  1886. 
What  briogB  tiie  matter  before  me,  as  one 
responsible  for  gnverDmeot  in  Irelaodf  is 
that  it  is  a  source  of  admiuistrative  con- 
fusion,  and  a  source  of  social  trouble. 
Everybody  in  the  House  can  see  that  the 
presence  of  bodies  of  evicted  tenants 
remaining  as  squatters  near  the  farms  out 
of  which  they  have  been  put  is  in  itself 
extremely  demoralising.  The  evicted 
tenants  are,  I  believe,  geoerally  lodged 
by  neighbours  and  supported  by  neigh- 
bours, who  have  as  much  as  they 
cau  do  to  keep  themselves,  while  the 
farms  lie  waste,  save  so  far  as  they  are 
used  by  trBspassers,  with  the  consent  of 
the  evicted  tenants,  who  allow  the  use  of 
the  lands  in  this  way  in  return  for  the 
help  giveu  them  by  their  Deigbbours. 
This  is  a  deplorable  state  of  waste  and 
demoralisation  which  affects,  and  ob- 
viously must  affect  most  injuriously,  all 
who  are  brought  within  the  reach  of  its 
influence.  The  Report  of  the  Matbew 
Commission  contains  a  sentence  which 
illustrates  this  state  of  things — 

"  The  present  condition  of  the  evicted  farms 
on  man;  of  the  eetatee  is  deplorable.  The  land 
has  gone  to  waste.  Fields,  once  cultivated  and 
fairly  productive,  are  now  covered  with  furze 
and  weeds.  Tracts  reclaimed  by  the  industry 
of  the  tenants  from  hog  or  mountaiii  are 
retuiDiiigtothdroriginal  conditioD.  The  former 
tenants,  with  little  or  no  occupation,  hang  about 
their  old  farms,  and  have  never  relinquished 
the  hope  of  reinstatement.  It  is  not  surprising 
that,  in  view  of  this  condition  of  things,  the 
authorities  have  considered  the  presence  an 
additional  police  force  on  many  of  the  estates 
advisable." 

On  the  occasion  when  I  first  spoke  on 
this  matter,  after  I  had  come  to  Office,  I 
referred  to  the  cost  to  the  State  of  this 
deplorable  state  of  things.  For  that  I 
was  attacked  rather  severely,  and  it  was 
said  that  crime  and  disorder  must  be  put 
dowD  at  whatever  cost.  I  will  not  dwell 
upon  that  argument,  because  it  is  one  not 
entirely  relevant;  but  if  I  can  show 
that  there  are  means  of  putting 
an  end  to  this  source  of  disorder, 
and  if  it  would  save  a  certain  amount  of 
expenditure  which  could  be  applied  to 
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purposes  for  which  Ireland  staDds  in  need, 
I  am  sure  everyone  will  admit  that  the 
means  are  worth  trying.  I  am  now  going 
to  show,  or  try  to  show,  ^at  If  thoe  are 
meMis  of  patting  an  end  to  this  source  of 
disorder  a  oertain  amount  of  money  will 
be  well  spent  in  doing  it.  The  late  Go- 
vernment, the  House  wilt  remember, 
were  so  struck  with  the  desirableness  of 
putting  an  eod  to  this  state  of  things  that 
they  brought  in — or  rather  accepted — 
the  well-known  13th  section  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1891.  The  basis  of  that  section 
was  an  agreement  between  the  parties. 
The  tenants  were  not  to  be  reinstated  as 
tenants  and  no  action  was  to  be  taken 
unless  an  agreement  was  arrived  at,  and 
we  cannot  disguise  from  ourselves  that 
the  policpr  of  the  Government  in  accept- 
ing Section  13  was  to  restore  the  evicted 
tenant  to  the  right  which  he  had  legally 
forfeited  and  lost.  Therefore,  I  hope 
that  from  no  quarter  of  the  House  shall 
we  hear,  wheu  this  Bill  is  fully  discussed, 
anything  of  the  fraudulent  debtor  argu- 
ment. Whether  these  men  were  held  to 
be  fraudulent  debtors  or  not,  they  were 
good  enough  to  receive  under  the  1 3th 
section  targe  advances  from  the  Imperial 
Exchequer.  But  the  13th  sectioo  of  the 
Act  of  1 891  was  undoubtedly  a  failure. 
Under  that  section  there  were  189  appli- 
cations, embracing  only  19  estates.  Of 
these,  sales  were,  up  to  March  31,  com- 
pleted in  138  cases  on  12  estates,  and 
there  are  42  cases  at  this  moment  out- 
standing, while  nine  applications  have 
been  refused.  One  reason,  no  doubt,  of 
the  failure  of  Section  13  was  that  it  was 
limited  to  a  period  of  six  months,  and  in 
that  time  the  parties  could  not  come  to 
the  agreement  which  the  provision  re- 
quired. When  Section  13  expired 
it  was  found  that  it  had  not 
the  operation  which  its  promoters 
desired  and  expected.  Before  1 
go  into  the  proposals  of  the  Bill 
I  should  tike  to  make  one  preliminary 
observation.  When  considering  the  pro- 
posals we  make  it  is  essential — it  is  vital 
— -that  Members  of  this  House  should 
divest  themselves  of  the  idea  that  the 
reIation8jl>etween  landlords  and  tenants  are 
the  same  in  Ireland  as  in  England.  The 
relations  of  landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland 
by  yonr  own  legislation  are  something 
now  radiciUly  different  from  the  relations 
between  landlords  and  tenants  in  England, 
and  therefore  I  do  ask  the  House,  in  this 
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caae  at  all  events,  to  try  to  put  them- 
Belvea  into  the  poBition  of  Irishmen  and 
try  to  enter  into  the  feelings  with  which 
evicted  tenants,  regard  eviction  and  to 
view  our  proposals  in  that  light.  Before 
the  Mathew  Comroiesion  the  Catholic 
Arehbiehop  of  Dublin  used  some  expres- 
sions germane  to  this  matter.   He  satd — 

"  I  think  it  unfortunate  that  we  have  to  nse 
tbe  expression  '  landlord  and  tenant.'  If  we 
used  instead  some  such  phrase  as  landlord  part 
owner  and  tenant  part  owner  it  would  con- 
tribute to  clearness  on  the  aabject." 

{^A  laughA  The  noble  Lord  laughs.  I 
shall  give  him  some  material  which  may 
lead  him  to  reconsider  his  mirth.  We 
know  very  well  that  the  relation  between 
landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland  is,  in- 
deed, what  tbe  Archbishop  says — it  is 
nothing  else  than  a  relation  of  partner- 
ship. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (PaddingtoD, 
S.)  was  understood  to  ^ay  that  his  iuter- 
ruption  had  reference  to  the  tenant  hav- 
ing a  certain  share  in  the  freehold. 

Mb.  J.  HORLEY :  Well,  then,  the 
noble  Lord  agrees  with  the  Archbishop, 
and  thus  we  have  emphasised  the  partner- 
ship or  dual  ownership.  Let  the  House 
recollect  what  it  is  that  Parliament  has 
said  on  three  different  occasioos  to  the 
Irish  landlord.  By  the  Act  of  1870 
Parliament  said  to  the  Irish  landlord,  If 
you  want  to  turn  the  tenant  out  you 
shall  pay  him  compensation  for  disturb- 
ing him  " — not  merely  for  improvements. 
In  1881  Parliament  went  further,  and  it 
said  to  the  bndlord,  **  You  shall  not  only 
not  turn  him  out  without  compeDsation, 
but  you  shall  not  exact  from  him  a  higher 
rent  than  a  Land  Court  shall  decide  is  a 
fair  and  proper  rent."  I  may  be  told 
that  tbese  were  measures  passed  by  a 
Liberal  Government  that  lacked  interest 
in  property,  bat  Parliament  went  still 
iurther  in  1887,  when  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  brought  in  a  Bill  which 
said  to  the  landlord — "You  shall  not 
only  not  turn  the  tenant  out  without 
eompensation,  you  shall  not  only  not 
exact  &om  him  more  than  what  the 
Court  thinks  to  be  a  fair  rent,  but  you 
shall  for  a  certain  number  of  years 
receive  a  lower  rent  than  that  which  the 
Court  had  three  or  four  years  ago  decided 
was  fair."  Therefore,  if  we  examine 
this  subject  fairly  and  reasonably,  we 
mast  admit  this  is  a  fundamental  di- 
vergenee  between  the  Irish  and  the 


r  English  Codes.  Now,  I  shall  describe  to 
the  House  as  briefly  as  I  can  the  state  of 
things  in  Ireland  which  justifies  tbe  pro- 
posals that  we  make.  I  have  shown 
what  steps  tbe  late  Government  took  in 
order  to  deal  with  the  mischief,  and  I 
have  also  reminded  the  House  of  the 
position  which  the  Irish  landlord  now 
holds  and  which  the  tenant  now  holds. 
I  will  proceed  to  describe  what  our  pro- 
posals are.  They  are  rather  intricate, 
and  gentlemen  will  do  well  to  reserve 
anything  like  full  or  definite  criticism  of 
our  proposals  until  they  have  seen  the 
Bill  in  print,  which  I  think  I  may  say 
will  be  in  24  hours  from  now.  The 
foundation  of  our  proposal  is  the  institu- 
tion of  a  Board  of  three  arbitrators, 
whose  oflBce  is  to  last  for  three  years. 
The  proposal  that  arbitrators  are  to  enter 
into  this  question  may  at  first  startle  hon. 
Gentlemea,  but  you  recollect  that  yon 
employed  a  Department  as  arbitrators  to 
settle  a  question  far  more  important  and 
of  wider  range  than  this — namely,  the 
fixing  of  agricultural  rents  in  Ireland. 
Therefore,  the  idea  of  applying  arbitra- 
tion to  the  agrarian  problem  is  not  new. 
I  have  said  that  one  reason  why  the  13th 
section  failed  was  that  time  enough  was 
not  given  for  the  making  of  agreements ; 
but  there  was  another  reason,  and  that 
was  the  tenant  was  shy  of  approaching 
the  landlord  and  the  landlord  was  slow 
— was  unwilling — to  approach  the  tenant, 
because  each  of  them  feared  that  any  over- 
ture would  be  interpreted  as  a  sign  of 
weakness.  It  is  because  we  believe  this, 
and  because  of  the  reluctance  of  the  two 
parties  to  approach  each  other,  that  we 
propose  to  set  np  this  Board  or  Court 
of  Arbitration.  In  our  opinion,  settle- 
ments are  much  more  likely  to  be  arrived 
at  if  the  procedure  is  changed  and  a 
tribunal  set  up  than  if  we  left  the 
parties  to  approach  each  other.  We 
think  it  will  greatly  facilitate  a 
settlement  that  there  shall  be  a  neutral 
body  to  resort  to  to  enable  the 
parties  to  come  to  terms.  It  will  be 
said,  "  Why  have  a  separate  tribunal  ? 
Why  not  intrust  these  functions  to  the 
Land  Commission  ?  "  Well,  we  con- 
sidered that  suggestion  with  the  greatest 
care.  It  is  one  on  which  we  received  a 
great  deal  of  conflicting  advice  from  com- 
petent persons,  and  we  came  to  the  con- 
clusion, first,  that  the  Land  Commitssion 
has  quite  enough  to  do,  and,  in  the 
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second  place,  that  tbeir  permanent  and 
ordinary  fnnctiona  are  of  a  character 
which  makes  it  desirable  to  exclude 
them  from  dntieti  which  might  subject 
them  to  snspicion  and  charges.  We  de- 
sire to  attract  rather  than  to  force  the 
landlord  and  tenant,  and  we  think  we 
have  taken  one  of  the  best  ways  to  bring 
about  a  settlement  between  the  parties. 
We  take  a  separate  Board  to  do  this 
special  work,  and  we  believe  it  will  do 
that  work  more  rapidly  than  the  Land 
Commission  can  do  it.  We  must  all  aee 
that  these  matters  would  be  entangling 
work  for  the  Land  Commisaiou.  So 
mnch  for  the  tribunal.  I  will  now  de- 
scribe the  procedure.  We  first  of  all  take 
^e  case  of  land  which  is  evicted  land 
still  in  the  occupation  of  the  landlord. 
Our  Bill  will  affect  tenants  whose  hold- 
ings have  been  determined  since  1879. 
Within  one  yeu  from, the  passing  of  the 
Act  the  evicted  tenant  may  petition  the 
arbitrators  to  be  reinstated  as  tenant  of 
his  holding,  and  the  arbitrators  are  to 
consider  whether  there  m  &  prima  facie 
case  for  reinstatement.  I  shall  be  told, 
no  doubt,  that  this  is  a  very  loose  expres- 
sion. What  is  a  prima  fade  case  ?  But  the 
words  by  which  I  propose  to  guard  the  ex- 
pression ^primh  facie  case  for  reinstate- 
ment "  are — 

"  Owing  to  the  circumstances  of  the  district 
and  tbu  circumstances  under  which  the  eviction 
took  place,  or  eome  other  caoBe  which  may  ap- 
pear to  t^em  to  beflaffldent." 

The  first  thing  that  has  then  to  be  done 
is  a  Petition  from  the  tenant  praying  for 
reinstatement,  and  the  second  is  the  for- 
mation of  the  view  in  the  mind  of  the 
arbitrators  that  the  tenant  has  made  out 
"  a  prima  facie  case.  Oo  these  grounds 
the  arbitrators  will  make  a  conditional 
Order  for  reinstatement,  and  serve  a 
notice  both  of  the  Petition  and  the  con- 
ditional Order  upon  the  landlord.  If  the 
landlord  does  not  object  of  come  the 
transaction  will  go  on,  and  the  conditional 
Order  will  become  absolute,  the  evicted 
tenant  being  reinstated  in  his  holding 
subject  to  conditions  to  be  presently 
stated.  But  suppose  the  landlord  does 
object  to  the  Order,  then  the  arbitrators 
are  to  hear  the  parties.  In  doing  this  we 
borrow  a  section  from  the  Land  Act  of 
1891,  and  we  say  that  the  arbitrators 
are  to  form  an  opinion  on  the  question 
whether  the  conduct  of  either  the  land- 
lord or  the  tenant  has  been  unreasonable, 
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or  that  the  one  has  nnreasonably  refnsed 
any  proposal  made  by  the  other.  Then 
if  that  be  the  case,  ^e  arbitrators  can 
dismiss  the  Petition  on  the  one  hand,  or 
on  the  other  they  may  make  the  Order 
absolute,  subject  to  such  condition  as  they 
may  consider  to  be  consistent  witli 
justice.  I  admit  that  the  language  we  have 
imported  is  not  exactly  on  all-fours  with 
the  section  of  the  Land  Act,  and  is  ap- 
plied under  somewhat  difl^'erent  circum- 
stances, but  the  language  we  do  use  is 
employed  to  describe  certain  equities 
similar  to  those  that  were  dealt  witb 
under  the  Act  of  1891.  Well,  then,  sup- 
posing the  Order  is  made  that  the 
tenant  is  to  be  reinstated,  he  must  go 
back  provisionally  on  the  old  rent.  He 
must  go  back  on  some  rent,  and  no  other 
than  the  old  rent  is  available.  But  this 
rent  is  ultimately  to  'be  transformed  into 
a  fair  rent  after  an  investigation  rather 
by  the  arbitrators  or  the  Land  Commis- 
sion. If  the  landlord  and  tenant  agree, 
then  the  arbitrators  may  fix  the  rent 
exactly  as  the  Land  Commission  might 
do  it.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  they  do  not 
agree,  the  tenant  will,  of  course,  be  the 
possessor  of  a  tenancy,  and  he  would 
have  a  right,  as  any  other  tenant  has,  to 
to  go  before  the  Land  Commission  and 
have  a  fair  rent  fixed. 

Me.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  WiU  this 
affect  vacant  land  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  We  are  now  deal- 
ing entirely  with  land  which  is  in  occn* 
pation  of  the  landlord. 

Colonel  WARING  asked  whether 
land  which  was  being  cultivated  by  the 
landlord  was  to  be  deeme<l  vacant  land  or 
derelict  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOfiLKY:  It  is  difficult 
enough  to  deal  with  the  subject  without 
going  into  these  details.  All  I  can  say 
is  that  I  hare  confined  this  explanation 
to  a  holding  which  is  in  possession  of  the 
landlord.  Now  I  come  to  a  financial 
provision  which  will,  no  doubt,  be  of 
great  interest  to  the  House.  If  the  arbi- 
trators think  fit  they  may  direct  payment 
to  the  landlord  for  arrears  and  costs  not 
exceeding  two  years  of  the  old  rent.  The 
House  will  remember  that  the  Cowper 
Commission  recommended  that  no  rent 
should  be  recoverable  beyond  two  yeare, 
and  I  think  a  most  wholesome  reformation 
would  take  place  in  Irish  land  practice  if 
that  could  be  made  law.  The  arbitrates 
may  make  to  the  landlord  a  free  grant  of 
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one-bftlf  of  that  sum  out  of  moneyB  to 
be  placed  at  their  disposal  by  Farliameot. 
The  other  half  is  to  be  secured  or  paid 
1^  the  tenant.  I  may  point  out  that  there 
is  a  precedent,  and  a  most  remarkable 
precedent,  for  that  in  the  Arrears  Act 
of  1882,  where,  in  the  case  of  the  insol- 
venoy  of  the  tenant,  the  State  advanced 
one  year's  rent,  and  the  condition 
precedent  was  that  the  tenant  should 
himself  have  in  hand  a  year's  rent  of 
his  own.  Therefore  the  notioD  that 
every  evicted  tenant,  or  moat  of  them, 
are  absolutely  inBolvent,  and  unable  to 
find  any  portion  of  money  for  the  laud- 
lord  to  discharge  arrears  and  costs,  is  not 
entirely  conformable  to  tbe  facts.  I  will 
say  farther  that  Parliament  would  bave 
a  right  to  expect  the  friends  of  tbe 
tenants,  wherever  they  may  be,  to  help 
them  to  provide  this  sum.  If  the  State 
comes  forward  to  pay  half  the  snm,  it  is 
not  unreasonable  to  expect  that  the  other 
half  will  be  forthcoming  from  the  tenant. 
Then  we  bad  to  consider  in  this  con- 
nection whether  these  advances  of  oue- 
half  for  arrears  and  costs  should  be  made 
by  way  of  loan  or  free  grant,  and  we 
came  to  the  conclusion,  with  a  view  to 
bringing  about  a  real  settlement,  to  make 
it  a  free  grant  and  not  a  loan.  I  should 
like  to  say  in  reference  to  that  course 
that  gentlemen  who  speak  lightly  of  it 
can  hardly  have  looked  into  the  Blue 
Books  with  the  records  of  evidence  taken 
before  it,  because  it  is  impossible  to 
found  a  sound  and  full  and  comprehen- 
sive and  exhaustive  judgment  unless  you 
have  dipped  very  deeply  indeed  into  that 
volume.  The  landlonl  is  not  to  be  left 
without  any  option.  We  propose  that  if 
he  likes  he  may  require  the  petitioner  to 
purchase  instead  of  taking  him  back  as  a 
tenant.  He  may  insist  on  the  transaction 
of  purchase.  The  arbitrators  in  that  case 
are  to  fix  the  price,  and  if  the  petitioner 
refuses  to  purchase  at  that  price  he  for- 
feits his  cuiim  forre-inststement^  If  the 
order  as  to  price  ia  made  absolute,  the 
arbitrator  would  then  proceed  to  fix  the 
tenant  in  the  holding  and  transfer 
Guaranteed  Land  Stock  equal  in  nominal 
amount  to  the  price  to  the  landlord,  just 
as  the  Land  Commission  would  do  in  a 
similar  transaction.  We  propose  one 
difference,  which  is  not  unimportant. 
The  House  is  aware  that,  as  the  law  now 
stands,  in  these  transao  tions  of  purchase 
one-fifth  of  the  purchase-money  is  re- 
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tained  in  the  hands  of  tbe  Land  Conmiis- 
sion  for  something  like  18  years.  We 
propose  not  to  retain  in  these  cases  the 
landlord's  one-fifth.  It  may  interest  the 
House  to  know  -what  is  the  operation  of 
the  Land  Purchase  Act  in  this  respect. 
It  appears  that  from  1885  down  to 
March  31  last  the  total  amonut  which 
the  Land  Commission  applied  out  of 
guarantee  deposits  to  meet  the  default  of 
purchasers  was  £2,406  18s.  6d.,  on  pur- 
cbases  representing  about  £10,000,000 
sterling,  and  that  no  guarantee  deposit 
has  been  so  applied  in  the  case  of  any 
advance  made  under  tbe  Laud  Purchase 
Act  of  1891.  This  shows  that  in  fore- 
going this  deposit  of  tbe  landlord's  fifth 
we  are  not  asking  tbe  State  to  encounter 
auy  serious  risk.  If  tbe  default  on 
£10^000,000  be  only  a  little  over  £2,400, 
then  at  the  same  ratio  for,  say,  £500|000 
under  this  Bill  the  possible  risk  would 
be  less  than  £125.  We  give  no  power 
of  compulsory  purchase,  and  unless  the 
landlord  actually  requests  that  the  trab- 
saction  shall  be  settled  by  the  sale  of  the 
land  by  way  of  reinstatement  there  is  no 
sale  at  all.  The  tenant  has  no  option 
between  restoration  and  purchase,  and 
has  DO  right  to  insist  on  purchase.  Id 
fact,  when  the  tenant  is  put  back  on  the 
land  he  has  no  rights  in  relation  to  it 
beyond  what  the  tenant  has  at  the  prraent 
moment.  So  mach  for  the  provisions  as 
to  the  land  in  the  occupation  of  the  laud- 
lord  ;  but  I  may  add  that  we  propose,  in 
cases  where  the  arbitrator  thinks  it  de- 
sirable, he  may  be  empowered  to  advance 
to  tbe  reinstated  tenant  whose  house  has 
been  destroyed  or  dilapidated  a  small 
sum,  not  to  exceed  £50,  for  putting  up  a 
bouse  or  place  in  which  the  tenant  can 
live.  I  will  now  turn  to  the  more  difficult 
question  as  to  land  in  tbe  occupation  of 
a  new  tenant  with  a  substantial  interest 
in  the  holding.  According  to  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Mathew  Commission, 
the  number  of  these  tenants  is  not  very 
large  ;  but  whether  it  is  large  or  small, 
the  principle  we  propose  to  apply  will 
be  the  same.  The  proceeding  in  cases 
where  tbe  land  has  been  let  to  new 
tenants  will  be  this  :  tbe  evicted  tenant 
is  to  petition  as  before  ;  a  notice  is  to  be 
served  on  the  new  tenant  of  this  petition, 
and  upon  tbat  the  new  tenant  may  object, 
and  if  he  objects  we  say  that  that  must 
be  treated  as  an  absolute  block  on  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  arbitrators  which  could 
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not  be  revived  as  long  as  the  objection 
rematDs  on  the  file.  I  thiuk  it  will  be 
felt  that  in  that  provision,  though  it  may 
lead  to  somedifficult;,  we  have  consulted 
what  will  be  the  feeliug  of  the  majority 
«f  the  HouBO  of  Commons  and  of  Par- 
liament, and  what  will  be  deemed  most 
«qaitable  under  all  the  circnmstances 
of  the  case.  But  let  us  suppose  the 
new  tenant  does  not  object.  Tbeo,  of 
conrse,  the  nrbitrator  will  treat  the  land 
as  if  it  were  iu  the  possession  or  occupa- 
tion of  the  landlord,  but  on  certain  con- 
ditions attaching  to  the  land.  The 
arbitrator  is  to  determine  the  compensa- 
tion which  is  to  be  paid  to  the  new  sitting 
tenant  for  his  disappearance,  and  if  he 
thinks  fit  be  maj  advance  one-half  of  the 
aum  so  proposed  to  be  paid  to  the  new 
tenant,  leaving  the  other  half  to  be  paid 
by  the  teuani  who  desires  to  come  in. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  How  far 
Ooes  the  Bill  go  l>ack  P 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  will  include 
«11  cases  between  1879  and  the  date  of 
the  passing  of  the  measnre — alt  cases 
where  the  arbitrators  thiuk  there  is  a 
prima  facie  case  for  reinstatement,  from 
1887  downwards.  As  to  the  questiou  of 
fandsj  we  propose  that  £100,000  shall 
be  charged  on  the  Irish  Church  Tempo- 
ralitiea  Fund  [Cries  of  "  Oh  !  "]  Well, 
it  is  an  Irish  fund.  This  fund  has 
nothing  to  do  with  purchase  transactions 
which  have  been  made  in  the  ordinary 
way.  It  will  be  placed  at  the  disposal 
of  the  arbitrators  for  the  purposes  of  this 
Bill.  Of  course  the  official  staff,  which 
will  be  a  small  one,  or,  at  any  rate,  will 
not  be  considerable,  will  bo  paid  out  of 
moneys  voted  by  Parliament.  That  and 
the  salaries  of  the  arbitrators  constitute 
the  only  charge  which  will  fall  on  the 
British  taxpayer  as  far  as  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill  go.  This  sum  of  £100,000 
will  have  Co  meet  the  half  arrears  to  the 
landlord,  the  half  compensation  to  the 
-tenant,  and  a  sum  not  exceeding  £50  iu 
the  case  of  holdings  where  there  is  no 
house  for  the  tenant  to  live  in.  I  will 
now  give  some  figures  showing  the 
number  of  holdings  on  the  17  estates 
especially  inquired  into  by  the  Evicted 
Tenants'  Commission  which  might  come 
before  the  arbitrators.  The  total  number 
of  evicted  holdings — the  eicpression  is 
not  grammatical,  but  it  is  useful — on 
these  estates  was  1,350.  The  tenants 
were  reinstated  in  414  cases,  and  new 
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tenants,  commonly  called  "  planters," 
settled  with  the  old  tenants  iu  15  cases, 
making  together  429.  Nine  hundred 
and  twenty-one  cases  therefore  remain 
to  be  doklt  with.  Of  these  holdings 
there  are  in  the  hands  of  planters  as 
tenants  215,  and  in  the  hands  of  planters 
as  purchasers  20,  in  all  235  holdings. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  The  number  of  new 
tenants  was  only  102. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  is  so ;  235 
holdings  are  iu  the  hands  of  102  planters. 
Then  there  aro  iu  the  hands  of  land- 
lords, land  corporations,  and  similar 
bodies  482  holdings,  and  there  also  lying 
derelict  204.  The  rental  of  the  entire 
1,350  holdings  is  £21,230,  and  on  the 
921  holdings  will  be  about  £14,500. 
So  much  for  the  17  estates  which, 
after  all,  are  the  principal  seats  of  the 
mischief  with  which  we  have  to  deal. 
But,  besides  all  this,  applications  come 
from  the  enormous  body  of  2,755  evicted 
tenants  who  desired  to  be  heard  before 
the  Mathew  Commission.  The  rental  of 
those  tenants  was,  roughly  speaking, 
£100,000,  and  the  amount  of  arrears  said 
to  be  due  was  £221,000,  or  rather  more. 
If  I  were  asked  what  proportion  of  this 
large  number  of  evicted  tenants  is  likely 
to  be  comprehended  within  the  scope 
and  operation  of  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House,  I  am  obliged  'to  say  it  is  almost 
impossible  for  me  to  offer  any  sound  or 
reliable  data.  One  cannot  tell  how  many 
of  these  2,755  cases  were  cases  such  as 
it  is  proposed  to  deal  with  under  this 
Bill.  All  I  can  say  is  that  for  the 
921  cases  on  the  17  estates  already 
referred  to  as  being  the  main  centre  of 
the  mischief,  assuming  that  in  every  case 
the  landlord  receivedfrom  the  arbitrators 
one  year's  rent,  and  about  the  same  sum 
weutfor  building  grants,  and  a  similar  sum 
went  for  compensation  in  the  case  of  tho 
new  tenants,  it  is  probable  that  something 
like  from  £30,000  to  £35,000  would 
meet  all  the  demands.  But  it  is  im- 
possible to  say  DOW  with  anything  like 
accuracy  what  is  the  precise  number  of 
cases  that  will  have  to  be  dealt  with 
under  the  Bill.  That  is  a  matter  which 
the  arbitrators  will  have  to  decide.  If 
the  arbitrators  are  fully  seized  with  the 
policy  of  the  Bill,  uo  doubt  they  will 
come  to  a  right  conolosion  in  all  cases 
that  come  before  them. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  What  about 
the  new  tenantB  who  purchase  ? 
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Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  In  the  case  of  the 
new  tenants  who  purchase  notices  will 
be  served,  and  if  they  purchase  there  is 
an  end  of  the  matter.  The  hou.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Bussell),  in  the  article  be  bas  pabliBbed, 
saya — 

*>  It  ia  a  berions  thii^  to  have  bandreds  and 
tboosandsof  men  or  women  Id  the  poeition  of 
theM  poor  people.  Whatever  can  be  done  safely 
and  faononrablj'  to  relieve  tbe  strain  ought  to  be 
done." 

Well,  Sir,  that  is  the  ol^eot  of  the  pre- 
sent proposal,  and  if  this  Government  did 
not  attempt  the  task  they  are  now  under- 
taking the  problem  that  has  to  be  solved 
would  stiil  more  urgently  confront  their 
successors.  It  has  been  suggested  by 
the  hoo.  Member  that  a  re-enactment  of 
the  13th  section  of  the  Land  Purchase 
Act  of  1891  with  such  Amendments  as 
have  been  suggested  by  experience  would 
meet  all  the  necessities  of  tlie  case.  I 
am  somewhat  amazed  to  find  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen using  language  of  that  kind,  be- 
cause that  section  does  not  work  at  all, 
and  we  have  had  no  experience  of  how 
it  would  work.  We  have  had  no  ex- 
perience of  what  Amendments  ought  to 
be  made  in  it.  1  have  thought  for  a  good 
many  mouths  over  this  difficult  and  trying 
question,  and  I  am  persuaded  that  an 
attempt  to  solve  it  on  the  lines  of  Section 
13  alone,  without  some  such  provisions 
as  those  introduced  to-night,  would  be 
worse  than  futile.  All  I  can  say  is,  that 
this  proposal  is  brought  forward  in  no 
spirit  of  partisanship,  and  with  no  desire 
to  give  to  either  Party  in  this  deep  and 
fierce  agrarian  dispute  in  Ireland  a 
triumph  over  the  other.  It  is  designed 
to  heal  a  deep  wound  tu  the  social  condi- 
tion of  Ireland,  and  in  the  spirit  of  heal- 
ing I  commend  it  to  the  fair  consideration 
of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Questiou  proposed. 
That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
facilitate  and  make  provision  for  the  restoration 
of  Evicted  Tenants  to  their  Holdings  in  Ireland." 
~~(MrJ.  3f0rley.) 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
C)  :  The  closing  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  not,  like  some  perora- 
tions that  I  have  heard  in  this  House,  iu 
antagonism  to  the  general  teuour  of  his 
speech,  for  from  the  beginning  to  end  of 
that  speech  we  all,  I  think,  recognised 
that  he  felt  the  gravity  and  difficulty  of 
the  problem  with  which  he  had  to  deal, 
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and  was  profoundly  alive  to  the  great 
advantages  that  would  accrue  both  to  the 
prospects  of  the  BiU  in  general  and  the 
dignity  of  onr  discussions  upon  the  sub- 
ject if,  at  all  events  at  this  early  stage  of 
our  proceedings,  irritating  topics  were 
avoided.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
set  me  an  example  in  that  matter  that  I 
shall  be  very  careful  to  follow.  I  shall 
not,  therefore,  say  one  single  word  with 
regard  to  a  subject  on  which  we  had  very 
hot  disputes  about  a  year  ago.  I  will 
uot  even  mention  tbe  Matliew  Commis- 
sion, and  offer  no  criticism  either  upon 
the  very  distinguished  Judge  who  was  at 
the  head  of  it  or  anybody  else  who  was 
connected  with  its  proceedings.  Indeed, 
the  Mathew  Commission,  excepting  in  so 
far  as  the  evidence  collected  by  It  may 
have  been  availed  of,  appears  not  to  have 
had  very  much  weight  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  framing  his  Bill.  I  rather 
think  his  scheme  is  entirely  of  his  own 
devising,  one  to  which  the  Commission 
he  appointed  has,  I  think,  had  nothing  to 
say.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  began, 
as  was  only  natural,  by  discussing  the 
methods  in  which  the  late  Government 
attempted  to  deal  with  the  admitted  diffi- 
culty arising  out  of  the  fact  that  the 
large  number  of  evicted  farms  existing  in 
Ireland  to  which  the  tenants  are  anxious 
to  get  back  undoubtedly  constitute,  until 
they  get  back,  a  source  of  public  diffi- 
culty and  danger.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman^s  chief  objection  to  that  plan  was 
that,  whatever  merits  Clause  13  of  the 
Land  Purchase  Act  of  189!  might  have 
possessed,  it  had  this  one  overwhelming 
demerit,  that  hardly  any  tenants  and 
hardly  any  landlords  availed  themselves 
of  it,  and  he  said  that  under  these  circum- 
stances the  Government  were  forced  to 
construct  a  new  plan  which  would  more 
efibctively  carry  out  the  objects  the  old 
plan  was  unable  to  accomplish.  Why 
has  Section  13  failed?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  because  only  six  months 
were  allowed  for  landlord  and  tenant  to 
settle,  and  it  is  possible  that  six  months 
was  rather  too  short  a  period  ;  but  I 
think  we  must  admit  that  if  a  serious 
effort  had  been  made  by  those  who  claim, 
especially  in  this  House  and  in  Ireland, 
to  be  the  tenants'  friends  and  by  the 
Organisation  they  so  ably  control  to 
make  that  clause  a  success,  an  enormous 
number  of  settlements  would  have  been 
come  to.    I  hope  I  am  not  doing  an 
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injustice  to  any  gentlemiin,  either  in  or 
out  of  the  House,  when  I  aay  that  pos- 
sibly they  thought  that  a  too  rapid  settle- 
ment of  this  question  might  hare  been 
embarrassing  to  alterior  objects.  Whether 
I  am  right  or  wrong  in  that — and  I  do  not 
wish  to  impute  motires,  at  all  events 
on  the  First  Reading  of  tiiis  Bill,  or 
say  anything  in  the  nature  of  embittering 
controversy — I  think  it  will  be  admitted 
that  if  the  whole  strength  of  the  Irish 
Nationalist  OrganiBation  had  been  thrown 
into  making  that  section  a  success,  un- 
doubtedly the  problem  which  now 
faces  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
long  ago  have  been  solved.  Before 
I  come  to  the  details  of  the  pro- 
posal, I  must  say  one  word  with  regard 
to  his  statement  touching  the  peculiarities 
of  Irish  land  tenure.  He  said  that  you 
must  not  come  to  the  consideration  of  a 
question  like  this  with  your  minds  filled 
with  presuppositions  derived  from  your 
knowledge  of  English  and  Scotch  tenure  ; 
that  we  must  nut  talk  of  landlord  and 
tenant  in  Ireland  as  we  talk  of  landlord 
and  tenant  in  England  and  Scotland,  for 
by  the  Act  of  1881,  Parliament  had  put 
the  Irish  tenant  into  a  position  in  which 
he  had  ceased  really  to  be  a  tenant  and 
had  become  a  co-partner  with  the  land- 
lord in  the  soil,  and,  therefore,  said  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  "yon  really  must 
look  at  him  as  ao  owner  who  has  been, 
unrighteously  or  hardly  to  himself, 
deprived  of  something  in  the  nature  of 
freehold  property."  I  admit  that  the 
tenant  has  been  granted  by  the  Legis- 
lature a  sort  of  property,  not  in  the  soil, 
but  in  his  improvements  on  the  soil, 
which  does  not  obtain  in  any  other  part 
of  the  Kingdom,  except,  perhaps,  in  the 
crofter  districts  of  Scotland.  I  do  not 
object  to  the  House  keeping  this  peculi- 
arity of  Irish  land  tenure  in  mind,  but 
let  them  recollect  other  privileges  which 
the  Legislature  has  C0Dferr«l  on  Uiose 
tenants,  and  which  they  deliberately 
refused  to  exercise  when,  in  obedience  to 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  or  for  other 
reasons,  they  refused  to  pay  rent.  The 
State,  in  giving  the  Irish  tenant  property 
in  his  improvements  on  the  soil,  gave 
him  no  gift  the  full  payment  of  which 
he  wag  unable  to  enforce.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  State  said — 

"  We  give  yoD  proparty  in  the  improrementa 
on  your  farEa,  and  you  must  nay  the  rent  of 
that  farm.   If  you  do  not  pay  toe  rent,  yon  go 
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out  of  the  farm,  but  you  do  not  oQ  that  aoooont 

loae  your  right  of  property  in  your  holding. 
We  will  protect  you  from  that,  and  we  will 
give  you  tlie  right  to  appeal  to  the  Court  and 
say  that  full  compensatloa  shall  be  given  yon 
for  those  improvemeDtB." 

In  addition  the  State  said — 

Every  tenant  put  out  of  his  holding  for  non- 
payment of  rent  has  not  only  a  rixht  to  the  full 
value  of  his  improvemcntB,  but  also,  if  his  rent 
is  under  £15  a  year,  will  have  in  Euldition  to  all 
the  property  we  have  given  him.compenaatioo 
for  disturbance." 

How  comes  it  that  these  tenants  did  not 
go  to  the  Court  and  claim  these  rights  ? 
How  is  it  that  tenants  evicted  for  the 
non-payment  of  rent  have  been  deprived 
of  their  property  in  the  improvements  in 
the  soil  ?  Absolutely  for  no  other  reason 
than  their  own  fault,  or  the  bad  advice 
which  was  given  by  those  who  controlled 
their  actions.  Therefore,  let  the  House 
recollect  that  when  we  are  deiding  with 
these  poor  tenants,  however  hard  it  may 
have  been  for  them  to  have  been  turned 
out  of  their  holdings,  ample  provision 
was  made  that  when  turned  out  they 
should  not  lose  a  single  sixpence  of  the 
property  that  we  had  created  in  their 
behalf  and  transferred  to  them.  If  it  is 
lost  to  them  it  is  by  their  own  default 
alone.  I  think  that  is  a  matter  which  is 
very  constantly  foi^otten  by  English 
critics  of  Irish  Land  Acts  and  Irish  land 
tenure.  There  is  no  hardship  whatever 
of  the  kind  suggested  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  inflicted  on  these  people, 
unless  they  themselves  choose  to  refuse 
that  remedy,  which  we  have  in  no  un- 
generous spirit  contrived  for  their  pro- 
tection. I  now  come  to  the  proposals  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  with  a  view  to 
eliciting  from  the  Government  explana- 
tion on  those  points  which  seem  defective, 
and  arguments  on  those  points  which 
seem  difficult  to  defend.  My  first 
criticism  is  this,  that  having,  at  great 
cost  to  the  community,  alroady  set  on 
foot  a  Land  Commission,  which  may  deal 
both  with  fair  rents  and  purchase,  we  are 
now  erecting  side  by  side  with  that  a  new 
tribunal  of  three  gentlemen  to  deal  not 
only  with  fair  rent  and  purchase,  but 
mauy  other  difficult  questions.  I  do  not 
say  that  it  would  be  fair  to  the  Land 
Commission  to  throw  this  work  on  them 
— I  feel  that  it  would  lay  them  open  to 
suspicion  of  unfairness  from  one  side  or 
the  other,  and  would  throw  a  burden  of 
responsibility  on  them  that  would  ovei^ 
weight  that  great  Department.  But 
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vbea  voo  are  erecting  a  Board  of  Arbitra- 
tion for  three  years,  who  are  to  settle 
side  bj  side  with  the  lAod  Commission, 
and  in  the  same  districts  and  at  the  same 
time,  what  aro  fair  rents  and  fair  terms  of 
purchase,  jou  run  a  risk  of  collision 
between  your  temporary  and  permanent 
authority,  and  there  is  a  great  danger 
that  you  will  find  these  two  absolutely 
indepeodent  tribunals  settling  precisely 
the  same  kind  of  questioQs  on  different 
principles  and  in  different  ways.  I  think 
yon  will  find  that  if  this  new  body  fixes 
rents  at  a  lower  level  than  the  Land 
CoDunission,  working  in  the  same  place, 
and  at  the  same  period,  or  if  it  pledges 
the  taxpayers*  money  on  different  terms 
to  those  which  the  Land  Commission 
thinks  proper,  you  will  bare  an  amount 
of  discontent  aroused  against  tho  Land 
Commission  as  great  as  anything  likely 
to  be  aroused  if  you  made  them  the 
tribunal  for  settling  this  question.  I 
w6uld  like  to  ask  htm  what  precautions 
are  taken — if  it  is  left  to  his  own  discre- 
tion, or,  if  not,  what  precautious  are  taken 
to  settle  these  three  gentlemen  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLET  :  That  is  put  in  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  thank  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  think  it  is  im- 
portant to  consider  for  one  moment  what 
the  responsibilities  are  which  you  throw 
upon  this  Board.  To  fix  fair  rents  is 
difficult  enough ;  to  fix  the  terms  of 
purchase  is  no  easy  matter ;  but  these 
two  great  tasks  sink  absolutely  into  in- 
significance beside  the  difficult  labour 
which  you  throw  upon  this  Board  in 
asking  them  to  decide  without,  appa- 
rently, an;  direction  or  guide,  or  sign- 
post as  to  which  way  to  go — what  is  or 
is  not  a  primSi  facie  case  which  would 
justify  a  landlord  in  getting  rid  of  his 
tenant,  and  under  what  circumstances  it 
would  be  a  great  hardship  to  carry  out 
an  eviction.  Kow  just  consider  how  this 
qn^tion  would  be  differently  determined 
by  men  of  undoubted  honesty  sittiog  in 
this  House.  I  have  do  doubt  if  you 
appealed  to  myself — and  I  hope  I  should 
look  at  the  question,  I  will  not  say  with 
impartiality,  but  with  an  honest  desire  to 
be  impartial — and  asked  me  whether  I 
thongfat  the  fact  that  the  tenants  had 
joined  the  Flan  of  Campaign  in  the  dis- 
turbed districts  was  even  a  prim&  facie 
reason  to  form  a  case  in  favour  of  their 
being  restored  to  their  farms,  I  shonld 
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certainly  say  precisely  the  reverse ;  for  I 
should  say  that  the  tenant,  who,  through 
difficulties  arising  from  bad  seasons  or 
other  adverse  circumstances,  found  him- 
self in  a  position  which  prevented  him 
from  paying  his  rent  and  from  that  causa 
bad  been  obliged  to  leave  his  farm,  is  a 
man  far  more  deserving  of  a  public  sub- 
vention than  those  gentlemen  who  en- 
gaged in  a  conspiracy  declared  to  be 
illegal,  and  who  were  not  forced  into  the 
deplorable  position  in  which  they  find 
themselves  by  their  inability  to  pay  rent. 
That  is  the  decision  I  should  give. 
But  suppose  you  were  to  apply  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterfoi^,  who, 
I  have  no  doabt,  would  give  his 
mind,  with  equal  impartiality,  to  the 
same  difficult  problem.  He,  no  doubt, 
would  return  an  entirely  different  verdict 
with  regard  to  what  constituted  a  prima 
facie  case.  He  would  say,  as  between 
the  two  classes  of  tenants — the  unfor- 
tunate, and  the  conspiring  tenant — that 
the  conspiring  tenant  deserved  the  best 
of  his  country.  He  would  say  that  such 
a  man  sacrificed  his  all  in  a  great  national 
struggle,  be  was  a  man  ready  to  brave 
poverty  and  all  the  loss  incident  to  being 
driven  from  his  ancestral  home,  not  for  a 
selfish  object,  not  becanse,  through  his 
own  lack  of  good  farming  or  mismanage- 
ment, he  was  unable  to  meet  his 
engagements,  but  because  he  was  a 
patriot,  and  being  a  patriot,  of  course, 
was  especially  deserving  well  of  the 
Fatriotic  Fund,  or  funds  belonging  to 
Ireland,  which  is  to  be  taxed  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  this  case.  I  want  to 
know  how  these  persons  whom  you  are 
going  to  appoint  are  going  to  steer 
between  these  two  obstacles  ?  When  you 
set  up  a  Judge  you  give  him  laws  to 
carry  out  and  some  general  principles 
upon  which  to  administer  those  laws  ;  but 
when  you  set  up  your  tribunal  of  three  men 
and  tell  them  merely  that  they  are  to 
decide  cases  according  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  locality,  and  the  incidents 
attending  evictions,  and  decide  whether 
the  tenant  is  to  be  practically  compul- 
sorily  put  back  in  his  holding,  then  I 
venture  to  say  that  yon  are  imposing  a 
duty  on  those  men  which  they  will  not 
be  able  to  fulfil  without  some  guidance 
from  the  Legislature  of  this  country.  I 
pass  from  this,  which  is,  after  all,  a  vital 
portion  of  the  Bill,  to  the  particular 
method  which  the  right  hon,  Grentleman 
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has  adopted  in  dealing  with  the  two 
claseeB  of  farms — those  which  are  iu  the 
occupation  of  the  landlords,  which  I 
understand  to  be  those  which  are  either 
derelict  or  being  cultivated  bj  the  land- 
lords or  those  which  are  actually  in  the 
cultivation  of  some  tenant  or  owner  who  has 
been  introduced  since  the  original  eviction. 
On  this  I  wish  to  ask  a  question  about 
the  bonus  which  is  to  be  giveu,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  out  of  funds  voted  by  Parliament  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLKT  :  Not  funds  v^ 
by  Parliament— placed  at  their  disposal 
bv  Parliament. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  was 
wrong — placed  at  their  disposal  by  Par- 
liament, half  out  of  the  Church  Fund 
and  half  to  be  secured  by  the  tenant.  I 
venture  to  put  this  question  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  How  is  that  compen- 
satioD  to  be  given  to  the  landlord  if 
the  tenant  is  insolvent,  or  has  no  security 
for  the  whole  of  the  amount  for  which 
he  becomes  bound  under  the  Bill  ? 
In  fixing  the  amount  to  be  paid  to  the 
landlord  I  should  like  to  ask  whether 
this  Judicial  Commission  to  which  you 
give  Executive  functions  are  or  are  not 
to  take  into  account  the  ability  of  tbe 
tenant  to  pay  his  half  P  Evidently  that 
is  a  most  important  matter  from  the  land- 
lords* poiu't  of  view,  and  if  these  three 
Commissioners  are  to  out  down  the  whole 
amount  to  such  a  point  that  tbe  tenant 
will  be  able  easily  to  pay  his  half,  it 
would  be  obvious  that  landlords  would 
suffer  a  very  great  injury.  The  landlord 
of  au  insolvent  tenant  would  get  an 
amount  less  than  the  sum  paid  by  a  sol- 
vent tenant  whose  security  is  good.  I 
ventured  to  put  this  question  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  au  earlier  stage,  and 
he  did  not  answer  it.  Perhaps  he  is  not 
able  to  give  an  answer  to  it  until  the  Bill 
is  before  ns.  I  hope  be  will  bear  it  iu 
mind  when  he  comes  to  speak  again  iu 
the  course  of  tbe  Debate.  I  now  pass  to 
a  more  important  point.  As  I  understand 
the  plan  of  the  Goverumoiit,  if  these  new 
Commissioners,  who  are  asked  to  dcttide 
upon  the  circumstances  of  the  country  and 
make  out  b.  prima  ^acie  case  for  restoring 
the  tenant  to  his  holding,  are  of  opinion 
that  such  a  case  is  made  out  they  make 
a  conditional  order  putting  the  tenant 
back  into  his  holding,  and  an  order 
against  which  the  landlord  may  appeal. 
If  the  appeal  is  heard,  and  tlie  landlord's 
case  breaks  down,  then  I  understand  the 
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tenant  is  put  back  into  his  holding 
whether  the  landlord  likes  it  or  not ;  and 
if  the  landlord  does  not  elect  to  puroliase, 
then  a  fair  rent  is  fixed,  not  by  the  Fair 
Rent  Commissioners,  but  by  your  Council 
of  three.  r«Nol"] 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentlemau  is  quite  right.  The  rent  is 
fixed  by  the  Council  of  three  if  both  the 
landlord  and  tenant  agree  and  desire  it. 
If  not,  then  the  case  has  to  go  before  the 
Land  Commissioners. 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  obliged 
for  the  interruption,  but  it  does  not  alter 
the  argument  I  was  about  to  address  to 
tbe  House,  and  which  is  this  :  Uuder 
the  Act  of  1881  a  fair  rent  was  only  to 
be  demanded  by  any  tenant  in  Irelaud 
every  15  years.  Once  it  is  fixed  he  has 
to  wait  for  15  years  before  a  further  rent 
can  be  fixed  and  the  value  of  his  holding 
again  revised.  This,  therefore,  may  give 
a  very  great  privilege  over  the  rest  of 
the  tenants  in  Ireland  to  those  par- 
ticular teuauts  who  are  put  back  in  their 
holdings,  whereas  the  tenant  who  had  a 
fair  rent  fixed  in  1886  cannot  again  ask 
to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed  until  the  year 
1901.  The  tenant  who  was  evicted  in 
18ti6  can  have  bis  fair  rent  fixed  in  1894, 
so  that  the  evicted  tenant  gains  upon  his 
bnither  tenant. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  He  only  begins  .the 
term. 

Mr.  A.J.  BALFOUR  :  Let  me  put 
it  iu  this  way  :  He  first  had  a  fair  rent 
fixed  iu  1883,  and  he  gets  a  fair  rent 
re-fixed  at  a  much  earlier  period  than  he 
would  have  had  if  he  had  been  au 
ordinary  tenant  acting  under  the  Act  of 
1881.  But  there  is  a  much  more  im- 
portant duty,  it  strikes  me,  in  connectiou 
with  this  than  the  difficulty  of  fixing  fair 
rents.  I  want  to  know  upon  what  prin- 
ciple this  fair  rent  is  to  be  fixed  ?  is  it 
to  be  upon  the  condition  of  the  farm 
after  the  man  has  left  it,  or  when  he 
returns  to  it  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
niHU  read  from  the  Mathcw  Comrai:<sioQ 
a  very  eloquent  description  of  ihe^e 
derelict  farms  going  to  waste  and 
practically  returning  to  the  original  bog. 
I  want  to  ask  whether  the  right  hou. 
Gentiemau  desires  the  rent  to  be  fixed  in 
such  cases  at  something  like  prairie  land 
value  or  upon  theoriginal  condition  of  the 
farm  when  the  tenant  left  it  by  his  own 
default,  presumably  through  the  Plau  of 
Campaign,  or  any  other  cause  Itbinkit 
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will  make  a  great  difference  to  the  land- 
lords, and  it  appears  to  me  a  very  difficnit 
question  of  eqnity  arises,  which  we  shall 
have  to  discuss  at  some  later  stage  of 
the  Bill.  ■  I  coutent  myself  with  signify- 
ing the  nature  of  that  difficulty,  and  I  do 
not  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentlemau  at  the 
present  moment  to  discuss  it.  With  re- 
gard to  the  scheme  of  purchase,  I  will  say 
nothing  until  I  have  had  time  co  consider 
the  Bill.  When  I  first  heard  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman's  proposal,  it  certainly 
appeared  to  me  to  be  giving  privileges  to 
those  tenants  which  many  other  tenants 
in  Ireland  would  desire  to  have  and  can- 
not hare.  I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  the 
point  is  not  a  good  one — that  the  option 
should  be  left  to  the  landlord,  aud  the 
landlord  alone.  I  have  dealt  with  the 
case  of  derelict  farms.  I  would  now  like 
to  ask  bim  how  will  the  cases  of  farms 
be  dealt  with  which  have  been  cultivated 
by  the  landlord  since  the  tenant  went  out, 
and  have  not  only  been  worked  at  a  pro- 
fit by  him,  but  have  been  very  greatly 
improved  ;  and  farms  which  were  in  a 
bad  state  when  the  tenant  left  and  arc  in 
a  good  state  at  the  present  time  ?  On  what 
principles  are  you  going  to  fix  the  fair 
rent  ?  I  hope  the  directions  will  be 
placed  in  the  Bill,  which  will  be  equitable 
to  the  landlord,  and  which  will  make  it 
obligatoiy  upon  the  council  of  three  to  do 
justice  between  the  two  parties.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  seen,  in  my 
judgment  very  wisely,  that  it  will  be  ab- 
solutely impossible,  and  this  House 
would  never  consent  that  a  person  should 
procure  one  eviction  by  (he  carrying  out 
of  another  ;  and  it  would  be  an  intoler- 
nble  injustice  to  come  down  upon  a  tenant 
who  has  been  fulfilling  his  obligations 
and  to  say,  '*  You  must  go  away  ;  we 
have  bad  enough  of  you  ;  we  must  put 
someone  in  your  place/*  this  man  being 
an  individual  who  from  want  of  will  or 
from  want  of  power  has  failed  to  pay  his 
rent  on  a  previous  occasion.  Though 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  avoided 
the  difficulty,  I  think  the  position  of 
those  tenants  who  have  come  in  will  be 
extremely  difficult.  You  will  hold  them 
up  to  the  public  opinion  of  the  dis- 
trict in  which  they  are  as  men  who  might 
go  under  favourable  terms  from  their 
holdings,  but  who  insist  on  doing  an  in- 
jnstice  to  the  original  tenant  by  hanging 
on.  Probably  to  the  majority  of  this 
House  such  a  tenant,  in  electing  to  remain 
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in  his  holding,  is  one  to  be  commended, 
one  of  whom  no  one  has  a  right  to 
complain  ;  but  that  will  not  be  the 
opinion  of  the  man's  neighbours,  who  will 
use  all  the  legitimate  and  illegitimate 
means  at  their  disposal  by  which  pressure, 
gentle  or  otherwise,  can  be  applied  to 
induce  him  to  Leave  the  holding.  I  must 
say  tbat  it  would  be  impossible  for  any 
hon.  Member  to  say  that  this  is  an  illusory 
danger  when  we  recollect  that  there  are 
Members  of  the  Party  below  the  Gang- 
way who  have  actively  recommended 
boycotting  for  the  very  purpose  of  pre- 
venting persons  from  takingevicted farms. 
I  do  not  know  tbat  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man can  in  this  Bill  remedy  this  particular 
danger,  and  I  have  no  suggestion  at  the 
moment  to  offer  ;  but  I  hope  he  will  feel 
that  so  long  as  he  is  responsible  for  the 
government  of  Ireland  special  precautions 
against  boycotting  and  intimidation  are 
and  will  be  incumbent  on  him  if  he  creates 
a  new  danger  for  the  class  of  men  whom 
I  believe  to  be  fully  entitled  to  support 
and  protection.  So  much  for  the  two 
classes  of  farms.  Following  the  order  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  explanation, 
I  now  come  to  the  amount  to  be  taken 
from  the  Irish  Church  surplus  in  order  to 
meet  the  necessities  of  the  Bill.  I  have 
two  observations  to  make  on  that  point. 
First,  when  I  was  in  Office,  and  had 
official  means  of  information  on  those 
points,  I  was  assnred  that  the  Irish 
Church  surplus  was  mortgaged  up 
to  the  hilt.  The  number  of  charges 
upon  it  were  such  that,  after  we  had 
taken  the  £1,500,000  required  for  the 
Congeste<I  Board,  practically  nothing 
would  be  left  behind.  Whether  since  tbat 
time  any  ctreuniHtauces  have  come  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  Treasury  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  will  inform  me  at  a  later  stage 
of  the'  Bill  ;  but  my  official  advisers  at 
that  time  informed  me  that  nothing 
beyond  the  £1,500,000  was  available  for 
any  public  purpose ;  and  if  we  are  to 
charge  that  fund  with  £100.000,  or  wiih 
a  larger  sum,  and  the  fund  proves  to  be 
insufficient  to  meet  the  liability,  it  will  be 
impossible  for  the  British  taxpayer  to 
flatter  himself  that  he  will  get  off  without 
having  to  make  up  the  deficiency.  There- 
fore, it  is  incumbent  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  show  us  that  circumstances 
have  arisen  since  .1891  which  place  the 
Irish  Church  Surplus  Fund  in  a  more 
flonrishtng  position  than  it  was  before, 
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and  which  will  enable  him  to  draw  on 
resources  which  I  had  imagined  were 
exhausted.  The  second  observatioD  I 
have  to  make  with  regard  to  this  fund  is 
that  it  at  onoe  raises  the  question  whe- 
ther the  persons  on  whose  behalf  it  is  to 
be  used  are  those  who  deserve  to  be 
specially  well  treated  at  our  hands,  I 
could  not  deal  at  length  with  that  sub- 
ject now  without  going  farther  into  con- 
troversial  matter  than  I  wish  to  do  at 
present,  but  we  must  recollect  the  use  of 
this  fund  is  for  great  public  objects,  and 
that  to  use  it  as  a  subvention  for  the  Flau 
of  Campaign  tenants  is,  at  all  events,  an 
object  which  was  never  contemplated  by 
those  who  originally  set  apart  the  fund 
for  the  benefit  of  Ireland  as  a  whole.  I 
use  the  expression  "  Plan  of  Campaign  " 
tenants,  because  it  is  evident  that  the 
whole  teoour  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's remarks  shows  that  he  was  speak- 
ing of  nothing  but  Plan  of  Campaign 
tenants  ;  and  he  quoted  17  estates  with 
regard  to  which  the  Matbew  Commission 
took  evidence.  I  glanced  hastily  through 
those  estates,  and  I  notice  that  every 
one  of  them  were  Flan  of  Campaign 
estates.  When  we  speak  of  evicted 
tenants  since  1879,  are  we  speaking  of 
Plan  of  Campaign  tenants  ?  The  majority 
of  the  evicted  tenants  since  1879  never 
had  anything  to  do  with  the  Flan  of 
Campaign,  and  they  outnumber  by 
thousands  the  comparatively  insignificant 
number  who  were  involved  in  that  par- 
ticular form  of  political  agitation.  On 
this  subject  the  Matbew  Commission  did 
not  take  much  evidence.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  quoted  2,700  other  tenants, 
not  Campaign  estate  tenants,  who  bad 
applied  to  the  Mathew  Commission  to  be 
reinstated  ;  but  there  is  no  ground  for 
believing  that  this  number  exceeds,  or 
anything  like  exceeds,  tbe  number  of 
tenants  now  living  who  have  been  in 
occupation  oi  farms  since  1879^  and  who, 
either  for  arrears  of  rent  or  for  other 
reasons,  have  emsed  to  be  tenants  of 
those  farms.  I  recollect  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway  nightafter  night 
giving  us  sensational  descriptions  of  evic- 
tions which  were  taking  place  in  Ireland 
aud  which  were  not  on  Flan  of  Campaign 
estates  at  all.  You  cannot  both  have 
your  cake  and  eat  it ;  and  if  the  Irish 
landlords  have  been  evicting  at  this 
enormous  rate  since  1879  you  have  a 
problem  to  deal  with  very  different  from 
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the  problem  in  regard  to  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  estates.  I  was  astounded  to 
hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  putting  na 
off  on  this  branch  of  the  question  by 
stating  tbe  difficulty  of  getting  trust- 
worthy information  on  this  aspect  of  the 
question.  It  is  difficult,  no  doubt,  and 
we  do  not  ask  exact  particulars  and 
statistics  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
can  surely  give  us  some  information  oe 
to  the  derelict  farms  in  Ireland,  aud  those 
which  are  not  derelicts,  but  from  which 
tenants  have  been  evicted  and  new 
tenants  have  taken  their  places.  Of  the 
2,700  farms  mentioned  by  the  Mathew 
Commission  I  know  that  no  fewer  thaa 
1,296  have  already  been  occupied  by 
other  tenants.  Evicted  farms  are  being 
taken  every  day,  and  I  know  that  process 
has  gone  on  within  the  last  few  months 
with  even  greater  rapidity  ;  and  what  is 
£100,000  in  the  face  of  such  a  difficulty? 
It  appears  to  me,  tbovfore,  that  the 
elaborate  scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman fails,  because  it  has  not  taken 
into  account  the  main  difficulty  with 
which  he  has  to  deal.  I  agree  that  if 
this  were  a  Flan  of  Campaign  difficulty 
alone,  though  the  ethical  and  moral 
questions  of  the  gravest  magnitude  would 
uome  before  this  House,  the  financial 
problem  would  be  insignificant.  But  if 
you  go  beyond  the  Plan  of  Compugu, 
and  take  into  consideration  all  the  farms 
ill  Ireland  without  a  tenant,  or  those  in 
which  a  tenant  has  come  into  occupation 
since  1879,  you  are  face  to  face  with  a 
question  where  charity  may  have  more 
to  do  with  our  decision  than  mere  ethical 
or  moral  considerations,  but  undoubtedly 
you  have  a  fiuancial  problem  of  vast 
magnitude  of  which  the  Government 
seem  to  me  not  to  have  the  slightest 
idea.  With  every  desire  to  see  this  great 
question  settled,  I  cannot  flatter  myself 
or  the  Government  that  it  is  one 
which  will  not  lead  to  great  dis- 
cussion and  to  the  necessary  raising  of 
problems  of  the  most  profound  difficulty. 
1  was  going  into  some  of  the  questions 
that  must  be  raised,  and  which  I  will 
raise  on  the  Second  Reading,  with  regard 
to  the  consequences  to  Irish  society  of 
making  it  plain  that  persons  may  indulge 
in  war  aud  have  their  expenses  always 
paid  by  their  opponents.  I  should  not 
touch  that  theme  if  I  believed  that  the 
past  history  of  Ireland  was  never  going 
to  repeat  itself  in  tbe  future,  or  if  I 
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thooKht  that  we  had  turaed  down  once 
for  ever  tbs^  terrible  page  of  agrarian 
agitation  which  has  been  open  now  for 
abont  15  years,  or  at  least  in  its  moBt 
aggravated  fomiB  since  1879.  Bat  no 
such  hope  is  held  out  to  us  by  those  in 
whose  hands  rests  the  decision  of  the 
qaestion.  They  tell  us  in  plaiu  terms 
that  when  it  suits  them  they  will  use  the 
old  methods  for  the  old  objects  ;  and  in 
face  of  declarations  of  that  kind  I  con- 
fess that  this  House  will  be  obliged  to 
pause  before  it  uses  public  funds  and 
public  legislation  for  the  purpose  of 
succouring  the  wounded  soldiera  in  this 
species  of  ciril  war.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
hielow  the  Gangway  of  both  sections  in 
which  they  are  divided  hare  told  us  over 
and  over  again  that  the  Paris  fund 
existed  for  the  very  purpose  of  dealing 
with  those  Flan  of  Campaign  tenants. 
If  it  exists  for  that  purpose,  why  then 
the  £100,000  we  are  asked  to  vote 
is  to  be  voted  as  an  addition  to 
the  Paris  fund.  It  is  a  coutribution 
from  the  House,  and  nothing  else, 
to  the  war  expenses  of  a  particular 
section  and  of  a  particular  party.  If 
that  section  or  party  would  hold  out  to 
us  any  hope  that  we  have  seen  an  «nd  of 
these  things,  and  that  we  need  never 
look  for  a  repetition  of  it  iu  future,  I, 
for  one,  would  not  look  too  closely  either 
into  the  amount  of  money  which  we 
are  asked  to  vote  or  into  the  merits, 
of  those  who  are  to  receive  it.  But 
if  it  is — as  I  fear  it  is — otherwise, 
we  shall  be  forced,  whether  we  like  iter 
not,  before  this  Bill  becomes  law  to  cou- 
sider  how  far  we  are  really  contributing 
to  the  future  peace  and  social  order  in 
Ireland  by  voting  this  large  subvention 
in  aid  of  a  war  which  only  waits  appa- 
rently for  a  favourable  moment  again  to 
revive. 

Me.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin,  Har- 
bour) said,  all  sections  of  the  Irish  Party 
had  Listened  to  the  discussion  with  feel- 
ings of  great  anxiety.  There  was  no 
section  of  the  Representatives  of  Ireland 
m  that  House  who  had  not  a  burning 
interest  in  the  subject  introduced  by  the 
right  hoD.  Grentleman.  Speaking  for 
those  with  whom  he  co-operated,  he 
must  at  this  early  stage  express  his  ex- 
treme disappointment  at  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  So  far  from 
in  any  degree  settling  the  questiou,  it 
would  disburb  Irish  society,  and  particu- 


larly in  those  places  to  whioh  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  referred.  He  made 
bold  to  say  that  the  proposal  just  de- 
veloped to  the  House  was  one  which 
must  inevitably  lead  to  disorder,  conten- 
tion, and  strife,  and  to  an  agitation  worse 
than  anything  which  had  yet  beea  seen 
in  Ireland.  Hon.  Members  might  say 
that  those  words  were  spoken  in  threat 
— that  he  was  holding  out  a  threat. 
Well,  Irish  Members  were  pretty  well 
accustomed  to  that.  He  had  taken  a 
prominent  part  in  agitation  in  Ireland, 
but  nobody  could  say  that  he  had  used 
his  position  for  the  purpose  of  fomenting 
disorder  or  to  create  strife  between 
Parties.  What  was  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  He  left  entirely 
untouched  the  entire  turning  point  of  the 
evicted  tenants'  question.  With  regard 
to  the  derelict  farms,  they  had  a  proposal 
for  arbitration,  but  that  was  just  the 
direction  in  which  arbitration  was 
scarcely  necessary.  A  little  accommo- 
dation and  arrangement  of  the  clause 
for  the  purchase  of  land  would  enable 
those  two  parties  to  come  together.  The 
real  diflSculty  and  crucial  point  iu  the 
Irish  case  was  the  number  of  farms 
occupied  throughout  the  country 
from  which  others  had  been  evicted. 
The  proposal  made  was  a  mere 
tinkering  with  the  question,  and  would 
give  additional  incentive  to  crime  and 
disorder  so  long  as  the  question  of  the 
farms  taken  since  eviction  was  not 
touched.  The  Irish  Members  made  a 
proposal  some  time  ago  on  this  subject, 
and  the  right  hon. .  Gentleman  and  his 
colleagues  voted  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 
They  had  come  fresh  from  their  decUrar 
tioDB  at  the  General  Election.  The  Bill 
contained  a  proposal  dealing  with  these 
farms  taken  after  eviction,  and  the  only 
objection — the  only  reservation — made 
with  regard  to  those  cases  was  made  by 
the  Secretary  for  ScoUand,  who  said — 

"  The  Purchase  Bill  has  not  fulfilled  its  main 
object  of  pacifying  Ireland,  which  would  never 
be  done  unless  justice  was  shown  to  the  5,000  or 
6,000  evicted  men.'* 

The  then  proposal  was  that  the  occupa- 
tion of  farms  by  those  planters  should  be 
under  the  consideration  of  the  tribunal ; 
that  they  should  be  taken  compulsorily. 
That  was  the  Bill  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  supported,  but  now  the  mere 
fact  that  a  man  was  in  possession,  by 
whatever  title — whether  his  occupation 
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was  bona  fide  or  uot,  whether  he  was  a 
bogUB  tenant  or  not,  althongh  there  might 
be  coUusioTi  between  him  and  the  land- 
lord— however  unsubstantial  his  occupa- 
tion might  be,  he  had  merely  to  raise  the 
question  of  occupancy,  and  there  was  no 
longer  any  possibility  of  the  man  who 
was  evicted  from  the  holding  having  any 
hope  of  getting  bank.  What  did  it  point 
to  r  It  said  plainly  to  the  evicted  tenant 
— If  yon  do  not  make  the  situation  un- 
comfortable for  the  man  who  has  the 
farm,  if  you  and  your  hundreds  do  not 
drive  them  out,  if  public  opinion  is  not 
strong  enough,  and  your  Organisations 
sufficiently  powerful  to  expel  him  from 
the  farms,  there  is  no  hope  for  you.  That 
was  the  message  of  the  Bill,  and  he  im- 
plored the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he 
wished  to  see  the  question  satisfactorily 
settled,  to  seriously  reconsider  the  pro- 
posal he  had  made  to  the  House.  As 
one  who  knew  Ireland  better  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  would  tell  him 
that  the  Bill,  so  far  from  settling  the 
question,  would  raise  contention  between 
men  who  had  hitherto  acted  together  in 
Ireland,  and  even  among  the  evicted 
tenants  themselves,  and  was  likely  to 
cause  bad  blood  and  friction  between 
them.  From  the  observations  he  had 
heard  that  night,  it  would  appear 
as  if  there  was  a  sincere  desire  to 
close  the  controversy.  If  so,  why  did 
not  the  House  approach  it  in  that 
spirit  and  with  that  desire  ?  The  arbi- 
trators  were  to  be  appointed  to  merely 
settle  cases  of  holdings  which  were 
vacant.  But  they  were  the  least  im- 
portant ;  they  would  give  the  least 
trouble.  When  they  were  vacant,  what 
was  wanted  was  a  Board  of  Arbitrators. 
Why  should  the  man  who  had  been 
evicted  not  have  the  same  right  as  the 
roan  who  had  been  evicted  and  whose 
farm  was  vacant  ?  These  were  the  cases 
which  disturbed  the  entire  social  life  of 
Ireland.  The  evicted  tenant  who  saw 
that  his  farm  was  not  pnvfitable  in  the 
bauds  of  the  landlord  was  not  excited 
about  it.  He  believed  that  the  time 
would  come  when  the  landlord  would  be 
glad  to  have  him  back.  The  mau  they 
should  be  most  desirous  of  preserving 
from  crime  was  the  man  whose  farm  had 
been  taken  and  was  worked  before  his 
eyes  by  one  who  was  serving  the  interests 
of  a  political  Organisation  and  whose 
tenancy  was  not  real.    There  were  cases 
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of  the  kind  which  were  perfectly  no- 
torious. Let  them  suppose  that  on  a 
certain  estate  there  were  ten  farms — 
seven  of  which  had  been  taken  after 
eviction  by  colourable  tenants,  and  three 
were  vacant.  The  Board  of  Arbitrators 
had  the  power  of  dealing  with  the  hist- 
mentioned,  but  the  remaining  seven  were 
left  untouched.  The  sham  tenant 
could  bar  the  whole  proceeding.  He 
was  there  for  the  purpose  of  support- 
ing and  maintaining  the  landlord's 
side  of  the  controversy.  What  be 
wished  to  point  out  was  that  so  far  from 
diminishing  the  tendency  to  take  farms 
in  violation  of  the  settled  principles  of 
the  people,  and  the  agreement  of  their 
combinations,  the  Bill  actually  held  oat 
an  inducement  to  the  land  grabbers  to 
occupy  every  evicted  farm  in  Ireland  they 
could  get.  Where  the  entire  thing 
stopped  short  was,  that  it  seemed  to  have 
been  devised  with  regard  to  a  few  pat^ 
ticular  farms  in  Ireland,  and  no  donbt  it 
woiitd  give  some  section  in  the  House 
an  opportunity  of  redeeming  pledges  to 
certain  districts  in  Ireland,  but  it  was  not 
a  proposal  which  would  settle  the  ques- 
tion. When  they  suggested  that  com- 
pulsory powers  should  be  extended  to 
farms  which  had  been  taken,  they  made 
no  provision  for  compensating  the  tenant 
in  possession,  and  that  was  the  sole 
objection  taken  to  the  scheme  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Party. 
There  would  be  some  reason  In  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  proposal  if  he  had  in- 
troduced the  question  of  compensating 
those  men — if  he  gave  the  Board  of 
Arbitrators  power  to  consider  all  thoee 
tenancies,  and,  where  they  were  bona fide, 
give  compeus*ation.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  touched  the  fringe  of 
the  question,  and  it  would  have  been 
better  for  the  Government  and  for  the 
people  of  Ireland  if  he  bad  never  made 
the  proposal  that  night,  for  when  it  was 
read  on  the  morrow,  and  when  it  was 
seen  that  the  man  who  had  taken  an 
evicted  farm  was  the  man  for  whom  the 
law  had  special  regard  l)eyond  the  evicted 
tenant — that  his  position  was  regarded  as 
sacred  under  the  Bill,  that  no  portion  of 
the  measure  was  to  be  offered  to  the  man 
who  had  felt  the  effect  of  the  change, 
there  would  be  intense  disappointment  in 
Ireland.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wished  to  keep  Ireland  in  its  present 
condition  of  peace  he  would  endeaTonr 
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to  applf  his  Bill  to  lUi  chases  of  evicted 
tenants,  at  least  ia  the  same  deg7ee. 
There  was  no  intention  or  wish  to  be 
nnreasonable  in  this  matter,  but  thej 
would  be  iiawortb;^  of  claiming  kinship 
with  their  unfortuiMte  people  if  they  did 
not  BOW  take  their  part.  His  language 
was  that  of  warning,  and  he  told  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  so  far  from 
settling  the  question  in  any  appreciable 
degree,  his  proposal,  if  persisted  in, 
wonld,  if  possible,  render  worse  the  con- 
dition  of  the  evicted  tenants  in  Ireland, 
and  the  condition  of  that  country  less 
peacefnl  thun  it  had  hitherto  been. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  fair, 
and  it  certainly  would  not  be  safe,  to 
take  any  prononnced  stand  upon  this 
Bill  at  the  present  stage.  That  was 
one  thing  he  was  not  going  to  do, 
but  another  was  that  be  would  not 
embarrass  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
any  way  in  his  attempt  to  deal  with 
and  settle  this  question,  nor  did  he 
intend  to  express  any  adverse  opinion 
with  regard  to  the  measure  which  the 
right  hoD.  GoDtleman  hud  introduced. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  done  him 
the  honour  of  quoting  certain  observa-" 
tioos  of  his  which  had  appeared  in  an 
article  he  had  written,  published  in  one 
of  the  mogasines  ;  and  he  now  avowed 
that  he  should  be  prepared  to  sacrifice 
many  of  the  views  he  held  if  he  could 
see  that  by  so  doing  he  was  conducing  to 
a  fair  and  honourable  solution  of  this 
vexed  question.  He  could  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  nothing  be 
had  previously  said  upon  this  subject 
would  prevent  him  from  supporting  such 
portions  of  this  Bill  as  he  found  himself 
conscientiously  able  to  support.  He, 
however,  did  not  think  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  given  the  House  the 
information  he  might  have  done  which 
would  have  guided  them  in  this  matter. 
There  were  perhaps  a  few  hon.  Members 
who  bad  studied  this  subject  with  some 
care,  and  who  knew  what  it  meant,  and 
what  it  involved,  but  the  great  majority 
of  hon.  Members  had  no  conception  of 
the  extent  of  the  evil  to  be  met.  The 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  had  treated  the 
queetion  that  night  too  much  as  though 
it  applied  only  to  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign tenants.  The  facts  of  the  case 
were  these.  There  were  980  Plan  of 
Campaign  tenants  to  be  dealt  with,  but 
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2,765  applications  for  reinstatement  had 
been  sent  in  to  the  Mathew  Commission. 
That,  however,  was  not  all,  because  he 
had  ascertained  that  since  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  taken  office  836  tenants 
had  been  evicted  from  their  holdings  in 
Ireland,  making  a  total  of  nearly  4,000 
evieted  tenants. 

Mr.  REDMOND :  That  is  not  nearlr 
all. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSKLL  fully  admitted 
that  the  numbers  he  had  given  were  not 
complete,  but  in  such  a  case  what  use 
woald  £100,000  be  in  view  of  the 
problem  that  had  to  be  solved  ?  In 
plain  terms  such  a  sum  ^  would  not  look 
at  it."  What  did  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  amount  to  ?  As 
he  understood  the  first  part  of  that 
proposal,  it  was  to  the  effect  that 
the  old  tenants  might  be  put  back 
by  the  arbitrators  upon  certain  condi- 
tions and  terms,  but  that  in  case 
of  the  landlord  objecting  to  their 
being  so  replaced — and  what,  landlord 
would  not  object — why  should  he  not  ? 
He  had  been  defrauded  by  his  tenants. 
Then  the  tenants  would  be  forced  to 
purchase.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  taken  much  (credit  to  himself  for 
proposing  to  release  the  landlord  in  such' 
cases  from  providing  theguaranteedeposit. 
He  hod  always  thought  it  very  hard  upon 
the  landlord  that  he  should  have  been 
forced  to  provide  the  deposit  for  the  benefit 
of  the  tenant  who  \xvA  defrauded  him. 
The  Chief  Secretary  said  that,  taking  the 
whole  period  from  the  Ashbourne  Act 
down  to  now,  the  guarantee  deposit  had 
only  been  drawn  upon  to  the  extent  of 
£2,000,  and  that  that  was  most 
satisfactory.  But  they  must  remember 
that  these  were  solvent  tenants ;  and 
did  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  mean  to  tell 
him  it  was  the  same  thing  to  compare 
these  solvent  tenants,  who  had  approved 
security  behind  them,  with  those  evieted 
tenants  who  had  not  a  farthing,  and  that 
taking  the  evicted  tenants  the  security 
would  exist  if  they  removed  the  guarantee 
deposit  ?  No  one  could  maintain  that 
and  those  hon.  Gentlemen  behind  the 
Chief  Secretary,  who  quarrelled  with  the 
security  of  the  tenants  under  the  Ash- 
bourne Act,  could  not  be  comfortable  in 
their  minds  when  they  looked  forward  to 
these  bankrupt  tenants  being  forced  on 
the  State  as  purchaseni.  He  said  this 
was  a  nerions  pmitiou  for  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  to  get  into.   Let  them  look  at 

the  condition  of  these  teuante,  and  he  had 
seen  hundreds  of  them  in  their  sad 
extremity.    In  the  first  place,  the  land 
was  waste  and  derelict  in  a  great  number 
of  cases ;  the  houses  had  been  thrown 
down  or  gone  to  decay,  and  were  pro- 
bably non-existent ;  the  people  had  been 
living  on  doles  served  out  to  them  ;  and 
he  asked  the  House  were  these  people  to 
be  forced  on  tJie  State  as  purchasers  under 
this  arrangement  ?     Where  was  the 
secority  for  the  State  ?     Was  it  in  the 
land  that  was  derelict  or  in  the  people 
who  were  bankrupt  ?  He  did  not  believe 
it  possible  to  carry  out  this  transaction, 
and  he  should  look  with  anxiety  for  the 
Bill  to  see  how  it  could  be  done  with 
safety  for  the  State.  He  asked  the  same 
questioD   as   was   asked   by  the  bou. 
Member  for  the  Harbour  Division  (Mr. 
Harrington),  Was  this   Bill  lik^y  to 
settle  the  problem  P    No,  it  would  not. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  if  they  could  not 
settle  it  wholly  they  had  better  not 
attempt  to  settle  it  at  alL   This  wab  not 
a  case  where  half  a  loaf  was  better 
than   no   bread,   and    he    would  tell 
the    House    why.     There   were  ad- 
mittedly   1  ,d(>0    new    tenants  created 
on  the  land,  aud  it  was  also  admitted  the 
Chief   Secretary  could  not  evict  these 
1,500  new  tenants.  [CWm  o/""  Why  ?"] 
The  idea  of  stopping  eviction  by  carrying 
out  fresh  evictions  1  He  held  it  was  utterly 
impossible  for  any  Government  to  pro- 
pose to  evict  1,500  weU*to^o  tenants  in 
order  to  put  1,500  bankrupt  men  in  their 
places.   If  they  left  these  men  there,  the 
1,500  men  in  the  houses  and  the  1,500 
out  of  the  houses,  he  wanted  to  kodw 
what  would  be  the  condition  of  affairs? 
The  difficuily  arose  from   the  Govern- 
ment trying  to  do  an  impossible  thing. 
Take  the  1,500  tenants  who  were  not  to 
be  removed  unless  with  their  own  con- 
sent,  and    after    the    remainder  had 
been  reinstated  in  their  holdings  what 
was  likely  to  be  the  fate  of  the  1,500 
new  tenants — would  their  lives  be  likely 
to  be  happy  ?    He  saw  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  opposite.  What 
hod  the  hon.  Gentleman  done  in  the  post 
with  regard  to  this — what  woe  he  doing 
every  day  ?    Was  not  the  bon.  Gentle- 
man calling  upon  the  people  to  boycott 
the  land-grabber,  and  how  was  he  to  sit 
quietly  by  and  allow  these  1,500  new 
tenants  to  remaia  in  possession  and  the 
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old  tenants  to  remi^  ovt  ?  What  settle- 
ment was  that  ?    He  said  that  wu  on 
absolutely  impossible  position  of  offaiia  to 
bring  about,  and  it  would  be  worse  than 
things  were  now.    Everyone  of  them 
would  be  exposed  to  boycotting  and  to 
crime  of  every  kind,  and  he  did  not  think 
he  could  ever  bring  himself  to  consent  to 
a  thing  that  would  run  such  a  risk  as 
that.  He  said  that  was  what  they  would 
be  doing,  and  he  sold  so  after  the 
speeches  of  the  bon.  Member  tor  Mayo, 
not  in  thi9  forgottm  past  but  no  later 
than  lost  week.   Now  he  come  to  the 
question  of  the  funds.   £100,000  he  had 
said  would  not  took  at  the  solution  of  this 
difficulty   from  a  financial  standpoint, 
but  of  alt  the  monstrous  proposals  ever 
made  the  proposal  to  arrest  the  Church 
Fund  for  a  purpose  like  this  was  the 
worst  aud  he  did  not  think  it  had  been 
equalled.     He  beard  the  Debate  on 
the  Irish  Church  question  a  very  loug 
time  ago;  he  heard  it  from  the  Gallery  of 
the  House,  and  be  remembered  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian saying  that  the  surplus  ought  to 
be  devoted  to  the  work  of  charity  and  for 
the  relief  of  idiots  and  lunatics.  He 
wondered  whether  it  was   under  that 
principle  the  Chief  Secretary  thought  of 
the  Church  Surplus  Fund.    In  the  last 
Parliament  he  remembered  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  proposed  to  take 
£100,000  of  that  fund  for  the  endowment 
of  sectarian  education  in  Ireland.  He 
could  remember  he  gave  the  right  bou. 
Grentleman  oonsidmble  trouble  about  it, 
and  had  to  keep  the  House  sitting  two 
mornings   until   6  o'clock — [Cr»M  of 
"  Obstruction  I "]  Yes,  it  was  obstruction, 
but  it  was  justifiable  obstruction  and  was 
obstruction  of  his  own  Party,  and  if  the 
Irish  Unionist  Members  would  not  oonsent 
10  allow  the  Irish  Church  surplus  to  be 
used  for  sectarian  education,  Uiey  would 
certainly  fight  most  strongly  against  it« 
being  used  for  the  reward  of  roguery, 
robbery,  and  wrong-doing.    He  said  that 
as  these  evictions  had  been  carried  out 
under  the  protection  of  British  soldiers, 
British  bayonets,  and  British  law.  Great 
Britain  should  take  the  responsibility  and 
the    fund    should   come  from  British 
sources.    Let  the  Grovernmeot  go  witit 
their  demand  to  the  British  taxpayer, 
and  see  what  he  had  to  say  to  it.    It  was 
proposed  in  the  Bill  to  advance  £50,  at 
least  Uiere  was  to  be  an  odvouce  up  to  the 
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extento{£50to  each  tenaat,  at  the  pleasure 
of  the  arbitrator,  to  rebuild  the  houses. 
Here  waa  a  derelict  farm,  an  ex-tenaiit 
who  was  a  pauper,  a  house  in  ruius,  and 
not  one  farthing  to  purchase  stock  or 
anjthiDg  else  for  the  farm,  and  the  Chief 
Secretary  proposed  these  three  gentle- 
men— be  hoped  they  would  not  be  like 
Mr.  Justice  Mathew's  Commission  — 
shoald  ha 76  power  of  giving  £50  to  these 
poor  tenants  to  rebuild  the  house,  re- 
cultivate  the  land  and  stock  the  farm.  He 
therefore  said  they  might  at  ouce  get  rid 
of  the  idea  of  £100,000,  which  would  not 
look  at  it,  and  they  must  raise  their  ideas 
very  considerably  if  they  wished  to  settle 
the  evicted  tenants  question.  The  next 
question  he  asked  was,  where  was  this  to 
stop?  They  were  to  b^iu  on  the  1st  May, 
1879,  which  was  what  he  called  the  Land 
League  period.  Headmittedtherighthon. 
Geuttemao  was  right  in  b^inning  there, 
for  he  had  the  13th  section  of  the  Land 
Act  to  support  him,  but  b^inning  there, 
where  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  going 
to  stop  ?  He  could  understand  it  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  now  to 
come  down  audabolishtheprocess  of  eject- 
ment for  rent  altogether  ;  but  he  asked — 
and  he  hoped  the  right  boo.  Gentleman 
would  reply  before  the  close  of  the  De- 
bate— where  he  intended  this  policytostop, 
because  evictions  were  going  on  every 
day  ?  These  teuauts,  who  were  to  be 
treated  in  this  way,  who  were  to  get  com- 
pensatiou,  were  men  in  the  main  who  re- 
sisted the  law  and  conspired  to  defraud 
their  landlords.  He  put  opposite  them  the 
evictions  going  oo  every  day  of  men  who 
were  unfortunate  in  the  business  of  agri- 
culture, who  could  not  make  both  ends 
meet,  who  could  not  pay  their  rent  and 
went  out  of  their  farms  without  resist- 
ance to  the  law,  and  who  took  their 
chance  in  a  bleak  world.  They  were 
going  to  reward  those  who  broke  the  law, 
and  they  were  going  to  allow  those  who 
were  peaceable  to  be  turned  out  to  starve. 
He  desired  to  say,  and  it  was  the  last 
thing  he  had  to  say,  that  he  saw  enormous 
difficulty  in  the  way,  and  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  by 
not  grappling  with  the  whole  question 
and  eudeavouriog  to  settle  it  as  a  whole, 
ran  an  enormous  risk  of  making  the 
question  worse  than  it  was  at  the  present 
moment.  He  had  spoken  now  on  the 
faith  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  when  the  Bill  was  printed 


he  should  be  quite  prepared  to  give  it  the 
consideration  it  deserved,  apart  from  the 
one  point  respecting  the  Church  surplus. 

Mr.  DLLLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  desire 
to  make  some  observations  on  the  Bill 
introduced  by  the  Chief  Secretary,  par- 
ticularly in  view  of  one  speech  which  has 
come  from  those  Benches,  and  also  be- 
cause I  have  for  a  long  time  been  con- 
nected with  the  cause  of  the  evicted 
tenants  in  Ireland,  and  ther^ore  I  think 
I  should  not  allow  any  further  time  to 
elapse  without  saying  a  few  words.  I 
have  no  intcntiou  of  doing  what  I  think 
is  a  very  inconvenient  thing  to  do  in  this 
House,  aud  that  is  to  attempt  to  discuss 
a  measure  the  full  details  of  which  are 
not  before  us  ;  but,  in  my  humble  judg- 
ment, the  spectacle  which  has  been 
preseuted  to  this  House  for  the  last  hour 
of  the  Member  for  the  Harbour  Divi- 
sion of  Dublin  (Mr.  Harrington)  uniting 
with  the  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 

T.  W.  BuBsell)  in  mangling  

.  Mr.  HARRINGTON  :  No,  no  ! 

Me.  DILLON  :  I  use  the  expression 
in  uo  offensive  sense ;  but  I  say  the 
spectacle  of  the  Member  for  the  Harbour 
Division  uniting  with  the  Member  for 
South  Tyroue  iu  mangling  and  trying 
to  blacken  this  Bill  almost  before  it  has 
had  time  to  see  the  light  of  day,  will  I 
think,  on  the  whole,  have  the  effect  of 
convincing  the  evicted  tenants  of  Ireland 
that  the  Bill  contains  valuable  provisions. 
That  is  my  opinion,  and  therefore  I  shall, 
for  the  present,  reserve  an  opinion  as  to 
certain  details.  But  I  do  say,  so  far  as 
I  have  been  able  to  gather  from  the 
extremely  clear  statement  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  fur  Ireland,  that  the  Bill  is 
an  extremely  valuable  Bill.  I  do  not 
intend  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House 
at  any  very  great  extent  in  dealing  with 
the  speeches  to  which  we  have  just 
listened  ;  but  there  are  some  points 
which  have  been  raised  iu  the 
course  of  the  discussion  to  which 
I  think  I  ought  to  advert. 
First  of  all,  I  will  address  myself  to 
the  attitude  adopted  towards  this  Bill  by 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  and  to  the 
attitude  adopted  towards  it  by  the 
Member  for  South  Tyroue.  The  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  used  language  with 
reference  to  this  Bill  which  was  certainly 
intended  to  avoid  contention,  aud  so  far 
as  was  possible  he  avoided  contentious 
matters.   I  am  bound  to  say  that  the 
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excellent  rule  which  he  laid  down  at  the 
opeoing  of  his  observations  apparentlj 
had  no  effect  on  his  friend  and  ally  the 
Member  for  Sonth  Tyrone,  for  there  was 
not  a  single  point  of  an  angry  or  con- 
tentions character  which  the  Member  for 
Sonth  Tyrone  did  not  raise  in  his  usnal 
pecnliarly  acrimonious  manner.  I  will 
first  allude  to  a  few  points  which  were 
put  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone.  The  hon.  Member  assumed 
that  in  all  cases  the  landlord  would  object 
to  receive  back  the  old  teuantai,  and  he 
put  his  case  in  this  way.  Ho  said — 
"  Why  ahould  a  landlord  who  has  got 
rid  of  a  'bankrupt  teuaut  not  desire  to 
keep  him  out  of  the  holdiug,  and  all  the 
more  in  the  case  where  be  was  a  planter 
in  the  holding  ?  Because,"  he  said,  iu 
these  1,500  cases  where  there  are  new 
tenants  on  the  holdings  it  will  stand  to 
reason  that  the  landlord,  having  got  rid 
of  a  bankrupt  tenant,  will  prefer  to  keep 
the  solvent  tenant." 

M«.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  My  observa- 
tion could  not  have  applied  to  the  1,500 
tenants.  They  only  applied  .to  cases 
where  the  land  is  derelict. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  I  beg  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's pardon,  but  he  did  use  the  language 
which  I  have  quoted,  for  I  took  down  his 
words  at  the  time.  He  did  ask  why 
should  a  landlord  get  rid  of  1,500  solvent 
tenants  in  order  to  get  back  1,500  in- 
solvent tenants  ?  These  are  the  very 
words  be  used.  Allow  me  to  tell  the 
hon.  Member  that  in  my  experience  in 
Ireland — and  I  think  it  is  at  least  as  wide 
as  that  of  the  hon.  Member,  or  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Harbour  Division — 
the  landlords  who  have  got  planters 
upon  their  farms  are  not  all  in  love  with 
them.  I  have  come  across  iuuumernble 
instances  where  the  planters  are  paying 
no  rent,  or  else  paymg  less  than  half 
of  what  the  old  tenant  was  paying  ;  and 
I  am  convinced,  dealing  for  a  moment 
with  this  question  of  1,500  planters,  that 
a  large  number  of  them  are  bogus  teuants, 
are  not  real  tenants,  arc  not  paying  a  fair 
rent  to  the  landlord,  and  are  simply  kept 
on  these  farms  for  the  purpose  of  combat- 
ing the  agitation  in  Ireland.  Now  I  turn 
for  a  moment  to  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone.  He 
said  that  of  course  the  landlord  would  re- 
fuse to  take  back  tenants  who  had 
attempted  to  defraud  him  in  the  past.  Is 
there  any  ground  for  that  supposition  ? 

Mr.  Dillon 
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I  say  the  whole  history  of  the  past  10 
years  proves  quite  the  contrary.  Take 
one  for  example,  the  case  of  the  Ponsonby 
Estate,  one  of  the  eases  where  probably 
there  has  been  the  largest  clearance  in 
the  whole  of  Ireland.  It  is  a  well  known 
fact  that  Mr.  Ponsonby  was  anxious  to 
take  back  his  tenants,  and  only  for  the 
interference  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Hunts  (Mr.  Smith-Barry)  the 
whole  transaction  would  have  been  closed 
long  ago.    [Cries  of  "  No,  no  ! "]  That 
is  a  perfectly  notorious  fact.  In  view  of 
this  fact,  and  I  myself  have  taken  part  in 
many  transactions  of  this  character,  I  say 
there  is  not   the   smallest   shadow  of 
foundation  for  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member.    The  hon.  Member  makes  the 
assumption  tbroughont  the  whole  of  his 
speech  that  the  landlords  wUl  regard  the 
men  who  went  into  those  evictions  as 
men  who  attempted  to  defraud  them. 
These  were  combinations  for  the  sake  of 
getting  a  reduction  of  rent,  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  assumes  that  every  combi- 
nation in  Ireland  having  for  its  object 
the  reduction  of  rents  was  an  attempt  to 
defraud,  then  I  say  be  condemns  the 
eutire  late  Tory  Administration  as  de- 
frauders.    I  take  an  entirely  different 
view  of  this  case.    I  say  that  in  the  case 
of  a  number  of  landlords  in  Ireland 
who  have  derelict  forms  on  their  hands 
that  the  landlords  would  gladly  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  of  taking 
back  the  old  tenants  who  would  pay 
their  rents.    I  shall  deal  briefly  with 
what   this  Bill  will  do  for  the  Irish 
tenants.    The  evicted  tenants  in  Ireland 
are  divided  into  two  classes.  First,  there 
are  farms  which  are  Htill  derelict  or  m 
the  occupation  of  the  landlord  or  anyone 
acting  on  his  behalf.    In  those  cases  it  is 
admitted  by  all  critics  who  profess  to 
have   an    interest  in  restoring  those 
tenants  to  those  holdings  that  this  Bill 
will  be  fairly  satis&ctory.    Therefore,  I 
may  say  that  the  criticisms  which  have 
come  from  those  who  spoke  on  behalf  of 
the  evicted  tenants  are  practically  con- 
fined to  the  second  portion  of  the  Bill, 
which  deals  with  tenants  whose  hold- 
ings have  been  let  to  new  tenants.  I  take 
Hrst  this  fact,  that  I  do  not  consider  that 
the  arbitrators  shall  be  actually  debarred 
from   inquiring  as  to  whether  a  man 
actually  living  in  the  house  is  legally  in 
possession  or  not,  and  I  do  not  think 
that  those  who  are  simply  caretakers  to 

Digitized  by  GoOglc 


{COMMONS} 


901         Evicted  TenanU        {19  April  1H94} 


( Ireland )  BUL  902 


tbe  laodlords,  as  maaj  of  those  alle^etl 
tenants  are,  would  be  entitled  bo  claim 
poflseeBiou.  That  is  evidently  a  point  of 
detail  for  future  consideration.  Take 
the  case  of  holdings  which  are  bona  ^de 
in  the  possessiou  of  a  new  tenant.  These 
are  admitted  to  be  the  smaller  number  of 
the  holdiogs  with  which  this  Bill  will 
deal.  I  believe  from  the  very  wide  ex- 
perience of  this  whole  business  that  iu 
the  case  of  a  great  majority  of  those 
new  tenants,  who  are  known  by  tbe 
name  of  ptaoters,  they  would  avail 
themselves  of  tbe  provisions  which  are 
proposed  iu  this  Bill,  giving  them  com- 
peasation  and  allowing  Uiem  to  give  up 
those  holdings.  I  belieTe,  as  reguds  a 
good  many  of  those  new  tenantSf  they  are 
not  makiug  a  profit  out  tA  their  holdings, 
and  I  believe  they  are  not  paying  their 
rents  regularly,  that  the  landlords  are  in 
many  InstaDces  anxious  to  get  rid  of 
thero,  and  that  they  would  be  ready  to 
go  if  they  got  reasonable  compeusatioo. 
Many  of  these  meu  are  notoriously  meu 
without  auy  actual  knowledge  of  farmiug 
at  all,  and  who  were  brought  there  for 
the  purpose  of  fightiug  the  agitatiou. 
I  remember  a  saying,  almost  classical 
now,  of  the  agent  of  I>ord  Lausdowue 
when  he  went  to  Ulster  to  try  and  get 
plauters  for  the  Luggacurreu  Estates. 
He  came  back  without  hia  planters, 
aud  what  did  he  say?    He  said  — 

"  When  I  went  to  Ulster  I  found  plenty  of 
pluck  and  plenty  of  money,  and  I  found  that 
the  men  who  had  pluck  had  no  money,  and  the 
men  who  had  money  had  no  pluck." 

The  meu  who  went  on  those  farms  as 
'  planters  bad  uothiug  to  lose,  aud  every- 
thing to  gaiu,  aud  therefore  were  a  very 
unsatisfaotory  class  for  a  landlord  to 
have.  Therefore,  I  hold  that  that  portion 
of  the  problem  is  not  at  all  such  a  laige 
one  as  has  been  attempted  to  be  made 
out,  bat  is  one  which,  to  a  very  large 
extent,  could  be  settled  by  this  Bill  in  a 
friendly  way.  I  now  come  to  the  obser- 
vations of  tbe  Leader  of  the  Opposition. 
He  is  the  man  iu  this  House  who  is  to 
say  whether  there  is  to  be  peace  iu  this 
matter  or  not,  oo  his  head  rests  the  real 
responsibility ;  aud  I  listened  with  a 
degree  of  pleasure  aud  some  liope  to  tlie 
reception  which  he  gave  to  this  Bill. 
He  put  this  point,  and  I  would  ask  his 
attention  to  It.  He  asked  what  is  to  be 
the  fate  of  these  planters  if  they  are  in- 
duced to  give  up  the  holdings  of  which 


they  are  now  in  possession.  Said  the 
right  hoD.  Greutleman — -• 

"  They  will  be  held  up  to  the  odium  and 
hiktred  of  their  neighboun,  and  it  will  be  in* 
cumbent  on  the  Oovemmeut  to  protect  them." 

Of  course,  it  is  incumbent  on  the  Goveru- 

meut  to  protect  them.  The  right  faou. 
Geutlemau  tbe  Chief  Secretary  has  ex- 
posed himself  to  some  criticism  in  Ireland 
for  the  care  he  has  taken  in  the  protection 
of  these  men.  I  would  put  this  to  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition.  What  is  to  be 
the  fate  of  these  planters  if  nothing  is  done 
to  settle  this  question  ?  Is  it  only  because 
they  refuse  to  fall  in  with  the  present  ar^ 
rangementa  that  they  will  be  held  up  to 
the  odium  of  their  neighbours  ?  He 
himself  blames  ua  for  oondemning  land- 
grabbing.  In  doing  so  we  are  giving 
voice  to  tbe  deep-rooted  sentiments  of  the 
Irish  people.  If  we  did  not  do  so 
probably  much  more  violent  means  would 
be  resorted  to  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
an  eud  to  land-grabbing,  and  I  repeat 
that  by  condemning  land-grabbing  in  this 
House  and  oo  platforms  in  Ireland  we 
are  giving  voice  to  sentiments  which  no 
Coercion  Act  can  ever  eradicate  from 
tbe  masses  of  tbe  Irish  people,  aud  in 
doing  HO  we  are  imposing  upon  them  an 
amount  of  patience  and  restraint  which 
he  aud  other  statesmen  have  been  unable 
to  impose.  Supposing  there  is  no  pro- 
position made  by  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  for  dealing  with  these 
cases  of  the  planters,  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  what  is  his  proposal  for 
tue  future  of  Ireland  He  knows  Ireland 
very  well  and  fought  very  hard  there, 
and  fouglit  with  a  good  deal  of  courage. 
[An  hon.  MSMBEB :  And  success.^ 
That  remains  to  be  seen ;  we  think  we 
have  had  some  success  also,  but  I  shall 
not  enter  into  that  question  at  present. 
But  supposing  the  present  Administra- 
tion was  thrown  out  of  Office,  and  that 
this  Bill  was  not  passed,  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  imagine  for  a  moment 
that  even  if  Members  like  myself  lost  our 
seats  iu  Parliament  this  question  will 
not  cross  bis  path,  or  the  path  of  any 
other  Minister  who  is  responsible  for  the 
Government  of  Ireland  ?  I  say  it  will 
be  there,  and  must  be  faced  and  must  be 
dealt  with  by  auy  Minister  responsible 
for  public  order  in  Ireland.  I  say  that, 
in  my  opinion,  there  is  no  force  and 
no  weight  in  tbe  objection  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made — namely* 
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that  this  Bill  might  have  a  tendency 
to  bold  up  to  the  odinm  of  their  neigh* 
hours  planters  in  Ireland  who  would 
not  leave  their  holdings.  On  the  con- 
Uaxjf  it  affords  a  means  to  the  planters, 
many  of  whom  are  only  too  anxious 
to  get  awaja  if  they  can  only  do  so  with- 
out loss  of  money,  to  give  ap  the  holdings 
to  the  old  occupants.  I  turn  for  a  moment 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Harbour  Division.  He  condemns  this 
Bill,  and  says  it  will  leave  the  condition 
of  Ireland  worse  than  it  has  been  in  the 
past.  What  does  the  hon.  GentlemaB 
propose  to  do  for  those  evicted  tenants  ? 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  :  I  will  tell  the 
hoD.  Gentleman,  if  he  will  allow  me. 
I  simply  advise  the  tenants  to  follow  the 
former  plan  the  hon.  Gentleman,  to 
get  the  tenants  to  hold  together,  and  not 
to  take  advantage  of  diis  Bill  nntil  they 
see  there  ia  a  settlement  for  ^tm  all. 
That  ia  the  policy  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  followed  when  I  was  co- 
operating with  him  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  DILLON  :  I  know  a  good  deal 
about  the  condition  of  the  evicted 
tenants  in  Ireland.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  man  in  this  House  who  has  been 
flo  closely  identified  with  them  for  several 
years  past  as  I  hare  been.  I  know  there 
are  1,500  families  who,  but  for  the  relief 
given  from  month  to  month  by  a  com- 
mittee of  which  I  am  secrotuy,  would  be 
long  ago  in  the  workhouses  of  Ireland. 
I  speak  for  these  families,  and  I  say  were 
it  not  for  our  Party  and  for  the  exertions 
we  have  made  these  men  :vould  not  now 
be  even  in  a  position  to  claim  the  redemp- 
tion of  their  holdings.  I  say  the  man 
who  rendere  difficult  the  passing  of  this 
Bill,  or  throws  any  obstacle  in  its  way, 
will  be  taking  upon  his  head  a  very  heavy 
responsibility.  Unquestionably,  in  my 
jn^meut,  this  Bill,  if  it  were  passed  in 
its  present  shape — and  we  all  recognise 
thatif  itis  to  be  paased  through  this  House 
and  through  the  House  of  Lords  there  must 
be  more  give  and  take,  and,  of  conree,  if  I 
were  to  draft  an  Evicted  Tenants  Bill  I 
would  draft  it  on  different  lines  ;  but  we 
cannot  expect  that  a  Minister  of  the 
Government  will  come  down  to  this 
House  with  a  Bill  such  as  a  Leader  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  would  draft — but  I 
say  that  in  my  judgment  this  Bill,  if  it 
were  passed,  would  support  at  least  three- 
fourths  or  four-fifths  of  the  evicted  tenants 
of  Ireland,  and  put  them  back  in  their 

Mr,  DiUon 


homes.  It  would  support  the  most  diffi- 
cult and  most  distressing  cases.  There 
may  be  a  fringe  that  it  would  not  touch, 
and  I  repeat,  knowing  as  I  do  know  the 
terrible  conditions  of  these  people,  and 
the  desperate  necessities  which  surround 
the  future  in  Ireland  if  they  are  left  in 
their  present  unsettled  state,  that  the  man 
who  would  take  upon  himself  the  respon- 
sibility of  getting  this  Bill  rejected  will  I 
take  upon  his  head  an  enormous  responsi- 
bility, because  be  will  have  to  take  upon 
his  shoulders  the  dnty  of  supporting  2,000 
or  3,000  families,  who,  by  means  of  this 
Bill,  would  be  restored  to  their  homes. 
According  to  the  speecfaes  of  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  this  Bill  will  not  settle 
the  question.  Well,  let  them  draft  a  Bill 
that  will  settle  the  qneation.  If  they  do 
I  will  admit  they  have  achieved  a  task 
which  has  not  yet  been  accomplished  by 
any  man  that  ever  sat  in  this  House,  and 
that  they  are  the  greatest  statesmen  of 
the  century.  It  is  no  reproach  to  any  | 
statesman  or  to  the  modem  Liberal  Party  > 
that  they  are  unable  by  a  single  Bill  to 
settle  all  the  accumulated  evils  of  all  the 
agrarian  wars  in  Ireland  for  two  and  a 
half  centuries  past.  I  believe  in  my 
heart  it  is  beyond  the  power  of  this  House 
ever  to  settle  the  Irish  Land  Question 
finally.  Yon  can  only  work  in  this  House 
from  hand  to  mouth.  You  can  only  pass 
Bills  which  will  meet  the  emergency  of 
the  moment,  or  settle  a  question  for  a 
year  or  two.  Bill  after  Bill  has  been 
passed  by  Tory  Government  and  by 
Liberal  Government,  and  yet  the  Irish 
land  problem  remains  unsolved.  This 
Bill,  no  doubt,  will  not  settle  the  whole 
questions.  It  will  not  settle  in  their 
homes  the  tenants  who  are  to  be  evicted 
next  year,  who  are  now  under  notice  of 
eviction ;  it  will  not  deal  with  the 
40,000  tenants  who  have  been  cut  out 
from  the  benefits  of  the  Land  Acts  by  the 
eviction-made-easy  clause,  passed  by  the 
Leader  of  the  present  Opposition  in  1887. 
It  will  not  produce  an  arcadia  in  Ireland, 
nor  bring  on  the  millennium.  But  I  will 
tell  you  what  it  will  do.  It  will  return 
to  their  homes,  in  my  humble  judgment, 
2,000  or  3,000  families  in  Ireland  who 
are  at  this  moment  a  source  of  embar- 
rassment and  danger  and  difficulty  to  the 
Government  of  the  country.  It  will,  in 
my  judgment,  if  it  is  passed,  restore  to 
their  homes  a  number  of  families,  who 
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are  at  preseDt  in  dupair  and  threatened 
with  sturration,  and  who  have  been 
evietedf  whether  you  think  rightly  or 
wrongly — ^in  the  opinioa  of  their  neigh- 
boors,  and  that  is  the  importaut  point 
after  all — ^have  been  evicted,  in  the 
opinion  of  their  countrymen  and  neigh- 
bours, unjustly.  I  appeal  most  solemnly 
to  the  House  and  to  gentlemen  wlio  pro- 
pose to  reject  this  Bill  to  remember  what 
the  effect  has  been  in  Ireland  of  a  year 
and  a-half  of.  {air  treatment,  and  of  the 
effect  of  hope  in  the  present  rigime.  It 
has  been  made  a  matter  of  reproach  to 
the  Grorernment,  not  lately  I  will  say,  by 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  but  by 
Bome  Conservative  ifembers,  that  the 
[veaent  Government  is  governing  Ireland 
by  hope.  After  all,  is  not  hope  a  better 
thing  to  govern  the  country  with  than 
Coercion  and  police  P  I  appeal  to  this 
House,  since  the  ^ects  on  Ireland  has 
been  bo  encouraging  and  so  delightful,  I 
would  say  to  every  section  of  the  House 
of  the  Administration  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  duijng  the  last  16  months,  that 
you  will  not  deny  him  these  means, 
which  be  asks.  For  my  part  I  will  say 
this,  that  as  far  as  I  can  understand  it, 
and  speaking  for  the  Irish  people,  that 
this  Bill,  even  if  it  do  not  completely  and 
finally  settle  the  Irish  Land  Question,  it 
will  be,  if  it  is  passed,  a  most  potent  and 
powerful  instrument  in  the  bands  of  the 
Executive  to  maintain  that  peace  and 
quiet  which  have  been  so  prevalent  of 
late  in  Ireland. 

Mb,  COUETNEY  (CorowaU.  Bod- 
min) said,  that  he  f^t  that  it  would  not 
be  prudent  at  that  early  time  to  express 
a  final  judgment  on  the  proposals  ox  the 
Chief  Secretary,  but  speaking  generally, 
he  recognised,  as  every  Member  of  the 
House  must  recognise,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made  a  sincere 
attempt  at  a  settlement.  He  also  hoped 
that  it  would  also  prove  a  practical 
attempt.  Whilst  it  was  gratifying  to 
find  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  had  such 
wide  sympathy  in  the  House — he  could 
not  but  feel  that  its  success  would  depend 
not  a  little  on  the  three  men  ohosen  to 
be  the  arbitrators,  and  still  more  on  the 
spirit  in  which  the  proposals  w«e  re- 
ceired  1^  the  landlords  in  Ireland  and 
by  the  tenants.  If  the  friends  of  the 
landlords  did  not  impress  ou  them  the 
desirability  of  being  reasonable,  and  if 
the  friends  of  the  tenants  did  not  impress' 


on  them  the  desirability  of  helping  as  far 
as  tiiey  conld,  all  attempts  to  settle  the 
diffiealty  would  be  vain,  and  foolish,  and 
futile.   But  he  felt  qnite  oertain,  how- 
ever, that  if  those  who  had  infinence 
with  the  landlords  or  the  tenants  would 
use  their  best  efforts  to  bring  the  two 
classes  together,  the  House  might  look 
with  hope  to  the  operations  of  the  Bill. 
They  might  say  this  with  respect  to  the 
whole  reception  of  the  Bill :  the  success 
of  the  measure  would  altogether  depend 
00  whether  they  had  reasonable  or  un* 
reasonable  conduct  in  Irehmd.  He  hoped, 
thertf  ore,  that  all  who  had  influence  in 
the  matter  wonld  try  to  ensare  that  the 
conduct  should  be  reasonable,  and  if  that 
were  done  the  conntiy  might  look  with 
hope  to  the  results  of  this  measure,  and 
might  trust  to  its  effecting  a  large  settle- 
ment  of  the  present  difficulties.  Surely, 
everyone  must  admit  at  the  outset  that 
there  was  considerable  motive  to  induce 
them  to  do  their  best  in  the  matter. 
What  was  the  situation  ?    There  was  a 
ragged  cloud  of  witness^  in  Ireland  be- 
tokening the  existence  of  an  evil  spirit, 
approaching  to  civil  war  in  the  past,  and 
the  continued  existence  of  which  consti- 
tuted a  threat  of  a  renewal  of  civil  war 
in  the  future.   If  they  wished  to  effect  a 
permanent  and  peacefol  settlement  they 
must  do  their  best  to  abate  the  feeling 
of  illtreatment  in  the  past.     Such  a 
course  would  be  desirable  in  the  interest 
of  Ireland  and  in  the  interest  of  all 
Parties  ;  and  it  was  certainly  most  de- 
sirable in  the  interest  of  those  who 
thought  that  there  might  be  a  ohauge  of 
Administration  in  the  near  future  tl^t 
the  question  should  be  settled,  for,  in 
whatever  difficulties  this  band  of  dispos- 
sessed tenants  might  involve  the  present 
Government,  any   future  Government, 
with  a  different  political  complexioQ,would 
be  placed  in  infinitely  worse  difficulties. 
That  was  a  motive,  surely,  that  should 
be  sufficient  to  make  them  disposed  to 
enter  into  a  discussion  of  this  problem 
without  desiring  to  renew  the  old  forces 
of  disorder,  or  aggravate   or  rekindle 
fires  that  might   be  for  the  moment 
dormant.    It  had  been  said,  indeed,  that 
the  problem  was  much  larger  in  extent 
than  the  Chief  Secretary  had  said.  That 
might  be  very  likely  true,  but  he  was  in- 
clined to  think  that  a  disposition  to  cur- 
tail the  dimensions  of  the  problem  could 
be  developed  so  as  to  make  it  vexj  much 
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more  reducod  tban  it  geemed.  After  all 
a  landlord  did  not  like  to  baYe  derelict 
laud  OD  liis  handBf  and  although  the 
preseot  year  was  a  very  good  one  in 
Xrclaiid  uo  doubt  manj  Irish  landlords 
found  it  extremely  unprofitable  to  work 
their  own  land.  I  would  prefer  to  have 
some  tenants  and  get  some  rents.  With 
regard  to  the  planters,  he  could  not  sav 
whether  they  would  insist  upou  their 
rights  to  remain  upou  their  holdings  or 
not ;  but  he  entirely  concurred  in  the 
view  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  that  it  was 
impossible  to  dispossess  them  against 
tJieir  will.  He  entirely  agreed  with  the 
propositioQ  that  it  was .  impossible  to  dis- 
pose, without  their  assent,  of  those  who 
cultivated  fanns  as  planters,  and  he  did 
not  think  that  the  Legislature,  however 
well  inclined  it  might  he  towards  the 
evicted  tenant,  would  ever  listen  to  a 
suggestion  of  that  kind.  He,  therefore, 
deprecated  any  violeut  expulsion  of  new 
tenants  in  order  to  put  back  old  teuants. 
It  was  quite  posaibie,  as  the  lion.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  East  Mayo  had 
said,  that  many  of  these  planters  would 
be  well  pleased,  on  receiving  compensa- 
tion, to  relinquish  their  holdings.  But 
even  if  they  insisted  upon  remaiuiug, 
and  were  exposed  to  all  the  odium 
of  which  they  were  warned,  if  not 
threatened,  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Harbour  Division  of  Dub]in(Mr.  Harring- 
ton) the  situation  would  be  much  changed 
by  tbe  planters  who  were  willing  to 
go  giviug  up  their  farms.  Be  that  as 
it  might,  he  thought  the  Bill,  if  it 
beeumo  law,  would  do  much  to  restore 
agrarian  peace  In  Ireland.  The  whole 
working  out  of  the  scheme  depended  on 
the  spirit  in  which  it  would  be  taken  up 
by  those  who  had  influence  in  Ireland. 
The  arbitrators  would  have  to  consider 
whether  the  tenant  on  one  side  or  the 
landlord  on  the  other  was  unreasonable. 
The  success  of  the  scheme  depended  on 
whether  there  was  reasonable  or  uu- 
reasormblc  conduct  in  Ireland,  and 
reasonable  or  unreasonable  conduct  on 
the  part  of  those  who  were  able  to  in- 
fluence public  conduct  in  Ireland  ;  but 
he  did  hope  that  on  both  sides  the  matter 
would  be.tniatcd  in  a  conciliatory  aud 
reasonable  spirit,  and  that  those  who 
possessed  influence  would  try  and  make 
that  spirit  prevail. 

Mr.  W.  BEDMOND  (Clare,  £.)  said, 
he  would  not  have  risen  at  all  were  it  not 
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for  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo.  That  hon.  Member  had  said 
that  great  responsibility  would  rest  upoD 
the  head  of  any  person  who  did  anything 
to  interfere  with  the  passage  of  tbe  Bill. 
He  agreed  with  the  hou^  Memb«*,  but  be 
should  add  that  he  thought  that  his 
speech  bad  contributed  more  beat  to  the 
question  than  anytbiii?  else  which  baU 
taken  place  during  the  Debate.  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  had  simply 
made  an  attack  on  the  bon.  Member  for 
the  Harbour  Division  of  Dublin.  He  ha*] 
said  that  that  hon.  Member  was  uniting 
with  tbe  hon.  Member  for  Sonth  Tyrone 
in  attempting  to  wreck  tbe  Bill.  The 
bon.  Member  knew  perfectly  well  wheu 
using  that  unworthy  sneer  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Harbour  Division  hail 
given  quite  as  much  time,  and  risked 
quite  as  much,  and  suffered  quite  as 
much  in  tbe  interests  of  tbe  evicted 
tenants  as  tbe  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo.  Tbe  bon.  Member  had  a^so 
spoken  in  sneering  tones  of  those  who 
*'  pretended  "  to  be  the  frieuds  of  Ireland. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  referred  to  him  and  those  who  were 
associated  with  him,  but  if  so  be  could 
only  say  that  at  the  time  when  tbe  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  required  people  to 
show  their  friendship  for  the  evicted 
tenants  by  standing  by  bis  side  in  many  a 
struggle  and  following  him  to  prison,  it 
was  meu  like  tbe  hon.  Member  for  the 
Harbour  Division  to  whom  he  looked, 
aud  not  to  many  of  those  newer  friends 
who  sat  around  him  that  day.  The  hon. 
Member  spoke  about  uniting  with  the 
bon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone,  but  he 
knew  perfectly  well  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  approached  the 
discussion  of  the  measure  from  quite  a 
different  point  of  view.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  showed  clearly  is 
his  speech  that  he  did  not  desire  to 
the  question  settled  at  all.  He  posed  as 
the  friend  of  the  tenant  since  his  con- 
stituents bad  urged  upon  him  theqnestion 
of  land  in  Ireland.  But  he  was  not 
entitled  to  speak  on  behalf  of  the 
tenants  or  any  considerable  seel  ion  of 
people  interested  in  this  Bill  in  Ireland, 
and  they  knew  perfectly  well  that  in 
making  his  speech  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  did  so  for  tbe  purpose  of 
throwing  obstacles  in  tbe  way  of  sny- 
settlementfrf  the  quesUon  at  all.  There- 
fore, the  suggeetion  of  union  between  the 
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boD.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  and  the 
hoD.  Member  for  the  Harbour  Bivision 
was  one  which  should  not  have  been 
uttered.  He  sympathised  to  a  great 
extent  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
having  to  deal  wiUi  this  matter  at  all ; 
but  he  asked,  how  could  they  be  anything 
but  disappointed  at  his  action  when  they 
remembered  that  he  supported  the  Bill 
which  dealt  almost  principally  with  the 
question  of  planters,  and  now  absolutely 
refused  to  touch  the  question  ?  It  was 
because  he  thought  tbe  best  way  of 
dealing  with  tbe  Chief  Secretary  was  to 
speak  plainly  that  he  told  him  it  was  his 
conviction  that  the  difficulty  of  the 
evicted  tenants*  question  was  in  the  fact 
of  tii&se  farms  being  taken.  No  doubt  it 
would  be  an  excellent  thing  to  reinstate 
people  in  farms  now  vacant,  but  if  people 
were  put  into  every  der^ict  farm  to- 
morrow there  would  still  remain  tre- 
mendous difficulty  if  the  planters  were 
not  dealt  with.  Did  the  right  hou. 
Geatlemau  really  think  that  peace  and 
order  would  be  restored  to  neighbour- 
hoods in  which  one  tenant  was  reinstated 
wbile  another  tenant  at  the  other  side  of 
the  ditch  or  across  the  road  was  left  out 
of  his  farm  because  it  was  occupied  by  a 
planter  from  the  Korth  of  Ireland  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  settle 
the  question.  On  the  contrary,  he 
believed  the  Chief  Secretary  wonld  by 
this  Bill  raise  an  agitation  agaiupt 
land  grabbing  — '■  against  the  practice 
of  taking  farms  from  which  people 
had  been  evicted  —  which  would 
be  of  a  very  dangerous  character. 
The  feelings  of  tbe  man  who  saw  his 
farm  taken,  his  childreu  on  the  roadside, 
and  a  stranger  under  his  roof  would  be 
very  titter.  The  greatest  check  upon 
outrages  during  the  last  few  years  had 
been  the  belief  that  when  the  Govern- 
ment came  into  power  the  question  would 
be  dealt  with,  the  new  tenants  got  rid  of 
by  compensation,  and  the  old  ones 
restored.  It  was  uot  because  the  people 
were  less  bitter  that  they  were  now 
quiet ;  it  was  because  men  like  the  hou. 
Member  for  Mayo  had  encouraged  tbe 
hope  that  laud  grabbing  and  the  planters 
would  he  dealt  with  on  the  lines  of  Mr. 
O'Kelly's  Bill,  and  that  all  the  evicted 
without  exception  would  be  restored  to 
their  homes.  But  when  the  proposals  of 
the  Bill  became  known  in  Ireland,  there 
wonld  be  great  disappointment.  To- 
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morrow  the  people  whose  farms  had 
been  taken  and  occupied  would  say, 
"The  Government  will  do  nothing  for 
us."  What  would  be  the  effect  ?  It 
would  bring  despair  and  dismay  to  the 
hearts  of  all  these  people  who  had  seen 
their  land  grabbed.  What  would  they 
say  ?  Why,  "  Our  neighbours  who  were 
evicted  but  whose  lauds  were  not  grabbed 
have  been  put  back,  but  the  Government 
will  do  notbiug  for  us."  He  trusted  that 
these  people  iu  their  despair  would  not 
take  the  law  into  their  own  hands ;  b,ut  if 
he  were  an  Irish  tenaut  who  had  seen  his 
laud  grabbed,  and  had  been  encouraged 
by  Irish  Members  of  Parliament  to 
believe  that  when  a  Liberal  Govern- 
ment came  into  power  the  planters 
would  be  dispossessed,  and  he  wonld 
get  back  his  old  home,  he  should  be 
very  bitter  at  heart  indeed  if  he 
were  told  that  nothing  at  all  iu  that 
direction  was  to  be  done  for  him.  The 
rigbt  hon.  Gentleman  tlie  Chief  Secretary 
was  iu  a  very  difficult  position,  aud  he 
(Mr.  W.  Redmond)  could  not  help  ex- 
pressing a  certain  amount  of  sympathy 
with  him,  hut  the  rigbt  bou.  Gentleman 
must  know  that  when  oue  in  his  own 
position  deliberately  walked  into  the 
Division  Lobby  to  vote  iu  support  of  a 
proposal  by  an  Irish  Member  to  deal 
with  the  plauters,  and  put  the  tenants 
back  into  their  holdings,  the  cireum- 
stances  carried  great  weight  with  the 
people  in  Ireland.  He  must  know 
that  it  was  a  dangerous  thing  to  dis- 
appoint the  people  of  Ireland  in  that 
way.  No  doubt  the  evicted  tenants  to- 
morrow would  say,  "  Why,  he  voted  for 
Mr.  O^Kelly^s  Bill  to  put  us  back  ou  our 
farms,  but  now  that  he  has  the  oppor- 
tunity of  dealing  with  this  very  sub- 
ject he  makes  no  effort  to  restore  us." 
It  was  not  that  he  (Mr.  W.  Redmond) 
was  not  anxious  for  some  such  Bill  as 
this  to  become  law.  He  was  anxious. 
Everyone  who  lived  iu  Ireland  must  he 
anxious  to  have  tbe  evicted  tenants 
restored  aud  to  have  this  matter  settled, 
but  they  wished  to  see  it  settled  in  a 
manner  that  would  prove  real  and  lasting. 
He  trusted  that  pressure  would  be  put  ou 
the  Government,  when  the  Bill  was  iu 
Committee,  to  make  it  a  more  satisfactory 
measure,  and  he  should  be  very  much 
surprised  if  the  whole  of  the  Irish 
Nationalists  did  not  join  in  bringing  that 
pressure  to  bear.   It  might  be  said  that 
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it  would  be  difficult  to  deal  with  meo  wbo 
had  taken  farms  and  settled  on  them,  but 
it  did  not  seem,  to  his  mind,  more  difficult 
to  do  that  than  to  appoint  three  men  to 
say  that  in  other  casee  evicted  tenants 
should  be  put  back.  He  trusted  that  in 
Committee  the  BUI  would  be  amended 
so  as  to  provide  for  the  reinstatement  of 
those  evicted  tenants  whose  land  had 
been  grabbed. 

KoUce  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

•Mr.  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N.)  said, 
there  was  no  one  who  had  a  knowledge 
of  Ireland  who  did  not  commiserate  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  varied 
troubles  and  difficulties  he  liad  to  face. 
Probably  not  the  least  of  the  present 
troubles  with  which  he  had  to  contend  was 
the  Bill  he  had  introduced  to-night.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  position  after 
hearing  the  speeches  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Harbour  Division  of  Dublin,  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Clare,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo,  reminded  htm 
(Mr.  Dane)  very  forcibly  of  an  expression 
In  somewhat  common  use  in  portions  of 
Ireland — namely,  "  He  is  between  the 
■  Devil  and  the  deep  sea,'*  though  in  this 
case  it  would  be  more  correct  to  say 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
between  several  devils  and  the  deep  sea. 
But  whilst  he  commiserated  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  shared  with 
him  to  some  extent  the  sympathy  he  had 
expressed  for  the  evicted  tenants  in  Ire- 
land, he  was  bound  to  say  he  did  not  go 
as  far  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  that 
direction.  He  had  no  sympathy  for  the 
evicted  tenants  on  the  Campaign  estates. 
He  could  have  no  sympathy  with  tenants 
who,  being  well  able  to  pay  their  rents, 
allowed  themselves  to  be  led  away  by 
agrarian  agitators,  who  made  their  liveli- 
hood out  of  the  agitation.  Beyond  all 
doubt,  on  those  estates  the  tenants  were 
not  only  well-to-do,  but  perfectly  capable 
of  paying  their  rents  if  they  had  only 
acted  up  to  the  standard  of  honest  men. 
One  of  the  17  Campaign  estates  was  that 
of  theuobleman  whotill  lately  had  held  the 
office  of  Grovernor  General  of  India.  That 
estate  was  situated  in  Queen's  County. 
A  person  might  travel  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land without  finding  a  more  flourishing 
and  contented  estate  than  this.  But  the 
professional  agitators  went  down  to  the 

Mr.  W.  Bedmond 


estate  and  got  hold  of  the  tenantry,  with 
the  result  that,  so  far  as  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic tenantry  were  concerned,  they  were 
forced  into  joining  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
It  was  undoubtedly  a  fact  that  on  that 
estate  of  Lord  Lansdowne  not  a  single 
Protestant  out  of  a  great  number  of  Pro- 
testant tenants  on  it  joined  the  Plan  of 
Campaign — and  this  was  an  observation 
which  applied,  if  not  to  all  tenants  on 
Plan  of  Campaign  estates,  at  all  events 
to  the  vast  majority  of  them.  He  found 
that  the  Report  of  the  Mathew  Com- 
mission went  very  fully  into  the  affairs 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  estates  with 
which  it  dealt.  One  of  those  was  the 
Lansdowne  estate,  and  attached  to  the 
Report  of  the  Commission,  in  an 
Appendix,  was  a  list  of  the  tenants 
and  a  description  of  their  holdings. 
What  was  the  fact The  very  first 
name  that  he  found  in  the  Schedole  of 
the  Appemtix  was  that  of  a  gentleman 
who  occupied  a  seat  in  the  House — ^the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Kerry.  This 
gentleman  it  seemed,  holding  868  acreH 
upon  that  estate  at  a  rent  of  £760, 
allowed  himself  to  be  evicted  for  non- 
payment of  one  year's  rent.  The  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  daily  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing  this  hon.  Member 
adorning  the  Benches  below  the  Gang- 
way, and  there  were  few  men  but  would 
have  thought  Uiat  he  was  a  reasonable 
and  sensible  man.  Was  it  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  able  to  pay  his  rent  ? 
Nothing  of  the  kind,  because  the  hon. 
Member  had,  at  a  meeting  of  the  Irish 
National  League  held  in  Dublin,  and 
reported  in  The  Freeman's  Journal  of 
the  30th  of  March,  1887,  publicly  said — 

"  The  Laggacnrrcn  evictions  difiered  from  all 
other  evictioDs  to  this  extent — that  the  teoanta 
were  able  to  pajr  their  rent." 

He  said — 

It  was  a  fight  of  intelligence  baetod  np 
the  leaders  of  their  lace." 

He  had  been  very  much  struck  with  the 
gentle  tones  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  in  the  House  to-night — so  different 
from  the  impassioned  rhetoric  with  which 
he  was  wont  to  address  his  co-patriots 
when  he  went  on  the  rampage  in 
Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Dane)  should  like 
to  know  what  the  predecessors  of  the 
1,500  tenants  who  would  come  undo- 
the  definition  of  evicted  tenants  wonld 
say  when  they  read  their  Freeman** 
Journal  to-morrow  and  found  that  the 
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only  persons  who  under  the  BUI  would  get 
fixity  of  tenure  would  be  the  1 ,500  Bo-called 
land-grabbers  ?  These  land-grabbers  bad 
only  to  object  to  being  displaced  and  all 
proceedings   in  favour  of  the  evicted 
tenants  who  were  squatting  on  the  road- 
side would  be  blocked.     What  would 
tiiese  people  say  when  they  remembered 
that  the   late   First   Commissioner  of 
Works  (Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre)  bad  declared 
to  them  that  within  one  month  of  the 
Liberal  Party  coming  into  power  they 
would  be  restored  to  their  homesteads  ? 
If  the  Bill  woB  to  become  law  he  (Mr. 
Dane)  shoald  like  to  know  where  was  the 
security  for  the  life  of  any  one  of 
ihese  1,500  tenants  now  in  possession? 
When  the  Chief   Secretary   made  his 
declaration  someone  on  the  Back  Benches 
below  the  Gangway  said,  "  That  is  a 
curious   provision — they   cannot  touch 
these  men  "  ;  and  from  behind  came  the 
solemn,  dreadful  words  "  We  will  boy- 
cott them."    He  happened  to  know  that 
already  the  planters  on  the  Massereene 
estate  were  most  strictly  boycotted,  and  if 
they  were  boycotted  now  woald  they  be 
boycotted  any  less  on  the  Bill  becoming 
law  ?    The  Bill,  in  his  opinion,  was  not 
an  honeet  Bill.     If  the   right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  Government  honestly 
desired  to  relieve  the  unfortunate  dupes 
of  political  agitators   let  them  boldly 
bring    forward   a   Bill  to  compensate 
them    out  of  the  Consolidajied  Fund, 
and  then  see  what  the  British  taxpayer 
would  say.    He  objected  to  the  Bill  not 
only  on  the  ground  of  principle,  but  be- 
cause it  sought  to  apply  £100,000  of  the 
Church  surplus  to  do  what  ?    It  was  bad 
enough  to  plunder  the  Church,  but  it  was 
worse  than  sacrilege  to  apply  the  plunder 
in  rewarding  men  who  had  been  guilty  of 
dishonest  conduct  in  every  shape  and  form. 
The  Bill  would  give  a  premium  to  dis- 
honest tenants.    The  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  had  enlivened  his  speech  with 
an  anecdote  about  a  land  agent  who  went 
up  to  the  North  of  Ireland  to  look  for 
planters.     This  man  said,  '*  I  met  many 
men   who  had  plenty  of  money  but 
no  pluck,  and  some  men  with  plenty  of 
pluck  but  no  mimey."  He  (lu.  Dane) 
knew  plenty  of  these  so-oalled  planters 
who  were  in  possession  of  their  farms. 
They  were  humble  men,  without  per- 
haps   much    money,   but     they  had 
always     discharged    their  contracts 
honestly,  and  were  by  no  means  without 
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pluck.  Anyone  who  attempted  to  inter- 
fere with  them  would  get  as  good  as  he 
gave.  Many  of  the  evicted  tenants,  on 
tlie  other  baud,  were  men  who  had  never 

done  an  faooest  day's  work  in  their  lives. 
Were  they  to  be  preferred  before  the 
other  class  ?  Were  the  tenants  who  had 
always  paid  their  rent,  who  had  never 
had  arrears  wiped  off,  to  have  planted 
by  their  sides,  with  fixity  of  tenure,  these 
social  plague  spots  P  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  desired  to  be  generous  let  bim 
be  so  at  the  expense  of  the  State,  and  not 
at  that  of  honest  men  who  had  lived 
honest,  prosperons  lives,  and  had  always  , 
met  their  contracts  as  they  became  due. 
Anything  more  Indicrons  than  the  pro- 
position of  the  Chief  Secretary  wasmever 
heard  of.  He  proposed  a  Court  of  Arbi- 
tration manned  by  three  arbitrators.  They 
did  not  know  who  these  arbitrators  were 
to  be.  They  did  not  know  if  the  bead 
was  to  be  a  limb  of  the  law,  or  a  farmer, 
or  statistician.  At  all  events,  these 
tenants  were  to  come  off  from  the  road- 
sides, aod  the  Court  of  Arbitration  was 
to  sit  upon  them  and  settle  what  amount 
was  to  be  paid,  and  then  the  tenants, 
who  had  been  living  from  hand  to  mouth 
on  charity  doled  out  from  the  Land 
League  offices  in  Dublin,  were  to  find 
half  the  amount.  Where  were  they  to 
get  it  ?  Would  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo,  who  appeared  to  him  to  have  no 
means  of  livelihood  himself — by  which 

exprrasion  he  meant  

Mb.  sexton  :  I  rise  to  Onier.  Is 
this  reference  to  my  hon.  Friend  within 
the  common  decencies  of  Debate  ? 
*Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  hope  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  refrain  from  personalities 
of  any  kind,  and  that  he  will  retract  that 
expression. 

Mr.  DANE  said,  he  would  be  sorry  to 
use  language  that  would  hurt  the  feelings 
of  any  hon.  Member.  He  used  these 
words  in  the  sense  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  no  profession,  and  that  the  only  work 
he  followed  was  to  go  round  the  country 
making  political  speeches.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men were  very  susceptible  of  having  their 
feelings  wounded.  However,  he  would 
like  to  hear  something  practical  from  them 
as  to  who  was  to  pay  the  half  that  these 
tenants  were  to  he  called  upon  to  furnish. 
They  were  told  that  the  houses  on  the 
farms  would  not  be  in  good  condition, 
and,  with  great  generosity,  the  Chief 
Secretary  was  to  give  them  £50  to 
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put  a  house  ou  the  farm.  Let  them 
just  picture  the  couditiou  of  these 
1,500  evicted  tenaota  passed  back  to 
the  evicted  farms  without  a  sixpeuce 
except  what  they  could  get  from  hou. 
Members  behiud  him,  with  £oO  for 
a  house,  and  uothiug  to  stock  or  support 
the  farm  with  I  How  long  would  these 
ucw  teuants  be  iu  poesessiou  before  they 
would  be  in  arrears  agaiu  ?  What  would 
the  teuauts  do  when  they  got  in  there  ? 
Supposiog  their  friends  came  forward 
and  gave  them  half  the  money,  and  they 
got  this  £oO  to  put  a  house  ou  the  farm. 
How  were  they  to  pay  the  rent  ?  He 
always  liked  to  look  at  a  thiug  reasou- 
ably  and  from  a  practical  point  of  view. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  nothing  more 
ridiculous  could  have  been  propouuded 
than  the  arguments  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. If  there  was  one  thing  more  than 
another  that  he  had  always  admired  In 
the  Chief  Secretary  it  was  the  display  he 
made  of  the  courage  of  his  convictions, 
and  he  congratulated  him  upon  tlie 
courage  he  displayed  iu  this  matter.  He 
gave  him  credit  also  for  having  strangled 
the  Report  of  the  Matbew  Commission. 
Let  them  hope  that  the  Commission  he 
was  about  to  construct  would  be  con- 
structed on  practical  principles,  and  that 
the  three  men  he  placed  upon  it  would  be 
sound,  practicorl  men.  Let  him  put  men 
on  the  Commission  who  would  have  the 
good  sense  to  hold  their  tongues,  and  not 
go  into  Court  determiued  to  prejudge  the 
case,  thereby  losing  the  coufidence  of  all 
parties  wiio  had  to  go  before  them.  He 
represented  an  agricultural  constituency, 
aud  was  returned  there  by  farmers  who 
had  paid  their  rents  honestly,  and  often 
with  great  difficulty,  during  all  these  bad 
times. 

Mb.  DILLON  :  Yea,  of  the  tenant 
farmers  who  took  advantage  of  the  re- 
ductions brought  about  by  the  Plan  of 
Campaign. 

•Mk.  DANE  :  No,  men  who  look  what 
they  got  under  the  law  of  the  land,  aud 
who  set  an  example  to  the  re»t  of  Ire- 
laud  ;  and  if  their  example  had  been 
followed  we  should  not  have  beeu  dis- 
cussing an  Evicted  Teuauts  Bill  to- 
night. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  said,  the 
learned  Gentleman  in  discussing  the 
qualifications  of  the  arbitrators  under  tlie 
Bill  seemed  to  think  that  silence  should 
be  their  chief  qualification.   He  was 

Mr.  Dane 


bound  to  say  that  the  hou.  Member's  own 
speech  was  no  proof  tliat  he  possessed 
that  qualification  himself.  He  had 
listened  to  speeches  in  that  House  during 
the  most  acute  phases  of  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion, and  he  must  say  that  he  never 
heard  one  so  rude,  so  coarse,  and  so 
ofTensive  as  that  which  they  had  just 
heard.  The  learned  Gentleman  spoke  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  as  a 
person  without  the  means  of  subsisteuce 
— an  absurd  and  absolute  and  manifest 
falsehood.  They  knew  of  men  inside 
aud  outside  that  House  who  had  pro- 
fessions and  yet  had  not  the  means  of 
subsistence.  He  could  not  imagine 
any  Englishman  who  had  not  allowed 
his  mind  to  be  prejudiced  by  Party  feel- 
ing listening  to  that  speech  from  the 
advocate — a  scion  of  the  Irish  landlord 
class  —  without  conceiving  what  in- 
dignity that  class  is  capable  of  casting 
upon  the  Irish  people. 

Mr.  DANE  :  I  did  not  speak  as  a 
scion  or  a  representative  of  the  landlord 
class. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  He  is  one,  at  any 
rate. 

Mr.  DANE :  I  beg  to  say  I  am 
not. 

Mu.  SEXTON:  I  think  he  is  a 
member  of  a  family  connected  with  the 
ownership  of  land  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  DANE  :  I  am  not. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  at  all  events,  the 
hou.  Member  appeared  as  the  advocate 
of  the  landlord  class  iu  Ireland,  and  his 
speech  was  sicepcd  in  Party  spite.  When 
oue  cousiderctl  how  deeply  tlie  future 
settlement  of  the  country  was  concerned 
with  this  question,  and  how  totally  the 
hou.  Member  turned  his  back  upon  the 
great  interests  iuvolved,  he  asked  whe- 
ther this  House  could  desire  any  more 
conclusive  proof  that  in  dealing  with 
Irish  affairs  it  was  not  safe  to  follow  the 
advice  of  those  who  appeared  ma 
advocates  of  the  landlord  class  ?  Now, 
these  teuauts  evicted  from  1879,  who 
were  they  ?  They  were  the  meu  who  by 
their  spirit  and  courage  and  self-sacrifice 
put  themselves  iu  the  forefront  of  the 
land  agitation.  It  was  true  that  some  of 
them  would  have  been  able  to  pay  their 
rents  at  the  moment.  But  was  it  to  be 
contended  that  beoiuse  a  tenant  hatl 
some  money  he  was  to  pay  any  rent  that 
the  landlord  clioae  to  demand  ?  Th&>e 
were  the  meu  that  had  wrung  seven 
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great  Land  Acts  out  of  Parliament.  Did 
ParliamcDt  pass  these  Acts  out  of  mere 
love  and  affection  ?  Did  they  pass  these 
Acta  of  their  own  volition  ?  No,  they  had 
to  be  urged,  aodidriven,  and  compelled. 
The  Member  for  West  Birmingham  had 
said  that  if  there  had  not  been  a  Land 
League  there  would  never  have  been  a 
Land  Bill.  These  men  were  the  fore- 
most movers  for  land  reform.  The  quiet 
meu  in  Ulster — the  peaceable,  honest 
men — went  on  in  the  old  way,  obeying 
the  counsels  of  timidity.  The  first  fruit 
of  the  action  of  the  brave  men  on  whose 
behalf  this  Bill  was  introduced  to-night 
was  the  Act  of  1881.  Until  that  Act 
was  passed  every  one  of  these  quiet, 
peaceable,  timid  men,  represented  by  the 
hoo.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Fermanagh,  were  subject  to  having  their 
rent  raised  at  the  caprice  of  the 
landlord,  and  whether  he  paid  his 
rent  or  not  to  be  driven  out  of 
his  home.  What  change  did  the  Act  of 
1 88 1  accomplish  ?  It  put  these  quiet 
tenants  into  a  position  of  security.  Then 
came  the  Arrears  Act  of  1882,  by  which, 
again,  many  of  these  quiet  men  were 
secured  in  their  homes.  Then  came  the 
Land  Act  of  1887.  The  Liberal  Party 
were  spoken  of  as  though  they  were  the 
only  persons  who  had  taken  part  in  land 
l^islation  for  Ireland.  Alt  that  they 
did  ID  1881  was  to  say  that  the  tenant 
might  have  a  fair  rent  fixed,  but  in  1887 
the  Conservative  Party  declared  that  the 
judicial  rent  should  be  still  further  re- 
duced, and  that  the  final,  most  solemn  and 
sacred  kind  of  contract,  a  lease,  should 
no  longer  avail  against  the  fixing  of  a 
fair  rent.  That  was  not  all  the  advantage 
that  was  got  from  the  action  of  these 
brave  men  by  the  honest,  quiet,  peace- 
able men,  who  were  content  to  look  after 
their  own  interests  while  the  agitation 
was  going  forward — the  men  represented 
in  the  House  that  night  by  the  learned 
Member  for  North  Fermanagh.  He 
ventared  to  doubt  whether  any  one  of 
these  tenants  would  authorise  the  hon. 
Member  to  come  to  that  House  and  to 
deny  to  the  men  who  had  wou  for  them 
these  benefits  the  right  and  means  to  re- 
turn to  their  homes.  He  affirmed  that 
this  Parliament  was  not  in  a  position  to 
refuse  this  act  of  justice  to  the  men 
who  asserted  the  claims  of  justice  and 
obtained  their  rights.  It  was  no  reply 
to  him  to  say  that  some  of  them  could 
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have  paid  their  rent.  He  said  that  the 
rents  were  unjust.  The  abatements 
demanded  by  these  men  before  eviction 
were  abatements  less  than  those  freely 
granted  by  other  landlords  in  the  same 
district.  These  tenants  were  alw^s 
willing  to  submit  to  arbitration.  He 
should  be  astonished  to  heiar  any  gentle- 
man of  the  legal  profession  stand  up  in 
that  House  and  say  that  tenants  who  in 
the  midst  of  a  violent  movement  were 
willing  to  submit  to  arbitration  was  not 
a  proof  that  they  were  actuated  by  the 
spirit  of  justice.  It  was  the  Conservative 
Party  who,  by  the  Land  Purchase  Acts, 
snbmitted  that  the  dual  system  of  owner- 
ship in  Ireland  could  not'be  expected  to 
continue  in  Ireland,  and  certainty  it  was 
rather  late  in  the  day,  after  that  great 
principle  had  been  formulated  by  legis- 
lative enactment,  to  deny  to  the  men  who 
procured  these  reforms  the  right  to  re- 
turn to  tlieir  homm.  He  was  not  dis- 
posed upon  this  occasion  to  make  a 
Second  Reading  speech.  It  was  not 
easy  to  declare  upon  the  Bill  as  a  whole 
or  upon  its  provisions  while  the  Bill  was 
not  before  them,  and  indeed  he  deprecated 
the  system  which  had  grown  up  of  late 
of  making  a  speech  upon  the  introduction 
of  a  Bill  which  read  as  though  Members 
had  spoken  with  the  Bill  in  their  hands. 
He  could  only  attribute  the  length  and 
detail  of  some  of  the  speeches  they  had 
heard  totfaedesireof Members notsomuch 
to  oppose  this  Bill  as  to  oppose  any  and 
every  Bill  which  the  Government  might 
bring  in.  But  those  speeches  having 
been  delivered  something  must  be  said 
by  way  of  reply.  Some  gentlemen  had 
said  that  the  Bill  was  adverse  and  dis- 
agreeable to  the  landlords,  and  others  said 
that  if  it  passed  it  would  do  the  tenants 
no  real  good.  No  one  who  really  bad  the 
good  of  the  evicted  tenants  at  heart,  and 
desired  the  peace  and  welfare  of  Ireland, 
would  be  discouraged  by  the  cir- 
cumstance that  the  Bill  had  been 
assailed  from  different  points  of  view. 
Tbey  knew  how  difficult  it  was  to  got  a 
Bill  through  both  Honsea  of  Parliament, 
but  he  did  not  think  the  prospect  of 
passing  this  Bill  into  law  was  any  the 
worse  because  it  had  been  assailed  from 
these  different  points  of  view.  He  could 
not  but  allude  in  the  highest  terms  of 
praise  to  the  admirable  speech  that  had 
been  delivered  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bodmin  that  evening.  The  right  hon. 
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GeDtleman  was  an  EngliBfaman  and  sat 

for  an  Eoglisb  coDStituency,  and  be  waa 
deeply  impressed  with  tbe  manly  way  ia 
wbicb  he  bad  approached  the  question. 
He  felt  sorry  that  tbe  excellent  example 
of  "  give  and  take  "  that  bad  been  set 
before  bou.  Members  in  that  speech  bad 
not  been  observable  also  in  the  speech 
of  the  bon.  Member  for  North  Ferma- 
nagh. There  were  two  main  aspects  in 
whtcb  the  case  must  be  specially  viewed. 
The  first  was  with  regard  to  vaoan  t  f anns, 
and  the  second  was  in  relation  to  the 
forms  that  had  been  occupied  since  the 
evictions  had  been  carried  out.  On  those 
Irish  estates  which  bad  acquired  tbe 
name  of  tbe  Catopaign  estates  there  were 
at  the  present  no  less  than  I,!{dO  farms 
wbicb  would  be  affected  by  tbe  passing 
of  this  Bill,  and  already  they  understood 
such  was  tbe  cnrrent  and  force  of  public 
opinion  that  of  that  number  some  400 
farms  were  again  occupied  mostly  by 
their  old  tenants,  which  was  a  promising 
sign.  There  were  now,  therefore,  some 
900  raoant  farms,  and,  in  addition,  2,700 
other  tenants  had  also  made  application 
to  the  Commissioners,  who,  however, 
held  that  they  had  no  means  of  judging 
vhether  the  cases  of  these  men  could  be 
feirly  described  as  coming  under  the 
category  of  evicted  tenants.  He  believed 
that  in  most  cases  landlords  would  be 
only  too  glad  to  allow  tbe  old  tenants  to 
return  to  their  farms.  It  had  been  stated 
that  if  this  Bill  were  passed  the  landlords 
would  be  more  ready  than  before  to 
admit  the  "land-grabber"  as  a  tenant. 
That  was,  in  his  opinion,  a  most  mistaken 
view  to  take  of  the  effect  of  the  Bill.  He 
believed  that  if  Irish  landlords  saw  that 
this  Bill  had  a  chance  of  passing  they 
would  keep  whatever  number  of  farms 
they  had  on  their  bauds  vacant  for  six 
mouths  rather  than  take  an  offer  from  any 
"  land'grabber.'*  In  acting  thus  the 
Irish  landlords  would  be  acting  directly 
in  their  own  interests.  Tbey  would  have 
the  opportunity  of  getting  two  years^ 
rent  paid  tbem  and  the  farm  purchased  at 
onoe  if  they  wished  to  sell.  Not  only 
would  every  Irish  landlord  think  twice 
before  he  threw  away  such  a  chance,  but 
he  believed  the  majority  of  them  would 
fly  at  it.  Nor  were  the  advantages 
offered  by  tbe  Bill  only  confined  to  tbe 
landlord.  It  offered  advantages  to  the 
tenants  also,  and  he  gave  it  as  Ins 
opinion  that  within  one  year  of  the  passing 
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of  the  Bill  not  a  single  farm  would  be 

vacant.  On  the  next  point — namely, 
with  regard  to  tbe  farms  that  had  again 
been  occupied — he  believed  that  they  were 
tenanted  for  tbe  most  part  by  persons  who 
would  be  only  too  willing  to  give  up  their 
tenancy  at  any  time.  He  was  disposed  to 
think  that  tbe  provision  of  tbe  Bill  under 
wbicb  the  planter  would  be  entitled  to 
receive  compensationas  tbe  Commissioners 
might  decree  was  one  under  which  the 
great  majority  of  planters,  even  those  who 
were  genuine  agriculturists,  would  be 
willing  to  retire  from  tbe  farms.  The  Bill 
was  not  ideally  perfect,  and  was  not  such 
a  measure  as  would  be  passed  in  an  Irish 
Parliament.  It  was,  however,  as  good  a 
Bill  as  was  likely  to  pass  tbrongh  tbe 
British  Parliament,  and  he  thought  it 
would  pass  through  the  House  of 
Lords.  [Mr.  Macartney  indicated 
dissent.]  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Antrim  was  not  as  good  a  type  of  British 
opinion  as  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
^}dmin  (Mr.  Courtney),  who  had  indi- 
cated that  when  English  public  opinion 
became  familiar  with  the  provisions  oi  tbe 
Bill  even  those  who  were  not  favourably 
disposed  towards  the  tenant  class  in  Ire- 
laud  would  regard  the  proposed  settlement 
as  equitable.  In  view  of  the  prospect  of 
the  passage  of  the  Bill  into  law,  he  (Mr. 
Sexton)  was  not  disposed  to  be  so  critical 
as  to  its  details  as  be  might  otherwise  be, 
especially  at  this  first  stage,  and  be 
should  without  hesitation,  and  with  much 
gratitude,  vote  for  tbe  introduction  of  the 
measure. 

Mk.  CARSON  (Dublin  Univeraity) 
said,  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  ad- 
dressed tbe  House,  although  he  bad 
deprecated  tbe  making  of  Second  Reading 
speeches  upon  tbe  introduction  of  Bills, 
had  made  a  Second  Reading  speech  him- 
self. He  would  not  follow  the  hon. 
Member  into  his  disquisition  respecting 
land  legislation  during  the  past  15  years. 
It  was  not  material  to  inquire  whether 
tbe  evicted  tenants  were,  as  the  hon. 
Member  said,  self-sacrificing  men  who 
had  brought  abont  the  land  legislation  of 
Ireland,  for  the  simple  reason  that  the 
Bill  was  not  limited  to  tenants  who  were 
evicted  prior  to  1887,  when  the  last  of  tbe 
Land  Acts  was  passed,  but  was  meant  for 
tbe  tenants  evicted  up  to  tbe  time  of  the 
passageof  tbe  measure.  If  Members  were 
to  inquire  into  the  merits  or  the  demerits 
of  the  persons  who  were  to  have  the  ad- 
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vantage  of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  he 
thonght  a  great  deal  mi^t  be  said  oo 
the  qaestion  whether  the  £mperial  House 
ctf  Commons  should  vote  subsidies  out  of 
tiie  public  funds  for  the  purpose  of 
rewarding  those  who  had  admittedly 
taken  part  in  a  political  campaign.  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
was  rather  sanguine  when  be  said  he 
thonght  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  had  not  made  a 
speech  in  opposition  to  the  Bill.  He 
(Mr.  Carson)  would  remind  the  House 
that  while  his  right  hon.  Friend  criticised 
the  Bill  on  almost  every  detail  deecribed 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  J.  Horkiy), 
he  had  not  said  that  he  could  in  any  wise 
adopt  a  single  one  of  its  provisionEi.  He 
(Mr.  Carson)  should  be  certainly  sorry 
to  adopt  a  non  pottumus  attitude  on 
this  question.    He  knew  enough  of  Ire- 
land to  say  that  he  believed  and  admitted 
that  the  question  of  the  evicted  tenants, 
whether  they  were  rightly  or  wrongly 
evicted,  and  whether  they  were  evicted 
for  the  purpose  of  advancing  a  particular 
class  of  politicB  or  not — that  as  long  as 
it  renuuned  unsettled  the  question  of  the 
evicted  tenants  meant  a  great  deal  with 
reference  to  the  peace  of  Ireland.  He 
did  not,  however,  wish  it  to  be  for 
a  moment  supposed  that  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  J.  Morley) 
bad   proposed   a   satisfactory  solution. 
When  he  saw  the  Bill  he  would  give  it 
his  very  best  consideration,  and  in  the 
meantime  he  wished  to  suggest  certain 
nutters  which  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemui  would  consider  before  the 
Bill  was  printed.    The  question  of  the 
tribunal  was  all-important.    If  it  could 
be  avoided  he  thought  Parliament  ought 
not  to  be  continnallj  making  new  tri- 
bnnala  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out 
every  Land  Act  that  was  passed.    In  the 
first  place,  Parliament  created  the  En- 
cumbered Estates   Court,   which  was 
changed  into  the  Landed  Estates  Court. 
In  1881  a  new  tribunal,  the  Land  Com- 
mission, was  set  up.    In   1885  more 
Commissioners  were  introduced  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  the  Purchase 
Act.    At  the  present  moment  there 
were  in  Ireland  five  Land  Commissioners 
-hUI  now  holding  permanent  offices  and 
drawing  salaries  from  the  Consolidated 
Fund.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 

gropoeed  to  add  practically  another  Land 
omt  for  a  period  of  three  years. 


Mr.  J.  MOBIiEY  :  I  am  sorry  to 
internipt  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, but  I  must  do  so  in  order  to  ooireot 
a  slip  of  the  tongue  on  my  part.  I  am 
told  by  several  fi^ends  that  I  did  say 
three  years.  I  meant  to  have  said  that 
the  duration  of  the  Commission  wonld 
be  two  years. 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  that  at  all  events 
if  two  Commissioners  were  appointed 
with  good  salaries  in  Ireland  the  very 
next  move  that  would  be  made  would  be 
to  make   the  offices  permanent.  He 
could  not  for  the  life  of  him  see  what 
was  the  advantage  of  having  a  temporary 
Commission  of  this  kind.    Why  should 
not  the  new  Commissioners  be  made  a 
branch  of  the  Land  Commission  ?  He 
thought  the  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  would  agree  with  what  was 
said  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bodmin 
— namely,   that  above   all    things  it 
would  be  Dec&'*sary  to  appoint  men  who 
would  be  perfectly  independent  of  all 
Parties  in  Ireland.    What  independence 
was  going  to  be  given  to  these  authorities  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  J.  Mor- 
ley)  said  he  was  going  to  have  their 
salaries  voted  by  Farluimeut.    Did  he 
think  that  the  landlords  and  those  who 
sympathised  with  them  would  consider 
that  the  arbitrators  were  in  a  perfectly 
independent  position  when  their  salaries 
depended  upon  the  course  which  Members 
below  the  Gangway  might  take  F  To 
set  up  a  tribunal  of  this  kind  would  be 
to  set  up  a  tribunal  which,  if  it  did  act 
independently,  would  certainly  not  get 
the  credit  of  it  from  any  Party  in  Ireland. 
As  far  as  he  had  understood  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  had  not  at  all  pro- 
fessed to  define  what  were  the  actual 
lines  on  which  Uie  arbitrators  were  to- 
act.    This,  he  ventured  to  think,  was  an 
entire  mistake.   If  the  arbitrators  were 
to  be  left  to  find  out  for  themselves  how 
they  were  to  act  in  relation  to  the  evicted 
tenants,  or  the  landlords,  or  the  new 
tenants,  a  condition  of  chaos  would  be 
created  which  would  render  the  Act 
utterly  nugatory.    Were  the  arbitratora 
to  inquire  into  the  history  of  evictions, 
or  into  the  history  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, and  were  they  to  inquire  whether 
the  tenants  on  leaving  their  holding 
were  free  agents  or  not  ?    He  believeid 
that  many  ox  them  were  not  free  agents, 
but  went  out  because  the  law  was  not 
strong  enough  to  protect  them  in  Ireland. 
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If  DO  defiuitioD  was  to  be  given  to  the 
arbitrators,  differeot  parties  in  Ireland 
would  certainly  raise  the  question,  each 
from  their  own  point  of  view,  and  there 
would  never  be  a  general  eonsensus  oC 
opiuion  with  «ich  side  doing  its  best  to 
make  the  Act  a  success.  The  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  had  already  suggested 
that  there  should  be  some  method  by 
which  a  valuation  should  be  made.  Was 
the  State  to  advaoce  money  as  upou  the 
security  in  its  present  condition,  or  as  upon 
the  security  of  the  farm  in  the  condition 
in  which  it  was  when  the  tenant  was 
evicted  ?  A  much  more  important  ques- 
tion remained.  How  were  the  interests 
of  the  new  tenants — the  "  planters  "  as 
they  had  been  called — to  be  valued  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  talked  of 
some  of  the  tenants  having  substantial 
interests,  and  some  of  them  not  having 
substantial  interests.  Everyone  knew 
that  every  occupying  tenant  had  a  sub- 
stantial interest  in  his  holding.  If  it  was 
to  be  laid  down  that  the  interests 
of  the  new  tenants  were  to  be  com- 
pensated by  the  State,  some  de6nite 
lines  on  which  those  interests  were 
to  be  valued  should  also  be  laid  down. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  bad  described 
the  new  tenants,  or  some  of  them,  as 
being  obnoxious  persons  who  held  nn- 
temible  positiom?.  He  (Mr.  Carson) 
wished  to  know  whether  they  were  to 
have  the  holdings  valued  on  the  assump- 
tion that  they  held  untenable  positions  ? 
If  not,  the  only  basis  on  which  they 
could  be  valued  was  that  of  the  fair 
market  value.  The  matter,  however, 
was  not  one  on  which  an  arbitrator  could 
decide.  It  was  a  matter  for  the  decision 
of  the  House,  as  it  would  lead  to  the 
question  whether  Parliament  was  pre- 
pared to  withdraw  its  support  from  this 
particular  class  of  tenants.  He  came 
now  to  the  only  othOT  question  he  would 
venture  to  deal  with  on  that  occasion,  and 
that  was  the  question  of  finance.  He 
could  not  see  what  was  the  object  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  trying  to  lead 
the  House  to  believe  that  the  sum  of 
£100,000  would  be  suflScient  for  his  pur- 
pose. If  the  Bill  were  passed  within  12 
months  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  be 
were  still  in  power,  or  someone  from  the 
Conservative  side  if  the  Conservatives 
were  then  in  power,  would  point  out  that 
the  sum  that  had  been  given  was  abso- 
lately  useless,  and  would  ask  whether  the 
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Act  was  to  become  a  dead  letter  simply 
for  the  want  of  £300,000  or  £400,000 
more.  The  question  of  finance  must  be 
gone  into  in  great  detail.  It  had  been 
generally  conceded  throughout  the  Debate 
that  there  were  at  least  4,000  or  5,000 
tenants  who  were  to  be  restored  to  their 
holdings.  If  each  of  them  received  £60, 
how  much  of  the  £100,000  would  there 
be  left  ?  The  landlord  had  also  to  be 
paid  a  year's  rent  and  his  costs  and  the 
**  planters "  had  also  to  be  bought  out. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  at  all 
estimated  what  the  number  of  these 
planters  was  likely  to  be,  and  he  had 
passed  over  what  was  likely  to  be  the 
most  expensive  item  of  all  in  connection 
with  them.  One  of  the  Appendices  of 
the  Matbew  Commission  Report  showed 
that  on  the  Lansdo  wne  estate  alone  40  or  50 
new  tenants  had  purchased  their  holdings. 
It  would  be  necessary  to  get  rid  of 
every  one  of  these  new  tenants.  Life 
would  be  intolerable  for  them  in  Ireland, 
and  it  would  be  utterly  impossible  for 
any  one  of  them  to  remain  on  his  hold- 
ing, if  it  were  thought  that  he  was  the 
only  obstacle  to  the  evicted  tenant's 
return.  Some  of  these  men  bought  as 
far  back  as  1890,  and  had,  therefore, 
found  four  or  five  years*  instalments  of 
the  purchase  money.  It  would  be  neces- 
sary for  the  State  to  take  ovra-  the 
security  upon  which  the  Land  Commis-- 
sion  had  advanced  loans,  and  it  would 
also  be  necessary  to  compensate  these 
men  for  driving  them  out  of  a  freehold 
for  which  they  had  found  a  large  sum. 
There  was  one  additional  class  of 
tenants  on  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  J.  Morley)  had  not  dealt  at  all 
— namely,  those  who  had  been  pnt  into 
their  holdings  as  new  tenants  by  the 
Land  Purchase  Act.  At  the  jneaent 
moment  there  were  in  the  Land  Jadge*8 
Court  some  1,400  estates.  Was  it  {NPO- 
posed  that  the  lettiugs  which  had  been 
made  by  the  Chancery  Division  of  the 
High  Court  were  to  be  set  aside  ?  Did 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  see  that  he 
was  bringing  on  a  conflict  of  jurisdiction 
which  would  be  of  the  most  alarming 
character  P  The  arbitraton  would  make 
a  conditional  Order  that  Mr.  Justice 
Mnnro  should  turn  oat  the  tenants  whom 
he  accepted  by  a  solemn  Order  of  the 
Court  some  yean  incTionsly,  and  the 
learned  Judge  would  have  to  ahow  came 
why  he  conld  not  go  back  on  the  Older 
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made  bj  him.  He  (Mr.  Carson)  had  not 
maoh  gjmpathj  with  leaving  these  1,400 
estates  in  Mr.JusticeMnnro'sCourtatall. 
He  woald  snggest  that  those  1,400 
estates  should  be  left  to  Mr.  Justice 
Mnnro  to  deal  with  iu  such  a  waj  as 
Parliament  might  choose.  Thme  tenants 
had  got  into  possessioo  under  the  sanction 
and  by  the  order  of  the  Court,  and  it 
would  be  a  serious  matter  for  the  -right 
hon.  Gicntleman  to  disturb  them  iu  their 
possession.  He  could  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  had  put  forward 
these  suggestions  with  the  view  of  giving 
the  Bill  a  full  and  fair  consideration,  be- 
cause it  was  necessary  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  be  able  to  solve  some 
of  the  very  difficult  problems  that  had 
been  pat  before  him,  and  which  would 
have  to  be  solved  before  it  would  be 
possible  to  pass  the  measure  into  law. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  liave 
to  see  whether  there  could  not  he  some 
^ternative  arrived  at  besides  turning  out 
these  men  who  were  tenants  under  the 
existing  law.  He  had  always  thought 
that  it  might  be  possible  to  solve  the 
difficulty  by  applying  the  sum  proposed 
to  be  advancol  in  the  purchase  of  land 
on  which  to  'iKOTide  holdings  for  these 
evicted  tenants.    He  was  sure  that  in  the 

fiToaeat  state  of  the  Irish  land  market 
ai^e  tracts  of  laud  might  be  purchased 
for  £100,000.  He  thought  that  that 
suggestion  might  be  worth  the  considera- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  the  proposals  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  give  rise  to 
many  controversies  in  Ireland,  because 
the  tenant  who  had  managed  by  borrow- 
ing money  to  pay  his  rent  to  tide  over 
the  bad  time  would  protest  against  the 
evicted  tenants  being  placed  in  a  better 
position  than  that  which  he  occupied. 
The  right  hon.  Gr«ntlrana)i  proposed  to 
give  the  evicted  tenants  the  advaut^;e 
of  compulsory  purchase,  which  was  not 
to  be  given  to  the  existing  tenant.  With 
regard  to  the  guarantee  deposit,  ,if  it 
was  to  be  abolished  iu  the  case  of  rein- 
stated evicted  tenants  it  ought  to  be 
aboli^ed  altogether.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  get  over  all  the  diffi- 
culties he  had  pointed  out  he  could 
promise  him  his  support  in  oairying  this 
measure. 

Colonel  SAUNDEBSON  (Armagh, 
IS.)  said,  that  his  right  hoir.  Friend 
^ipoaite  had  proposed  to  deal  very  cleverly 


with  a  very  difficult  task — a  task  which 
might  have  appalled  even  the  most  logical 
mind,  and  bad  attempted  to  reconcile 
difficulties  which  appeared  to  him  to  be 
absolutely  irreconcilable.  What  was  the 
principle  which  underlay  this  Bill?  In  the 
whole  history  of  Parliament  no  such  Bill 
had  ever  before  been  laid  before  the 
House  of  Commons,  because  it  was 
altogether  opposed  to  the  principles  of 
British  jurisprudence,  inasmuch  as  it 
proposed  tu  replace  in  their  holdings  men 
who  had  not  shown  themselves  to  be 
loyal  subjects  or  men  whom  a  landlord 
would  choose  as  his  tenants  of  his  own 
free  will.  Quite  the  reverse.  Out  of  all 
the  evicted  tenants  those  were  specially 
singled  out  who  least  deserved  sympathy. 
The  first  question  they  should  ask  them- 
selves was  this — Why  do  you  select  A 
certain  class  of  tenants  to  replace  them  iu 
their  farms  ?  Why  were  not  the 
sympathies  of  the  Government  enlisted 
earlier  ?  The  explanation  was  given  in 
a  speech  made  yesterday  by  the  Home 
Secretary,  who  said  that  the  Government 
depended  for  its  existence  on  an  Irish 
majority.  The  Bill  hud  been  framed  to 
satisfy  a  section  of  the  Irish  supporters 
of  the  Gevemment ;  but  as  far  as  he 
could  gather  it  did  not  really  satisfy  any- 
body. It  did  not  satisfy,  so  far  as  he 
could  gather,  the  supporters  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford.  One  Irish  Mem- 
ber had  condemned  it  in  language  as 
strong  as  he  could  use  himself.  The 
hon;  Member  for  East  Mayo  supported 
the  Bill,  but  said  that  it  would  not  settle 
the  question. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  I  said  it  would  not 
settle  the  Land  Question. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  said,  the 
Land  Question  was  the  question.  If  it 
were  not  that  the  Irish  politician  re- 
quired to  have  something  with  which  to 
bribe  his  followers,  the  Irish  Question 
would  be  settled  to-mofrow.  They  now 
learnt  that  if  this  Bill  were  carried  it 
would  be  only  a  temporary  settlement. 
In  fact,  so  far  as  he  could  make  out,  it 
was  a  Bill  devised  by  the  Government  to 
whitewash  the  Flan  of  Campaign  and  its 
authors.  If  the  Bill  were  carried,  as  he 
suf^msed  it  would  be — as  any  Bill  would 
be  which  the  Goveniment  clearly  sub- 
mitted as  a  matter  of  coafidence,  for  how- 
ever much  hon.  Members  disapproved  of 
it  they  woald  vote  for  it,  and  ne  there* 
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fore  took  it  as  a  foregone  conclusioD  that 
the  BUI  woald  paBS  through  the  House 
of  Commons — what  assorance  was  there 
that  it  would  attain  the  objects  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  believed  it  would  settle  a 
diffienlt  question ;  but  Irish  Members 
said  it  would  not.  The  sumiorteni  of  the 
Member  for  Waterford,  if  he  understood 
them  rightly,  absolutely  rejected  the  Bill. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Majo  informed 
them  that  it  would  not  settle  the  Land 
Question.  Of  course  it  would  not  settle 
the  Land  Question. 

Mk.  DILLON :  This  is  only  a  section 
of  the  Land  Question. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  said,  the 
Chief  Secretary  bad  said  that  the  dual 
ownership  of  land  was  one  that  could  not 
and  ought  not  to  eontinue,  and  that  it 
was  ui  insupportable  condition  of  afibirs. 
That  was  a  view  that  he  had  heard  main- 
tained by  gentlemen  on  his  own  side  of 
the  House,  who  knew  nothing  whatever 
about  the  question.  He  supported  the 
first  Land  Bill  because  he  felt  that  Irish 
tenants  required  protection,  but  one  of 
the  great  arguments  for  it  was  that  the 
Ulster  custom  had  brought  about  amic- 
able relations,  and  that  it  ought  to  be  ex- 
tended to  the  rest  of  Ireland.  This  dual 
ownership,  which  they  were  told  was  so 
monstrona,  had  long  existed  in  Ulster, 
which  was  not  the  least  prosperous  part 
of  the  country  ;  and  now  it  was  said  the 
system  could  be  no  longer  maintained.  If 
uiia  Bill  passed  he  supposed  dual  owner- 
ship would  cease.  As  a  landlord, 
he  looked  upon  the  Bill  as  a 
direct  attack  upon  the  land-owning  class. 
But  if  it  was  only  an  attack  upon  the 
land-owning  class,  and  if  it  might  possibly 
effect  a  solution  of  the  Irish  Question, 
and  bring  peace  and  harmony  to  Ireland, 
though  a  landlord,  he  would  make  a  great 
Baerifioe  to  bring  that  about.  But  it  was 
not  proposed  to  do  away  with  landlords  ; 
it  was  proposed  to  sweep  away  the 
|«6Bent  landlords  and  to  create  500,000 
m  their  place.  Thus  the  Bill  would  not 
abolish  the  Irish  agitator  ;  it  would  leave 
him  more  laudlonk  to  attack,  and  they 
would  be  much  more  incapable  of  defend- 
ing themselves  than  the  present  landlords. 
Members  should  ask  thonselves  why  it 
was  necessary  that  they  should  depart 
from  the  ordinary  lines  of  legislation  in 
order  to  force  tenants  book  to  their 
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holdings.  It  was  a  sad  sight  to  any 
man  who  cared  for  Ireland  to  see  poor 
tenants  living  in  huts  in  view  of  the  farm 
which  had  been  their  home  and  that  of 
their  forefathers  before  them  ;  but  what 
effect  ougbt  that  fact  to  have  on  the 
minds  of  the  Irish  people  ?  It  ougbt  to 
point  out  to  them  Uwt  the  men  wlto 
advised  them  to  adopt  the  course  which 
had  been  their  ruin  were  the  men  who 
all  along  had  been  at  tiie  bottom  of  Irish 
discontent  and  misfortune.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  appeared  to  claina 
some  credit  for  having  been  the  means  of 
feeding  some  15,000  families.  He  did 
not  give  the  hon.  Member  any  credit, 
because  the  hon.  Member  was  the  author 
of  their  misery.  He  and  his  colleague 
the  Member  for  Cork  ran  in  couples,  and 
openly  avowed  that  their  object  was,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  stated 
the  other  night  at  Wolverhampton,  to 
make  law  in  &eland  impossible. 

Mb.  DILLON  :  I  beg  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's puMlou,  What  I  said  was  that 
unfortunately  since  the  Union  we  never 
could  get  any  reform  until  the  country 
was  brought  to  the  verge  of  oivil  war. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON :  Then 
his  object  was  to  bring  the  country  to  the 
verge  of  civil  war.  That  description  of 
it  satisfied  him  quite  as  well  as  his  other 
statement.  There  was  a  difference  in 
the  course  pursued  by  the  hon.  Membera 
for  Mayo  and  Cork,  although  they  ran  in 
couples.  They  put  him  in  miod  of  the 
highwaymen  w  a  former  age,  who  went 
in  couples.  One  was  a  ferocious  highway 
robber  who  presented  his  pistol  at  the 
heads  of  travellers,  and  the  other  was  the 
smiling  gentleman  who  accepted  the  un- 
willing tribute  from  the  passengers  in- 
side. The  hoQ.  Member  for  Mayo  went 
about  the  oouutry  and  openly  proclaimed 
that  if  any  man  backed  down  in  the 
fight  his  life  would  not  be  a  happy  one. 
The  hoD.  Member  for  Cork  had  a  more 
sympathetic  method,  aud,  following  up 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  made  a  col- 
lection in  two  carpet  bags.  This  was 
what  happened  after  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  had  made  his  speech.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  said — 

**  There  is  nothing  in  all  my  life  that  has 
touched  me  more  than  the  way  in  which  those 
thoasands  of  pooi  western  farmers  scraped 
together  the  amoant  of  their  deposits,  many  of 
them,  to  my  own  knowledge,  oj  beeging  and 
by  borrowhif,  and  the  absolute  aiuT  nnqaes- 
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tiniioff  ooofidenoe  with  which  they  handed  over 
their  Uttle  store  to  a  man  like  myuilf,  a  stranger 
to  them,  whose  worldly  goods  were  all  contained 
in  tw  portmauteaas." 

If  the  House  of  Commoas  should  think 
it  was  a  wise  tiling  to  alter  the  whole 
character  of  their  proceediogs  in  order  to 
Bfttisfy  the  requirements  of  those  two 
gentlemen,  who  happened  to  find  them- 
seives  in  a  hole  from  which  thej  could 
not  extricate  themselves,  and  if  they 
were .  to  tell  the  Irish  landlords  that 
instead  of  taking  the  sotvent  tenant  they 
were  to  take  those  men  who  borrowed 
and  begged  their  capital  in  order  to  place 
it  in  a  portmanteau,  they  would  be  making 
a  perfect  mockery  of  themselves.  If  it 
could  be  shown  that  this  woald  be  a  HDal 
solution  of  the  Irish  Question,  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  his  side  of  the  House  would 
eamestlj  consider  it  and  try  to  make  it 
acceptable.  But  there  was  no  auch  pre- 
tence. From  the  Leaders  of  both  sec- 
tions below  the  Gangway  they  had 
had  a  clear  statement  tiiat  this 
would  uot  bo  a  real  settlement 
at  all — ^that  it  would  be  only  a  partial 
settlement.  It  was  an  effort  to  whitewash 
Uie  Members  for  Mayo  and  Cork.  One 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  struck  him 
as  extremely  ingenious.  He  always 
knew  that  the  great  difficulty  that  would 
present  itself  to  the  mind  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  watt  this — how  to  deal  with,  and 
satisfactorily  get  rid  of,  the  tenants  who 
werenow  in  the  possession  of  evicted  farms. 
This  Bill  would  afford  what  he  would 
call  a  natural  process  of  eviction.  The 
final  decision  was  given  to  the  present 
tenants  whether  they  would  give  up 
their  farms  or  not,  and  should  they  say 
"  No"  what  would  be  the  position  ?  He 
ventured  to  say  that  anybody  who  had 
studied  Irish  affairs  during  the  lut  10  or 
11  years  knew  well  that  if  a  man  now  in 
possession  of  one  of  these  evicted-  farms 
refused  to  give  it  up,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo,  or  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
or  some  of  the  other  Irish  patriots  of  the 
same  kidney,  would  appear  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood and  would  denounce  the  laud- 
grabber  by  uame,aud  then  bis  life  would  not 
be  a  happy  one  in  Ireland  or  beyond  the  sea. 
It  was  because  he  believed  that  this  Bill 
would  settle  nothing,  because  he  looked 
upon  it  as  simply  an  effort  to  tide  over  an 
Irish  political  difficulty,  which  did  not 
affect  the  Goveniment  themselves,  but 
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affected  the  Party  upon  which  the  Go- 
vernment depended  for  support  ;  because 
he  believed  that  this  Bill,  instead  of  being 
good  for  Ireland,  would  accentuate  those 
disasters  which  had  stained  her  past, 
that  he  should  oppose  this  measure.  He 
could  cimceive  no  lesson  more  hopelessly 
pernicious  than  to  teaoh  the  Irish  people 
that,  having  disobeyed  the  law  and 
having  stuck  to  their  disobedience,  the 
House  of  Commons  would  whitewash 
them.  He  would  rather  teach  the  Irish 
people  that  the  law  must  be  obeyed,  and 
that  then  the  House  of  Commons  would 
be  willing  to  deal  justly,  fairly,  and 
generously  with  them.  When  the  Irish 
people  had  been  taught  this  lesson,  great 
progress  would  have  been  made  in  the 
solution  of  the  Irish  Question. 

Mr.  AR^^OLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  said,  he  approached  this  question 
from  a  different  standpoint  to  that  in 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  G«ntienun 
viewed  it,  because  he  believed  as  a  Repre- 
sentative of  a  purely  workiug-class  com- 
munity in  Ireland  he  was  bound  to  look 
at  the  question  from  the  point  of  view  of 
how  it  would  affect  his  constituents.  He 
must  say  that  to  a  large  extent  he 
sympathised  with  many  of  the  expressions 
that  had  fallen  from  the  Chief  Secretary, 
and  he  entirely  shared  his  views  that  the 
advantages  which  would  be  conferred  on 
the  community  were  not  confined  to  the 
particular  class  with  whom  the  Bill  more 
especially  dealt.  He  was  perfectly 
certain  that  the  majority  of  his  con- 
stituents would  feel  that  if  this  question 
could  be  solved  honourably  on  the  basis 
suggested  by  the  Chief  Secretary  it 
would  be  a  pure  gain.  On  the  other 
hand,  be  could  uot  but  remember  that 
there  were  principles  involved  in  this 
solution  which  affected  very  clcwely  the 
welfare  not  only  of  those  immediately 
concerned  but  of  any  commercial  com- 
munity, and  he  was  tempted  to 
ask  whether  supposing  the  advan- 
tages that  were  claimed  for  this 
solution  by  the  Chief  Secretary  were 
tu  be  obtained  there  would  not  be  com- 
pensating disadvantages  in  the  way,  and 
whether  they  could  not  obtain  the  same 
advantage  without  making  the  same 
sacrifice  of  principle  they  were  asked  to- 
make  by  the  Bill.  This  Debate  had  uot 
turned  upon  the  general  principles  which 
underlay  this  great  change  they  were 
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ftboat  to  make,  and  he  thought  it  was 

high  time  to  recall  some  of  the  general 
principles  which  wonid  be  affected  not 
only  in  Ireland  but  England  if  this  Bill 
became  law,  and  be  felt  strongly  that  if 
these  general  principles  were  once  tam- 
pered with  they  would  affect  not  only 
the  particular  section  of  the  vommnnity 
for  whose  benefit  the  Bill  was  intended, 
but  they  would  afiTect  every  community 
in  Ireland,  including  bis  constituents. 
The  main  features  of  this  Bill  were 
cutting  straight  at  the  basis  of  all  their 
political  institutions.  They  were,  in 
the  first  place,  asked  to  sanction  a  irreat 
measure  of  ex  post  facto  legislation. 
They  were  asked  to  state  that  these 
tenants  who  were  not  present  tenants 
were  to  be  conpidered  present  tenants, 
were  to  be  put  in  a  position  which  the 
law  at  present  did  not  concede  to  them, 
and  were  to  be  restored  to  the  position 
which,  if  they  had  obeyed  the  ordinary 
law,  they  would  have  been  in  long  ago. 
He  regarded  it  as  a  calamity  to  accept 
any  princij^e  of  ex  post  facto  legisla- 
tion. They  were  asked  to  select  for 
reward  persons  who  had  no  other  claim 
for  reward  or  distinction  than  that  they 
bad  been  prominent  as  breakers  of  the 
law.  They  were  conferring  not  only  the 
immediate  advantages  in  view,  but  other 
subsidiary  advantages  on  these  tenants 
in  contradistinction  to  other  tenants  who 
had  come  underthe  benefitof  the  Land  Act 
in  Ireland,  and  there  was  no  doubt  they 
were  putting  the  crown  on  the  illegal 
action  of  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way and  confirming  the  opinion  in  Ire- 
land that  there  was  only  one  way  to 
acquire  the  support  of  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament and  that  was  to  break  the  law 
and  continue  to  break  it.  He  saw  very 
clearly  the  misery  and  misfortune  of  the 
situation  that  bad  been  created.  He  did 
not  attach  too  much  value  to  the  appeal 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo. 
He  had  heard  the  hon.  Member  on  plat- 
forms and  in  that  House,  and  be  should 
never  attach  much  value  to  his  utterances 
in  this  House  outil  he  had  the  pleasure  of 
observing  a  marked  alteration  in  the 
character  of  the  utterances  the  hon. 
Member  gave  vent  to  on  platforms  in 
Ireland,  where  they  had  more  effect  than 
they  had  in  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
attached  importance  to  the  statement  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  that  this  question  in 
•ts  immediate  aspects  seriously  concerned 
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the  peace  of  the  country,  but  that  did 
not  convince  him  that  this  was  the  onljr 
solution.  They  had  to  face  the  snm  of 
£100,000,  which  was  to  effect  the  solu- 
tion of  the  case  as  the  Chief  Secretary 
put  it.  But  there  were  two  cases  to  be 
considered,  the  one  which  the  Chief 
Secreta,ry  bad  in  his  mind  and  the  case 
which  the  hon.  Mwber  for  the  Harbour 
Division  of  Dublin  had  in  his  mind. 
They  w»e  two  (totally  different  casee. 
The  ease  pressed  by  the  Chief  Secretarj 
was  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo,  who  bod  a  tin  kettle  tied  to  his 
tail  and  wanted  to  get  rid  of  it.  The 
hon.  Member  had  got  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign tenants  for  whom  he  was  respon- 
sible ;  they  were  preying  on  the  com- 
munity, and  it  was  most  desirable  they 
should  be  taken  away  from  the  situation  iu 
which  they  at  present  stood.  These  were 
the  men  whom  this  Bill  was  to  reinstate. 
If  it  were  a  case  of  £100,000  on  the  one 
side  aud  of  a  great  blow  to  their  Consti- 
tution on  the  other,  the  game  was  not 
wortif  the  candle,  and  there  was  a  much 
more  reasonable  way  in  which  this  diffi- 
culty could  be  overcome.  They  had 
been  told  over  and  over  again  that  the 
British  pnblic  was  dying  to  salve  its  con- 
science for  the  injury  done  to  Ireland, 
and  that  it  felt  bitterly  the  wrong  done 
to  Ireland.  If  there  was  this  grievous 
wrong  or  hardship  in  this  case  it  would 
be  a  mere  trifle  to  raise  the  £  1 00,000,  and 
solve  the  whole  of  (be  difficulty  by,  not 
out  of  public  but  out  of  private  funds, 
making  this  bribe  to  the  landlords  on  the 
one  hand  and  the  tenants  on  the  other. 
There  was  no  means  of  getting  rid  of  the 
tenants  except  by  some  bribe  acceptable 
to  both  landlonls  and  tenants.  It  was  a 
matter  of  merely  £300  for  everyone  of 
the  Gladstoniau  constituencies  to  collect, 
and  it  would  be  infinitely  better  if  that 
was  the  whole  problem  that  tbey  should 
be  reheved  of  it  by  means  of  private 
endeavour,  and  not  leave  their  etatnte 
law  and  principles  of  legislation  vitiated. 
It  was  said  by  the  I<eader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion with  perfect  troth  that  the  sum  pro- 
posed was,  after  all,  a  mere  subsidy  in 
aid  of  the  Paris  fund,  and  he  should 
have  great  reluctance  to  vote  in  favonr 
of  a  Bill  which  bad  no  other  object  in 
view  than  that  of  snbsidizing  this  Paris 
fund.  Without  going  further,  be  said 
that  a  wholly  different  series  of  questions 
arose,  and  be  should  like  to  know  a  little 
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more  fnllj  than  the  House  had  been  told 
that  uigbt  what  was  the  view  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  with  regard  to  tenants 
other  than  the  Plan  of  Campaign  tenants. 
For  it  mnst  not  be  forgotten  that  there 
were  two  classes  of  tenants — the  class 
who  were  mentioned  in  the  Mathew  Com- 
mission and  those  who  were  not — and  he 
absohitely  saw  no  reason  why  the  whole 
of  the  tenants  who  had  been  evicted 
since  1879,  wherever  they  were,  should 
not  be  able  to  put  in  a  claim  for  equal 
consideration  if  the  wide  interpretation 
of  the  Bill  suggested  by  the  hou.  Member 
for  the  Harbour  Division  was  accepted. 
If  the  Chief  Secretary  intended  that  the 
whole  of  the  tenants  should  come  in,  then 
they  should  give  this  up  as  a  hopeless 
problem  at  once.  He  should  be  glad  to 
make  some  strong  eflTort  to  bring  about  a 
solution  of  the  difficulty,  if  the  scheme 
was  narrowed  down  so  as  to  apply  to  the 
smaller  number  of  tenants  ;  but  if  they 
were  going  to  have  this  wider  proposal 
sirggested  to  the  House — and  he  saw  ab- 
solately  nothing  in  the  proposal  of  the 
right  faon.  Gentleman  at  the  present 
moment  which  could  or  would  exclude 
them — he  declared  it  was  simply  a  waste 
of  time  to  propose  this  measure.  He 
agreeii  with  the  Member  for  South  'f  yroue 
that  to  talk  of  £100,000  as  in  any  way 
remotely  resembling  the  cost  of  this 
operation,  if  it  was  to  be  conducted  on 
the  scale  suggested  by  the  Member  for 
the  Harbour  Division,  was  absolutely  aud 
entirely  a  dream.  He  should  he  glad  if 
the  Chief  Secretary  could  remove  some 
of  the  objections  which  were  bond  Jide 
objections  he  and  others  felt,  not  to  the 
particular  effort  which  was  being  made 
to  remove  this  great  sore  in  Ireland,  but 
objections  which  applied,  not  only  to  this 
case,  but  to  the  mischievous  eiTect  it 
would  have  on  all  legislation  in  future. 
This  was  more  than  a  question  relatiug 
to  3,000  or  4,000  uuliappy  and  misguided 
tenants  in  Ireland  ;  it  was  a  question 
which  would  affect  all  legislation,  not 
only  in  regard  to  Ireland  but  the  Unitett 
Kingdom,  and  it  was  one  in  which  the  men 
who  had  *to  depend  on  the  validity  of 
contracts,  and  to  conduct  business  on  the 
faith  of  the  laws  under  which  they  lived, 
were  deeply  concerned.  It  was  rather 
too  much  to  request  hon.  Members,  ou  no 
stronger  case  than  had  been  preseuted  to 
them  that  night,  to  put  their  names  to  a 
Bill   of   this  magnitude  and  character 


without  any  clear  and  definite  explana- 
tion of  what  the  limits  of  it  were  to  be. 
They  could  not  lightly  embark  on  the 

operations  of  this  kind,  which  involved 
the  application  of  a  great  general  prin- 
ciple to  a  particular  instance,  aud  which 
were  opposed  to  those  general  principles 
of  law  that  were  the  fouudatiou  of  law 
and  order  in  all  countries.  However  he 
might  sympathise  with  the  object  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  did  sympathise  with  it  to  a 
large  extent,  he  could  not  support  it 
unless  he  was  made  infinitely  better  ac- 
quainted than  at  present  with  the  solu- 
tion which  presented  itself  to  the  minds 
of  the  Government  in  regard  to  the  great 
questions  of  principle  involved.  He  de- 
sired, however,  to  reserve  final  judgment 
on  the  Bill  uutil  he  had  seen  its  details, 
but  he  felt  bouud  to  say  that  as  it  had 
been  presented  he  did  not  tbiuk 
it  guaranteed  any  solution  of  the 
difficulty. 

Mh.  J.  LOWTHEE  (Kent,  Thanet) 
quite  agreed  that  this  was  an  occasion 
upon  which  it  was  not  desirable  to  entw 
into  any  minute  examination  of  the  prin- 
ciples or  details  of  this  Bill.  They  had 
not  the  Bill  before  them  in  a  form  in 
which  they  could  subject  it  to  legitimate 
criticism.  But  he  thought  this  was  an 
occasion  when  those  who,  like  himself, 
bad  taken  cousiderable  interest  in  times 
past  in  connection  with  land  legislation 
for  Ireland,  should  be  permitted  to  say 
oue  or  two  words  on  the  priuciple  of  the 
Bill.  The  hon.  aud  gallant  Member  for 
Armagh  referred  to  the  fact  that  he,  for 
one,  had  been  a  supporter  of  the  Land 
BiU  of  1870.  He,  like  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend,  took  some  part,  humble 
though  it  was,  in  connection  with  that 
Bill,  though  the  part  he  took  was  exactly 
the  reverse  of  that  taken  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman.  He  was  one  of 
a  baud  of  11,  all  told,  who  recorded  their 
votes  against  the  Second  Reading  of  that 
Bill.  He  was  certainly  the  only  Parlia- 
mentary, aud,  he  believed,  the  only  phy- 
sical survivor  of  that  band,  which  was 
divided  into  different  political  Parties^ 
only  two  others  belonging  to  his  Party, 
and  be  was  certainly  the  only  physical 
survivor  of  these.  The  other  companions 
who  were  with  him  in  the  Lobby  on  that 
occasion  opposed  the  Bill,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Harbour  Division  had 
done  that  night,  on  grounds  precisely  tho 
reverse  of  his.  As  regarded  the  principle 


Digitized  by  GoOglc 


935 


Evicted  Tenants 


{COMMONS} 


(Ireland)  BUI.  936 


of  the  Bill  now  before  the  House,  they 
were  told  that  thej  must  ami  ought  to 
make  some  sacrifice  in  order  to  settle  the 
Irish  QuestioD.  He  had  heard  many 
appeals  addressed  to  that  House  to  make 
sacrifices  to  settle  Irish  questions.  On  the 
occasion  he  referred  to«  in  1870,  they  were 
told  they  were  to  make  sacrifices  of  their 
convictions  for  the  grand  purpose  of 
settling  the  Irish  Qnestiou.  He  well  re- 
membered the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Midlothian  making  a  pathetic 
appeal  to  the  House  to  cast  aside  pre- 
judices for  the  purpose  of  settling  the 
Irish  Question  once  and  for  all.  They 
knew  the  result  of  that  attempt,  and  how 
that  Act  of  Parliament  was  one  of  the 
greatest  injuries  to  Ireland  and  had  landed 
them  in  the  position  they  were  now,  when 
the  Chief  Secretary  came  down  and 
asked  them  to  make  one  more  attempt 
to  settle  the  Irish  Question  by  casting 
once  more  to  the  winds  the  principles 
hitherto  regarded  as  sacred  by  that  House. 
What  was  the  principle  the  right  hon. 
Geutlemau  asked  them  to  adopt  ?  He 
asked  them  to  lay  their  hands  on  public 
funds.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  pointed 
out  they  were  Irish  funds.  He  admitted 
they  were  Irish  funds,  abstracted  from 
— he  always  used  to  say  stolen  from — 
but  after  the  lapse  of  so  many  years  he 
might,  perhaps,  use  the  somewhat  nega- 
tire  expression,  and  say  sums  of  money 
abstracted  from  one  section  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  it  was  understood  at  the  time 
that  they  were  to  be  appropriated  with 
the-subsequent  sanction  of  Parliament  to 
objects  which  were,  generally  speaking, 
beneficial  to  the  Irish  people  at  large. 
He  did  his  best  himself  to  remove  as  much 
of  that  fund  as  he  could  from  the  temp- 
tation of  future  occupants  of  the  post  of 
Chief  Secretary,  which  he  then  held,  and 
he  succeeded  in  inducing  Parliament  to 
appnnuiate  a  considerable  portion  of 
the  bish  Chnroh  Fund  to  what  he 
believed  to  be  beneficial  uses.  The 
provision  of  pensions  for  school 
teachers  and  the  relief  of  distress 
were  objects  which  were  not  only  tem- 
porarily beneficial,  but  he  thought  that 
the  school  teachers  fund  was  regarded  as 
beneficial  even  at  the  present  time.  The 
right  boo.  Gentleman  proposed  to  lay 
hands  on  that  fund.  And  for  what  ob- 
ject ?  For  the  pmrpose  of  offering  a 
premium  on  a^tation,  and  of  making  it 
plain  to  the  people  of  Ireland  that  the 

Mr.  J.  Lovfther 


way  to  obtain  a  share  of  the  public  funds 
was  to  conduct  themselves  iu  a  manner 
contrary  to  the  ordinary  law  and  take 
part  iu  an  illegal  conspiracy  and  agita- 
tion.   The  L^der  of  the  Opposition  bad 
very  properly  remarked  that  in  the  posi- 
tion he  occupied  h^  would  reserve  his 
criticism  on  this  Bill,  for  the  most  part, 
until  a  later  stage,  and  he  deprecated  the 
employment  of  any  phraseology  which 
would  unduly  add  heat  to  our  proceed- 
ings; therefore,  he  (Mr.  Lowther)  should 
very  largely  modify  the  expression  of 
what  he  really  felt  himself  with  regard  to 
this  Bill.    The  Chief  Secretary  would 
realise  that  he  was  speaking  very  much 
in  the  mark  when  he  said  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  proposing  to  hand 
this  money  to  persons  who  had  proved 
themselves  to  be  dishonest  and  law 
breakers,  and  who,  in  no  way,  were  de- 
serving of  any  share  in  public  funds. 
Who  were  these  people  ?    They  might 
be  divided  into  two  classes.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  exclusively 
•f  the  Campaign  teuants,  although  he  had 
since  been  reminded  that  they  were  only 
the  fringe  of  the  large  mass  of  evicted 
tenants   iu   Ireland.      The  Campaign 
tenants  were  either  bankrupt  or  dishonest 
— most  of  them  both.    Conid  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  that  these  persona 
whom  he  was  asking  Parliament  to  place 
in  the  ocQupation  of  land  had  one  soli- 
tary farthing  of  capital  to  employ  on  that 
land  ?    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew 
that  they  were  dishonest   men,  many 
of    them    who    kept    the   money  in 
their    own    pockets    which  belonged 
to    other    persons,    and    having  de- 
clined to   discharge  their   just  debts 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  asked 
Parliament  to  depart  from  its  traditions, 
and  place  these  people  as  tenants  onoe 
more  in  the  farms  they  had  justly  for- 
feited.   No  doubt  there  were  in  Ireluid 
some  honest  men  who,  through  misfor- 
tune— probably  owing  to  foreign  com- 
petition—had, like  farmers  elsewhere, 
found  farming  unprofitable,  but  they  were 
limited  in   number,  and  it  was  not  for 
them  that  the  Chief  Secretary  asked 
Parliament  to  depart  from  all  its  tradi- 
tions.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it 
was  to  the  interest  of  all  Parties  in  the 
State  and  all  persons  in  Ireland  that  this 
vexed  question  shoold  be  set  at  rest. 
What  was  this  question.   He  had  known 
many  questions  in  the  past  which  pre- 
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sented  features  of  difficulty,  but  he  never 
knew  one  more  simple  than  the  one  be- 
fore them  that  night.  It  was  the  simplest 
that  ever  came  to  his  knowledge.  Where 
were  the  features  of  difficulty  ?  There 
was  a  certain  category  of  persons  who 
by  their  acts  had  pat  themselves  in  the 
position  of  being  placed  oatside  the  hold- 
ings they  formerly  occupied,  and  in  some 
cases  their  pUcea  were  taken  by  others 
who  more  worthily  filled  them.  There 
were  in  other  cases  farms  held  in  hand 
by  the  owners,  and  in  other  eases,  through 
terrorism  which  their  friends  exercised, 
farms  remained  derelict.  But,  at  any 
rate,  these  persons  possessed  no  claim 
according  to  law,  and  why  should  they 
disturb  the  ttatui  quo.  He  believed  that 
if  the  evicted  tenants  were  left  in  their 
present  position  they  would  afford  a 
valuable  warning  to  those  who  might  be 
inclined  to  follow  their  example.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  thought  that  by 
passing  the  Bill  he  woald  get  rid  of  the 
difficulty.  But  did  he  not  think  that  in 
a  few  years  hence  those  fortunate  persons 
who  had  been  rewarded  for  their  dis- 
honesty would  find  many  imitators  ?  The 
honest  tenants  had  nothing  given  them  ; 
bnt  the  dishonest  scoundrels  bad  been 
rewarded:  The  honest  men  would,  if 
the  Bill  were  to  become  law,  have  few 
imitators,  while  the  dishonest  scoundrels 
would  have  afforded  an  object  lesson  that 
vonid  be  largely  followed;  He  conld 
not  at  all  see  the  policy  of  taking  a  step 
of  such  an  immoral  character  as  that 
suggested  by  the  right  hon:  Gentleman. 
The  man  who  honestly  paid  his  way  was 
not  offered  back  by  the  right  hon:  Gentle- 
man the  money  he  bad  paid,  but  the  dis- 
honest fraudulent  debtor  was  handsomely 
awarded.  He  was  sure  that  if  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Excheqner  were  asked 
for  a  shilling  out  of  the  Revenue  for  such 
a  purpose  he  wonld  refuse  it.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  inight  feel  certain 
that  he  wonld  he  called  upon  sooner  or 
later.  The  miserable  inadequacy  of  this 
£100,000,  as  an  attempt  to  deal  with 
80  vast  a  question,  must  hereafter  enforce 
an  application  on  the  holder  of  the  public 
purse.  By  passing  this  Bill  they  would 
be  placing  a  premium  on  agitation,  and 
eventually  create  fresh  difficulties  in  the 
government  of  Ireland ;  they  would  be 
calling  into  existence  further  agitators, 
and  they  wonld  hare  spent  this  public 
money  for  no  other  purpose  thui  to  hare 


discouraged  industry  and  thrift  in  Ireland 
and  offered  a  direct  incentive  to  robbery 
and  spoliation.  He  did  not  wish  to  use 
lauguage  which  was  at  all  adequate  to 
the  occasion,  but  he  had  always  for  many 
years  said  that  those  measures — he  said 
it  in  opposing  the  Land  Act  of  1870,  the 
Act  of  1880,  and  in  moving  to  discharge 
the  Order  for  a  Land  Bill  introduced,  he 
was  sorry  to  say,  by  one  of  his  own 
political  friends,  the  late  Lord  Mayo — 
that  they  were  attempts  to  rob  one  class 
for  the  supposed  benefit  of  another  ;  and 
though  be  admitted  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  offered  in  the  Bill  some 
inducements  to  the  landowners  of  Ireland 
to  entertain  favourably  some  of  its  pro- 
visions, he  felt  bouod,  from  the  point  of 
vitw  of  an  English  Member,  with,  un- 
fortunately, some  knowledge  and  recol- 
lection of  D-ish  affaui,  to  enter  his  em- 
phatic protest  against  Parliament  being 
induced,  even  if  it  were  proved  to  be  a 
distinct  advantage  to  the  landlords  of 
Ireland,  to  establish  so  mischievous  a 
precedent  as  was  embodied  in  this  Bill. 
He  refused  to  enter  into  the  question  as 
to  how  far  previous  Governmeots  had 
lent  themselves  to  mischievous  precedents 
like  this.  Reference  had  been  made  to 
some  section  or  other  of  some  Act  or 
other — he  believed  it  was  Section  13  of 
the  Act  of  1891 — a  more  or  less  mis- 
chievous measure,  and  he  was  inclined 
to  think  more  rather  than  less,  which  had 
been  passed  by  the  late  Conservative 
Government.  If  a  section  of  that  Act 
established  a  bad  precedent,  so  much  the 
worse  for  the  section  of  that  Act ;  but  he 
did  not  think  they  established  the  pre- 
cedent which  the  Chief  Secretary  sought 
to  draw  from  them.  The  Act  of  1891 
and  Section  13  of  that  Act  dealt  entirely 
with  the  question  of  purchase  ;  and  the 
right  hon.  '^G^otleman  could  not  fairly 
say  that  they  afforded  a  just  precedent 
for  the  proceedings  he  wu  asking  the 
House  that  night  Co  initiate.  He  would 
point  out,  in  conclnsion,  that  the  whole 
treatment  of  this  question  of  evicted 
tenants  afforded  a  real  object  lesson  to 
Parliament.  Some  slight  reference  bad 
been  made  to  a  Commission  which 
reflected  great  discredit  on  an  eminent 
judicial  authority  who  had  left  his 
judicial  character  behind  him  when  he 
went  for  a  short  time  into  Ireland.  He 
did  not  wish  to  dwell  upon  that  Com- 
mission, and  still  less  upon  any  personal 
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aspect  of  the  question ;  bnt  he  hoped  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  would  realise  that 
in  assentiog  to  the  introdaction  of  this 
Bill  he  aoil  bon.  Members  who  shared  iu 
his  views  were  not  precluded  from  offer- 
ing the  most  strenuous  opposition  uot 
only  to  details,  but  to  the  very  grouud- 
work  and  framework  of  the  Bill.  He 
hoped  that  the  forecasts  of  Parliameotary 
sanction  to  the  Bill — which  liad  been 
indulged  io  by  some  of  his  hou.  Friends 
— would  uot  be  realised  ;  and  he  believed 
it  would  be  found  that  the  country  was 
distinctly  opposed  to  affording  a  legisla- 
tive imprimatur  of  dbhonesty  to  those 
who  had  refused  to  pay  their  jnst  debts. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  everyone 
will  agree  that  as  much  has  been  said  ou 
the  introduction  of  this  Bill  as  is  required 
on  such  an  occasion.  The  hostility 
which,  almost  alone  of  those  who  have 
spokeo,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  declared  against  the 
Bill  is  uot  altogether  a  bad  omen.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  also  utterly 
opposed  to  the  Acts  of  1870  and  1881, 
and  even  of  1891.  If  the  first  two  of 
those  Acts  had  not  been  passed,  Ireland 
would  have  been  ungovernable  ;  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  ad- 
ministration was  followed  by  the 
most  tremendous  outburst  of  agrarian 
crime  known  in  modern  times. 
The  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  also  said  that 
the  Bill  involved  the  smallest  question 
that  he  had  ever  had  to  consider,  whereas 
hon.  Members  from  all  quarters  of  the 
House  who  have  spoken  to-night  have 
agreed  that  the  question  of  the  evicted 
tenants  iu  Ireland  is  one  of  the  utmost 
difficulty  and  danger,  I  think  that  on 
the  whole  I  have  no  reason  to  be  dis- 
satis6ed  with  the  criticisms  that  have 
been  passed  upon  the  Bill,  because  no 
hon.  Member  had  said,  without  qualifica- 
tion, that  he  was  opposed  either  to  the 
introduction  or  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill.  The  most  important  contribu- 
tion to  the  Debate  to-night  has  been  the 
speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bodmin.  My  right  hou.  Friond  has 
most  seriously  impressed  upon  all  parties 
the  necessity  for  arriving  at  some  reason- 
able settlement  of  this  queetion,  and  of 
approaching  the  consideration  of  the 
question  in  a  reasonable  frame  of  mind. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  said— and  I  call 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  to  it — that  if  you  refuse  the  pro- 
Jtfr.  J,  Lowther 


poBals  which  are  made  in  this  Bill,  or 
at  least  if  you  ap|H*oach  those  proposals 
in  what  I  will  call  a  turn  po$sumu$  spirit, 
you  may  depend  upon  it  yon  are  leaving 
for  yourselves — when  your  time  comes, 
sooner  or  later,  to  undertake  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland — a  worse  situation  thau 
that,  in  which  we  are  now  placed. 
Only  one  speaker,  my  hou.  aud  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Harbour 
Division,  has  challenged  the  Bill  head 
and  front.  I  deeply  regret  that.  I  think, 
that  when  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublia 
Harbour  comes  to  take  counsel  with  his 
friends  he  will  become  somewhat  le»s 
hostile  to  the  Bill  than  he  has  shown 
himself  to  be  to-night. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  :  I  beg  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  I  did 
not  attack  the  Bill  so  for  as  it  goes.  I 
said  that  its  provisions  with  regard  to  the 
reinstatement  of  the  tenants  whose  farms 
are  now  vacant  is  satisfactory,  bnt  I 
said  that  the  Bill  did  uot  go  far  enough  ; 
that  it  only  touched  the  fringe  of  the 
question,  and  that  by  no  means  would  it 
establish  peace  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  gkd  to  find 

that  I  misunderstood  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  the  matter.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
expressed  his  surprise  to  find  that  the 
Irish  Church  Fund  could  still  yield  the 
gum  of  £100,000,  that  he  had  been  told 
in  1891  that  the  Fund  was  mortgaged  up 
to  the  hilt,  and  be  asked  whether  cir- 
cumstances bad  arisen  since  1891  to  re- 
plenish the  Fund  which  was  then  sup- 
posed  to  be  exhausted.  I  do  not  know 
what  representations  were  made  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  can  only 
assure  him  that  the  Treasury  have  told 
me  that  there  there  will  be  no  difficulty 
iu  raising  this  £100,000.  I  will  lay- 
on  the  Table  a  Treasury  statement  as  to 
how  the  Fund  now  stands.  It  has  been 
suggested  that  I  should  lay  down  in  the 
Bill  the  lines  upon  which  the  tribunal 
should  proceed  in  fixing  a  fair  rent  or  a 
fair  price  for  the  land,  but  I  think  it 
would  be  extremely  difficult  to  do  so. 
The  same  objection  might  have  been 
raised  by  the  Land  Act  of  1881.  Yoo 
cannot  lay  down  a  set  of  fixed  principles 
by  which  fair  rents  or  fair  purchase  may 
be  interpreted.  There  are  a  number  of 
considerations  which  cannot  be  set  out 
inan  Act,and  which  practical  experienced 
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men  who  are  appointed  to  deal  with  the 
matter  will  think  out  for  themselves  as 
they  go  along.  I  have  been  asked  to 
consider  how  the  Bill  will  affect  new 
tooanta  who  were  put  in  by  the  Laud 
Judge.  That  is  certainly  a  point  worth 
consideration,  but  I  think  that  when  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  who  raised  it 
seee  the  Bill  he  will  find  that  it  has  not 
been  overlooked.  The  bon.  Member  for 
Belfast  said  that  his  great  objection  to 
the  Bill  was  that  it  was  cx  post  Jacto 
legislation,  but  surely  legislation  cannot 
be  said  to  he  ex  post  facto  simply  because 
it  ia  inspired  by  experience  and  guided 
by  circumstances  which  are  already  iu 
existence.  Complaint  has  bceu  made 
that  I  have  not  stated  full}'  enough  the 
facta  and  figures  upon  which  we  felt 
onrselves  bound  to  introduce  the  Bill  and 
die  difficalties  the  Bill  is  designed  to 
meet.  I  may  say,  in  regard  lotbat  com- 
plaint, that  I  gave  the  House  as  long  a 
etatement  as  I  thought  It  would  appre- 
ciate ;  but  I  hope,  however,  that  on  the 
Second  Beading  I  shall  be  able  to  make 
^ood  any  deficiency  iu  that  respect. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
J.  Morley  and  the  Solicitor  General. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 
£Bill  176.] 

/  CONCILIATION  (TRADE  DISPUTES) 

'  BILL.— (No.  125.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

*The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside),  who  was  indistinctly  heu^ 
in  the  Gallery,  in  moving  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill,  said,  that  in  intro- 
ducing the  Bill  he  bad  laid  down  the 
lines  on  which  it  proceeded  in  order  to 

facilitate  the  settlement  of  trade  disputes. 
It  enabled  the  Board  of  Trade,  where  a 
difference  existed  between  an  employer, 
or  any  class  of  employers  and  workmen, 
or  between  different  classes  of  work- 
men,  to  exercise  all  or  any  of  the 
following  powers  : — first,  to  inquire 
into  the  causes  and  circumstances  of 
the  di&rence,  and  make  such  Report,  if 
any,  thereon  as  the  Board  might  deem 
expedient ;  and,  secondly,  to  invite  the 

VOL.  XXIII.  [fourth  series.] 


parties  to  the  difference  to  meet  to- 
gether, by  themselves  or  their  represeutn- 
tives,  under  the  presidency  of  a  Chair- 
man mutually  agreed  upon,  or  nominated 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  or  by  some  other 
person  or  body,  with  a  view  to  the 
amicable  settlement  of  the  difference. 
He  maintained  that  the  best  method  to 
obtain  a  settlement  was  to  bring  an  equal 
number  of  each  party  to  the  difference  to 
sit  down  together  at  a  table  there,  upon 
the  footing  of  equality,  to  discuss  the 
differences  between  them.  He  knew 
complaint  had  been  made  that  tlie  Bill 
did  not  go  far  enough,  because  it  did  not 
give  compulsory  powers  and  because  it 
provided  no  means  of  enforeiug  any 
settlement  that  might  be  arrived  at ;  bnt 
all  those  who  bad  been  engaged  in  this 
good  work  for  the  last  30  years,  without 
a  single  exception,  deprecated  any 
attempt  to  introduce  the  element  of  com-i 
pulsion  into  these  voluntary  Boards. 
Conciliation  had  in  the  past  accomplished 
marvellous  results.  He  would  have 
liked,  if  he  had  time,  to  give  to  the 
Honse  some  evidence  from  a  remarkable 
document  he  had  before  him — namely, 
aii  account  of  a  conference  which  took 
place  in  the  City  of  Durham,  under  the 
presidency  of  the  Bishop  of  Durham,  iu 
trade  disputes,  showing  the  testimony 
brought  forward  by  the  most  experienced 
men  in  the  Korth  of  England  who  had 
taken  the  lead  in  bringing  trade  disputes 
to  an  amicable  settlement.  Mr.  Robert 
Knight,  the  secretary  of  the  wealthiest 
and  most  prosperous  Trade  Union  in  the 
Kingdom,  the  Boilermakers'  and  Ship- 
builders' Society,  appeared  before  the 
Royal  Commission  and  gave  admirable 
evidence  on  the  working  of  conciliation 
in  bis  own  industry.  He  was  asked 
several  questions  on  the  point,  and  he 
said  there  had  been  no  general  strike  in 
the  trade  for  20  years.  The  very  be£t 
feeling  existed  in  the  trade  where  before 
there  was  irritation  and  resentment  be- 
tween the  masters  and  the  workmen.  He 
said  that  the  effect  upon  the  funds  of  the 
Society  of  this  absence  of  strikes  was, 
that  whereas  formerly  the  expenditure  of 
the  funds  had  beeu  enormous  owing  to 
strikes,  within  the  last  two  years  the 
whole  cost  in  that  respect  had  fallen  to 
1^  per  cent,  of  the  Society's  income.  But 
there  were  other  leaders  besides  Trades 
Unions  leaders  who  gave  evidence  of  the 
good  which  had  been  done  by  conciliation! 
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Mr.  David  Dale,  a  man  who  had  done 
more  than  tmyoae  eUe  to  reconcile  capital 
and  labour  in  this  country,  and  whose 
excellent  work  at  the  Conference  in 
Berlin  had  borne  good  work  in  Germany, 
had  expressed  himself  as  strongly  op- 
posed to  compulaioD.  This  genUeman 
had,  fnrthennore,  declared  himself  in 
faronr  of  the  present  measure,  believing 
that  it  would  be  followed  by  satisfactory 
results.  Mr.  Whitwell,  Chairman  of  the 
Iron  Trade  Association,  and  mauy  other 
authorities,  had  supported  this  view.  He 
himself  had  had  3d  years^  experience  in 
dealing  with  these  subjects.  He  had  sat 
on  a  Board  of  Conciliation  for  13  years, 
and  never  in  a  single  instance  had  they 
attempted  compulsion.  It  had  never  beeu 
required,  for  it  was  found  that  employers 
would  give  way  to  a  much  greater  extent 
under  Toluntary  arrangements  than  they 
would  under  dictation  or  compulsion.  It 
was  said,  But  you  introduced  a  Bill  to 
enforoe  arbitration  in  1872,  and  placed  it 
on  the  Statute  Book."  Well,  the  London 
Trades  Council  thought  there  should  be 
some  means  of  enforcing  an  award,  and 
they  asked  Mr.  Justice  Wright  to  draw 
up  a  BUI  for  them,  providing  that  where 
the  two  parties  agreed  the  award  should 
be  enforced.  They  asked  him  (Mr. 
Mundella)  to  introduce  the  measure,  and 
he  had  replied,  "It  can  do  no  harm,  and 
it  may  do  some  good.  I  have  not  much 
faith  in  it,  but  I  am  willing  to  try  it." 
The  other  Member  who  put  his  name  on 
the  back  of  it  was  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith.  In 
IttTl  or  1872  they  carried  this  Bill ;  but 
what  had  beeu  the  result  ?  There  bad 
never  been  a  single  case  put  under  it. 
Both  masters  and  workmen  shrank 
from  anything  that  savoured  of  a 
Court  of  Law.  They  objected  to  go 
where  they  had  to  swear  oaths,  produce 
books,  and  do  things  under  compulsion. 
Therefore,  the  House  might  to-morrow 
repeal  all  the  Acts  relating  to  compulsory 
arbitration,  for  they  had  never  been  acted 
on.  The  conciliation  clause  introduced 
into  the  Railway  Bill  of  1888  did  more 
in  one  year  to  lessen  disputes  arising 
than  the  right  to  appeal  to  any  tribunal, 
however  powerfully  constituted  and  ex- 
pensive, would  ever  have  done.  The 
widest  questions  had  been  dealt  with 
under  it— -questions  affecting  wholegroups 
or  classes  of  goods  and  uBecting  whole 
trades,  and  it  had  been  a  very  gratifying 
thing  for  a  Government  Department  to 


receive  letters  of  thanks  from  traders  and 
Railway  Companies  for  their  very  good 
offices  they  had  used  and  the  satisfactory 
results  that  had  been  attained.  They 
might  be  told,  "  You  could  have  done 
that  without  the  Statute  Book — the 
Railway  Company  would  have  listened 
to  you."  But  the  Boiuvd  of  Trade  would 
have  had  no  locus  standi  and  no  oppor- 
tunity of  making  Reports  to  tbe  House, 
and  those  Reports  were  very  important  in 
tbeir  bearing  upon  public  opiuiou.  The 
proposed  Conciliation  Board  must  have  a 
legal  standing  in  order  that  its  powers 
might  be  clearly  defined.  He  greatly 
regretted  that  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Labour  Commission  was  not  before  the 
House.  He  had  watched  tbe  proceedings 
of  that  Commission  with  the  deepest  in- 
terest, and  he  knew  what  would  be  the 
result  of  the  investigation.  He  was  sure 
it  would  give  force  and  effect  to  the  Bill. 
In  conclusion,  he  pointed  out  that  the 
subject  was  a  national  and  not  a  Party 
question.  No  Party  capital  could  possibly 
be  got  out  of  it,  and  he  hoped,  therefore, 
that  the  House  would  take  a  wide  and 
broad  view  of  the  measures  it  was  pro- 
posed to  introduce.  He  hoped  that  the 
House  would  consent  to  the  Second 
Reading,  and  send  the  Bill  to  a  Grand 
Committee  for  full  discussion,  in  conjunc- 
tion with  the  Bill  that  had  been  intro- 
duced by  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  the 
Member  fm  the  London  University  (Sir 
J.  Lubbock)  on  the  same  subject. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Afr.  Mundella,) 

The  Marquess  of  CARMARTHEN 
(Lambeth,  Brixton)  said,  there  was  one 
statement  of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
with  which  be  agreed.  He  joined  in  the 
regret  of  the  right  hoc.  Gentleman  that 
the  Report  of  the  Labour  Commission 
had  not  been  made  h^ore  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  had  come  on  for  dis- 
cussion. He  would  remind  the  House  of 
the  action  of  tbe  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  outy  a  few  days  ago,  when  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Poor  Law  Relief 
Bill  was  postponed  owing  to  the  action 
of  the  Government  because  there  was  a 
Commitree  sitting  to  inquire  into  thatvery 
question.  One  of  the  most  important 
questions  considered  by  the  Labour  Com- 
mission was  the  question  of  srbitratiou 
in  labour  disputes,  and  this  Bill  was 
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now  being  brought  forward  witii- 
oat  that  CommiBsIoD  baring  reported. 
He  conteDded  that  the  Bill  was  practically 
meleaa,  becaase  it  did  not  contain  any 
compulsory  powers,  and  that,  therefore^ 
nothing  oould  be  done  under  it  which 
could  not  be  as  well  done  without  it.  He 
should  be  the  last  person  to  advocate 
compulsory  powers  of  any  sort  or  kind, 
but  he  argued  that  this  Bill  oontaiued 
nothing  which  could  not  be  done  without 
its  provisions,  and  that  without  com- 

?ulsion  it  would  be  of  no  use  whatever, 
'he  Bill  would  be  of  uo  use  to  minov  in 
the  North  of  England,  because  in  Dorham 
and  some  other  of  the  Northern  Counties 
the  men  and  the  coalowners  worked  well 
together,  and  if  disputes  arose  they  were 
settled  by  the  representativesof  each  side, 
and  had  no  need,  therefore,  to  apply  to 
any  Conciliation  Board.  He  did  not  wish 
to  see  compulsory  powers  placed  lu  the 
Bill,  but  at  the  same  time  he  was  con- 
vinced that  the  measure  would  be  no  use 
without  them. 

*SiR  J.  FEASB  (Durham,  Barnard 
Castle)  said,  his  noble  Friei^  entirely 
misinterpreted  the  prinoiplea  on  which 
the  Bill  was  founded.  He  dissented  from 
the  view  that  compulsory  power  was 
requireil.  How  could  they  have  com- 
pulsory power  to  make  one  man  receive 
a  wage  which  he  wasuot  iuclined  to  take 
and  another  man  to  pay  what  ho  did  not 
feel  inclined  to  pay,  unless  the  arbitra- 
tion was  voluntary.  The  coal  strike  iu 
Durham  had  lasted  for  more  than  three 
months,  and  had  brought  ruin  to  many 
hundreds  of  persons  iu  uo  wayconuected 
with  the  coal  industries,  and  how  was  that 
strike  at  last  brought  to  an  end  ?  It  was 
brought  to  an  end  by  the  Bishop  of 
Durham,  who  asked  both  parties  to  meet 
him,  and  under  whose  influence  arrange- 
ments were  made  which  put  an  end  to  the 
trouble.  That  was  all  done  voluntarily. 
What  did  the  Bill  do  ?  All  that  it  would 
do  was  to  prevent  a  strike  from  going  on 
for  any  length  of  time  without  offering  a 
tribunal  to  the  men  or  the  employers 
affected ;  and  the  compulsory  force  behind 
it  was,  after  all,  public  opinion.  If  the 
employers  declinecl  the  arbitration  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  or  if  the  workmen 
declined  it,  public  opinion  would  be 
against '  those  who  deellued  concilia- 
tion. The  public  would  say,  "They 
have  a  bod  case,  and  dare  uot  go  before  a 
tribunal.    He  would  give  the  House  his 


own  experienee  as  an  arbitrator  in  the 
wrought-iron  trade.  Some  years  ago  he 
gave  an  award  for  an  advance  which 

was  not  thought  by  the  men  to  be 
sufficient,  and  the  men  struck  against 
the  award.  They  wcreon  strikeabout  14 
days  ;  but  they  returned  to  work  at  last 
because  the  public  opinion  of  the  district 
was  against  them  for  striking  against  an 
award.  At  the  end  of  three  months, 
when  the  award  expired,  the  men  pro- 
posed him  as  arbitrator  to  the  employers 
on  a  further  point  of  difference.  These 
were  the  sort  of  cases  one  met  with  in 
every-day  life.  If  compulsion  had  been 
tried  in  that  case  it  would  have  failed. 
He  was  not  fond  of  placing  new  powers 
in  the  hands  of  the  Board  of  Trade  or  of 
any  Government  Department,  but  all  the 
Bill  did  was  to  allow  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  suggest  an  arbitration  and  do  their  best 
to  effect  conciliation. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Univer- 
sity) said,  he  was  obliged  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemau  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  for  promising  to  allow  his  Bill  to 
go  to  the  Committee  together  with  the 
Government  measure.  It  showed  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemau  was  anxious 
to  give  the  principle  of  both  measures 
an  opportunity  of  being  discuBsed. 
They  all  recognised  the  services  the 
rigbt  hou.  Gentleman  had  rendered  to  the 
principle  of  conciliation,  and  agreed 
that  every  opinion  coming  from  him  was 
of  great  value  ;  but  while  he  (Sir  J. 
Lubbock)  entirely  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  importance  of 
the  subject,  he  was  afraid  he  could  not 
share  with  him  his  view  as  to  the  nseful- 
ness  of  the  present  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  it  should  not  go  too  far  ; 
but  he  (Sir  J.  Lubl>ock)  ventured  to 
think  that  it  did  not  go  anywhere  at  all. 
At  the  present  moment  the  Board  of 
Trade,  if  it  liked,  could  inquire  into 
trade  differences ;  it  could  invite  the 
parties  to  a  conference,  and  it  could 
appoint  a  Board  of  Conciliation,  These 
were  the  only  points  in  the  Bill,  but  they 
gave  uo  new  powers  so  far  as  the  Board  of 
Trade  was  concerned.  The  provision  as 
to  the  appointment  of  arbitrators  was  un- 
necessary for  the  same  reason,  as  also 
was  that  in  regard  to  sending  down  into 
the  country  to  make  iuqultles  as  to 
differences  existing  between  employers 
and  employed. 
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Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  We  can  do  it 
now,  but  we  have  no  locus  standi. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  the  right  hoD. 
Geatlcman  admitted  tbey  could  do  it  now. 
The  Bill  further  gave  power  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  present  aunualty  a  Report  on 
this  subject  to  Farliameut.  That,  also, 
they  could  do  without  an  Act.  He 
failed,  therefore,  to  see  that  the  Bill,  if 
carried,  could  have  any  good  effect. 
Rightly  or  wrongly,  his  (Sir  J.  Lub- 
bock's) own  Bill,  however,  did  go  a  great 
deal  further,  and  it  had  the  unanimous 
support  of  the  Chambers  of  Commerce 
and  of  the  leading  London  Trades 
ITniooists.  That  Bill  was  not  intro- 
duced CD  behalf  of  the  employers,  but 
was  equally  supported  by  the  employed. 
Though  the  Bill  before  the  House  was 
not  likely  to  effect  much,  that  waH  no 
reasou  why  it  sbould  not  be  read  a 
Hccond  time  uud  sent  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. He  should  therefore  support  the 
Motion  for  the  Second  Reading. 

Mr.  PIERFOINT  (Warrington)  said, 
in  introducing  the  Motion  the  right  bon. 
Gentlemen  had  said  that  his  explanation 
of  it  would  be  brief  aud  iua^Iequate.  He 
(Mr.  Pierpoiut)  agreed  with  the  right 
hou.  Geutleniau  iu  that  statement.  The 
speech  he  bad  delivered  had  been  atl 
briefnesi<,  aud  no  explanation  of  the  Bill. 
And  OS  for  the  Bill,  it  was  all  Bill 
without  any  conctUattou.  Every  one  of 
its  provisions  had  beeu  practically  pro- 
vided for  by  what  had  been  done  already. 
The  right  hou.  Gentlemau  devoted  him- 
self entirely  to  explaining  what  was  not 
in  the  Bill,  and  did  not  give  a  single 
second  to  what  was  in  it,  for  the  simple 
reason  that  he  recognised  that  it  con* 
taiued  nothiug. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resometl  To-morrow,  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 

EDUCATION  CODE,  1894. 
MOTION    FOR    AX  ADDRESS. 

VwcouNT  CBANBORNE  (Roches- 
ter) said,  that  on  Tuesday  night  a  wish 
was  universally  expressed  that  there 
should  be  a  postponement  until  the 
evening  of  the  discussion  on  two  points 
of  dl6Scalty  which  had  arisen  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Code,  and  he  proposed  now 
shortly  to  trouble  the  House  with  a  few 
reasons  why  in  respect  uf  those  matters 


he  thought  it  desirable  the  House  should 
pray  Her  Majesty  to  withhold  her  assent. 
Article  73,  as  originally  presented  by  the 
Vice  President}  was  very  objectionable. 
It  limited  altogether  the'  free  action  of 
the  school,  and  would  inevitably  have 
created  a  necessity  for  extra  teachers, 
thereby  throwing  additional  expense  on 
the  school.  But  in  consequence  of  the 
pressure  put  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
mau by  the  Opposition  the  Article  had 
been  modified  and  improved,  though  it 
was  still  far  from  satisfactory.  The 
amended  Article  iutroduced  a  new  phrase 
in  the  very  remarkable  English  tlie  De- 
partment always  used,  and  it  limited  the 
school  in  respect  of  the  number  of  chil- 
dren which  each  teacher  might  teach. 
The  words  used  were,  "  The  number  of 
children  habitually  present  at  one  time.** 
He  frankly  confessed  he  found  great 
difficulty  iu  determining  the  exact  mean- 
ing of  those  wortls.  This  phrase  was 
most  ambiguous,  aud  the  unreasonable 
demands  of  the  Department  had  always 
been  founded  on  some  ambiguous  phrase 
in  either  the  Code  or  in  ao  Act  of  Par- 
liament. There  would  be  constant  dis- 
pute aud  m it) understanding  as  to  what 
the  words  "habitually  present"  really 
meant,  and  it  would  lead  to  much  corre- 
spondence  and  great  irritation,  which  he 
was  sure  the  right  bon.  Gentlemau  him- 
self would  be  the  first  to  desire  to  avoid. 
That  was  uot  the  ouly  objection.  The 
Article  fixed  the  capacity  of  teachers 
per  class  instead  of  per  school.  The 
head  teacher  of  a  school  might  l>e  quali- 
fied to  deal  uot  merely  with  60  or  70 
pupils,  but  with  100,  while  auolher  and 
less  skilful  teacher  might  not  bo  qualified 
to  deal  with  ithe  maximum  number  of 
children  set  down  in  the  Article.  A  for 
better  arraagement  would  be  for  tlie 
skilful  man  to  be  allowed  to  deal  with 
100  children,  whilst  the  less  skilful  one 
might  perhaps  have  uo  more  than  40 
or  50  pupils.  These  were  matters 
w  bich  oiigh  t  to  be  left  to  the 
managers  of  a  school  to  arrange  ;  but  if 
the  Article  proposed  by  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  passed  in  its  present  forra 
no  such  arrangements  could  be  made, 
and  there  would  be  an  end  of  all  elasti- 
city. The  last  point  be  had  to  touch 
upon  was  the  mauner  in  which  the  posi- 
tion of  the  teachers  was  dealt  with.  The 
Article  might  be  interpreted  to  mean 
that  the   head  teacher   was  not  to  be 
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counted  among  the  staiF  of  the  school 
for  certaiu  purposes.      Id  large  schools 
the  probability    was   that    the  Head 
Master  would  be  excluded  from  the  eom- 
putatiou  when  the  question  for  how  many 
children   the   staff    of   a   school  -  was 
adequate  came  up  for  consideration.  A 
class  might  be  under  his  control,  but  it 
would  not  necessarily  be  under  bis  in- 
struction, although  he  might  be  instruet- 
uig  it  a  small  part  of  the  time.  For 
these  reasons    that  paragraph  of  the 
Article  seemed  entirely  unsatisfactory. 
The  last  paragraph  of  the  Article  would 
certainly  make  it  necessary  to  increase 
the  staff  of  theschool,  and  would  thus  im- 
pose an  additional  burden  upon  localities 
where  the  school  rate  was  already  ab- 
Dormally  high.    He  would  like  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  explain  why  he  con- 
sidered it  necessary  thus  to  increase  the 
staffs.      The  expense  which  elementary 
education  in  this  country  had  already 
reached  should  make  the  House  pauw 
before  any  further  expense  was  thrown 
on  the  ratepayers.     He  was  perfectly 
certain  that  neither  the  late  Mr.  Forster 
nor  Lord   Saiidoii  Iiad  the  least  concep- 
tion of  the  height  to  which  elementary 
education  would  run.      In  Board  school 
districts  it  was  now  well  over  £2  per 
scholar,  and  eveu  in  voluntary  schools, 
which    were-    far    more  economically 
managed,     it    nearly   approached  £2. 
Before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  threw 
extra  expeuse  on  the  unfortunate  country 
schools,    which     be     was  harassing 
every  day  in   the  week,  he  should 
give     some     reason     for    doing  so. 
Now  he  came  to  Article  90,  which  pro- 
vided what  was  known  as  the  l7s.  6d. 
limit.     The   Article   was   founded  ou 
Section  19  of  the  Act  of  1876,  and  it 
provided  that  the  grant  should  not  exceed 
the  amount  per  child,  except  by  the  sum 
by  which  the  income  of  the  school  de- 
rived from  voluntary  subscriptions  and 
receipts  from  other  sources  outside  the 
Parliameutary    grant   exceeded  such 
UDOuut.    In  other  words,  the  Act  of 
Parliament  provided  that  the  Parliamen- 
tary grant  should  not  exceed  the  lYs.  6d. 
limit   unless   the    income   from  other 
sources  was  equal  in  amount  to  the  grant. 
The  words  of  the  Act  were  very  wide  in 
regard  to  the  meaning  of  "income,"  and 
in  the  20th  section  of  the  Act  of  1876, 
which  was  referred  to  in  Article  9,  it  was 
indicated  that  income  which  should  be 
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allowed  to  count  for  grant  must  be 
applied  for  the  purposes  of  public  ele- 
mentary schools.  That  seemed  to  be  a 
perfectly  plain  proposition.  The  Code 
sought  unjustly  to  reduce  the  incomes  of 
schools  by  excluding  expenditure  on 
building  from  consideration  in  the  limita- 
tion of  the  grant.  In  this  respect  he 
believed  the  Code  was  illegal,  and  con- 
travened the  Act;  certainly  it  was  con- 
trary to  the  spirit  of  the  Act.  The  Code 
was  irrational  and  illogical  in  that  it 
made  a  distinction  between  repairs  and 
the  erection  of  buildings,  between  rent 
and  capital  expenditure.  This  was  one 
of  many  examples  in  Avhich  the  Code 
sought  to  evade  the  objects  of  the  Act 
of  Parliament,  and  he  doubted  very  much 
if  the  Article  in  that  respect  was  legal. 
At  any  rate,  it  was  a  provision  which  the 
House  ought  not  to  accept,  and  he  hoped 
they  would  disagree  with  it  and  allow  the 
managers  to  include  iu  their  acoouut 
statements  of  expenditure  ou  repairs  and 
buildings.  The  Department  was  a 
rcigular  bully.  It  always  attacked  people 
who  they  thought  would  not  resist. 
There  was  the  eiiseof  the  Highbnry  Vale 
school  as  to  which  a  (juestion  was  put  in 
the  House  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Dartford.  "  My  Lords  " 
had  refused  to  have  anything  to  do 
with  the  grant  before  tlie  question  was 
put,  but  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
intervened  they  promptly  yielded.  Had 
it  been  a  poor  country  school  it 
would  probably  have  fared  differently. 
Exactly  the  same  thing  occurred  in 
another  case,  and  it  was  quite  obvious 
that  the  ground  on  which  the  Depart- 
ment had  proeeedeti  was  illogical  and 
illegal.  He  knew  that  very  often, 
through  the  intervention  of  Members  of 
that  House,  these  wrongs  were  set  right, 
but  the  great  delay  that  took  place  in 
the  payment  of  grants  was  a  very  serious 
thing  for  the  schools.  A  good  deal  of 
correspondence  bad  to  take  place  between 
the  Department  and  the  school  managers, 
which  usually  resnlted  in  the  delay  of 
the  payment  for  some  months.  Both 
on  the  ground  of  the  Act  of  Parliament 
itself,  and  on  the  general  ground  of  con- 
venience, he  thought  the  time  had  come 
when  the  Article  ought  to  be  altered,  and 
he  therefore  moved  the  omission  of  these 
words.  Again  and  again,  during  the 
Debates  which  took  place  when  the 
I7s.  6d.  limit  was  established,  it  was 
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stated  that  the  desire  on  all  hande  was  to 
stimulate  voluntary  subscriptions,  and  it 
was  said  over  and  over  again  that  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  purposes  of 
education  that  the  schools  tbemselTes, 
and  all  the  apparatus  for  education,  should 
be  as  efficient  as  possible.  There  was 
nothing  more  important  than  the  erection 
of  good  schools,  and  if  subscriptions  were 
stimulatfKl  on  thntaccount  good  work  was 
done.  For  alt  these  reasons,  he  submitted 
that  the  time  had  come  when  these  words 
ought  to  be  omitted.  He  pressed  upou 
the  Minister  for  EMucation  the  enormous 
importance  of  not  allowing  the  Code  to 
violate  the  Act  of  Parliament. 

Motiou  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  an  humble  Address  be  prcBentefi  to 
Her  Majesty  praying  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
Her  assent  to  the  words  in  page  17,  article  9U, 
of  the  Education  Code  o<  1894,  viz., '  any  oat- 
lay  on  the  premises  beyond  the  cost  of  ordinary 
repairs  or,'  and  to  all  the  wonls  of  the  Minute 
of  the  17th  April  1894  from  '  in  order  that,'  to 
the  end." — (  vUeauiU  Cranborae.') 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  AcLAND.  York,  W.R., 
Botherham)  said,  the  noble  Lord,  who 
undoubtedly  knew  a  great  deal  about 
educational  matters,  bad  ended  his  speech 
with  some  moderation  as  regarded  the 
Education  Department  itself,  although  he 
(Mr.  Acland)  kuew  that  he  regarded  him 
personally  with  grave  suspicion.  He  did 
uot  wish  to  speak  of  him  so  severely  aa 
the  Prime  Minister  spoke  of  a  uoble 
Lord  who  had  gone  dowu  to  his  (Mr. 
Acland's)  father's  estate,  to  briug  agaiust 
him  a  charge  of  treating  leniently  the 
schools  on  his  father^s  estate.  Ho  did 
not  say  that  the  noble  I^rd  had  got  so 
far  as  that  yet.  But  he  had  used  words 
which  he  could  not  pass  over.  He  said 
just  now  that  the  Department  was  a 
regular  bully.  He  (Mr.  Aclaad)  had 
-said  before  that  he  wished  the  noble 
Lord  could  take  his  place.  If  he  did  so, 
he  would  uudonbtcdly  resent  in  the 
strongest  terms  language  of  that  sort 
being  used  against  his  Department. 
The  Education  Department  was  not 
a  regular  bully.  It  did  not  always 
attack  those  who  could  not  resist. 
The  heails  of  the  Education  Department, 
the  secretaries,  the  assistant  secretaries, 
and  the  examiners,  many  of  them  ap- 
pointed by  patronage  under  Conservative 
Groverumeuts,  were  high-minded  men, 
who    did    tlieir    duty    properly  and 
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thoroughly,  and  they  were  neither  bnlltes 
nor  were  they  persons  who  tried  to 
trample  upon  Uiose  who  could  not  resist. 
They  were  engi^^ed  in  important  works, 
and  they  were  not,  be  repeated,  bullies, 
as  the  noble  Lnrd  suggested.  Now,  the 
uoble  Lord  proposed  to  omit  certain 
words  from  Section  90,  to  the  effect  that 
any  outlay  on  premises  beyond  the  cost 
of  ordinary  repairs  was  not  to  be  included 
in  the  school  accounts  for  the  purpose  of 
what  was  called  the  17b.  6d.  limit.  The 
noble  Lord  held  high  langnage  upou  this 
subject.  He  might  remind  him  that  the 
words  had  been  in  the  Code  for  the  lost 
21  years,  and  they  bad  been  in  the  Code 
witii  the  permission  and  sanction  of  the 
Duke  of  Richmond,  Lord  Sandoo,  Lord 
Enutsford,  Lord  Cranbrook  and  the  late 
Vice  President  of  the  Department.  If 
the  words  were  so  objectionable  he  should 
have  thought  that  they  would  have  beea 
objected  to  long  ago.  The  fact  was  that 
they  were  Iwsed  upou  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment which  the  noble  Lord  appeared  to 
have  overlooked.  The  words  appeared 
in  Section  96  of  the  Act  of  1870,  and 
provided  that  uo  Parliamentary  grant 
should  be  made  ia  respect  of  buildings, 
enlarging,  improving  or  fitting  up  of  an 
elemeutary  school  except  in  those  cases 
where  applications  were  sent  in  before 
the  31st  of  December  1870.  It  was  in 
accordance  with  that  section,  and  because 
auj  money  grauted  for  buildings  other 
than  in  repairs  uuder  the  I7s.  6d.  limit 
would  be  a  direct  infriugemeot  of  that 
section,  that  these  words  were  incorpo- 
rated in  the  Code ;  and  if  these  words 
were  not  in  the  Code  the  Act  of  Parlia* 
ment  would  have  the  same  effect.  Lord 
Sandou  held  that  no  part  of  the  annual 
grant  now  paid  might  be  appropriated 
under  this  section  of  the  Act  to  enlarging, 
improving,  or  fitting  up  of  schools,  and 
that  all  annual  grants  must  be  devoted 
to  auuual  maintenance,  and,  so  far  as 
school  buildings  were  concerned,  included 
charges  for  ordinary  repairs  to  premises 
and  furniture,  and  nothing  else.  When 
tiie  late  Lord  Sandon  wrote  that,  was  it 
to  be  supposed  that  he  did  not  know 
what  be  was  talking  about  ?  [Viscount 
Cranborne  :  No.]  Well,  appareoUy 
not.  If  the  noble  Lord  looked  at  that 
section  of  the  Act,  and  at  the  Code,  and 
compared  the  two,  and  remembered  also 
that  the  former  President  of  the  Council, 
whom  he  had  mentioned,  bad  not  at- 
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tempted  to  strike  out  the  words — and 
that  even  if  they  were  struck  out  they 
would  hold  just  the  same  by  virtue  of 
the  Act  of  Parliament — he  would  see 
that  Parliament  could  uot  make  a  grant 
in  aid  of  buildings. 

Viscount  CBANBORNE  said,  what 
he  saggested  was  that  the  grant  which 
was  actually  earned  by  a  school  ought 
not  to  be  cut  off  because  some  other 
money  was  voted  to  the  school. 

Ub.  ACLAND'  said,  what  the  noble 
Lord  waJited  was  that  money  raised  for 
building  purposes  should  be  included  as 
income,  and  the  grant  from  Parliament 
given,  if  the  17s.  6d.  limited  was  ex- 
ceeded, to  meet  that  income,  which  in- 
cluded money  for  building.  [Viscount 
Cranborne  :  It  is  earned.]  That 
would  be  giving  a  graut  for  building  pur- 
poses, and  that  had  been  held  to  be 
m*ong  by  all  the  distinguished  persons 
he  had  mentioned.  If  be  was  wrong  he 
was  wrong  in  very  good  company.  As 
to  the  other  point  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
portion of  scholars  and  teachers,  he  would 
first  of  all  point' out  that  a  large  number 
of  persona  interested  in  voluntary  schools 
were  very  well  satisfied  with  the  words 
to  which  objection  was  now  taken.  The 
words  did  not  affect  the  grant  at  all. 
They  were  mere  directory  words.  There- 
fore, so  far  as  he  was  concerned,  know- 
ing perfectly  well  that  there  was  general 
satisfaction  with  these  words,  he  saw  no 
reason  to  alter  them.  Nor  did  he 
believe  that  the  teachers  desired 
to  have  them  in  the  form  of  the 
Amendment  moved  by  the  noble  Lord. 
As  to  the  time  given  for  the  reduction 
of  the  proportions  of  scholars  to  teachers 
from  60  to  50,  from  70  to  60,  and  from 
oO  to  45,  he  could  only  say  that  two 
years'  notice  appeared  to  the  Department 
to  be  a  reasonable  one.  They  desired  to 
give  fair  notice  of  any  change.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  uoble  Lord  thought 
that  a  teacher  could  teach  100  scholars, 
but  whether  he  thought  so  or  whether 
he  did  not,  it  was  otftuD  that  there  were 
hundreds  of  teachers  and  Inspectors  who 
did  not  think  a  teacher  capable  of  teach- 
ing 100  scholars.  If  the  noble  Lord 
thought  that  the  Minute  was  aimed  at 
voluntary  schools  he  was  very  much 
mistaken.  All  that  was  intended  was 
in  two  years  time  a  Regulation  of  a  very 
moderate  kind  should  come  into  force, 
reducing  the  number  of  scholars  for  the 


relief  of  the  teachers  aud  the  benefit  of 
the  children  themselves.  There  was 
nothing  in  the  words  that  the  noble  Lord 
wanted  to  omit  that  would  affect  the 
grant  at  all. 

Sir  B.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,   this  was  the  last  opcasion  they 
would  have  of  speaking  upon  this  sub- 
ject, and  he  Loped  the  House  would 
courteously  allow  liim   two  or  three 
minutes  for  the  remarks  he  wished  to 
make.    He  must  say  that  the  iuterpre- 
tatiou  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
:,put  upon  this  section  of  the  Code  was 
1  considered  a  very  great  hardship  by  the 
voluntary   schools.     They  complained 
that  the  money  they  themselves  raised 
!  for  these  purposes  was  cut  off  by  the 
Department.      The  answer  which  had 
t  been  given  by  tlie  right  hou.  Gentleman 
the  Minister  for  Education  to  the  noble 
i  Lord  had  caused  him  great  pain  and  dis- 
I  appointment.    With  regard  to  the  pro- 
portion of  scholars  and  teachers,  he  did 
I  uot  know  who  were  the  voluntary  school 
<  authorities  who   had   indicated  to  the 
'  right   hon.  Gentleman  that  they  were 
satisfied  with  the  modifications  made  by 
j  the  Code.    He  ventured  to  say  that  if 
the  National  Society  could  be  called  an 
'  authority,  that  that  Society  would  not  be 
■  satisfied  by  any  means.    When  he  ven- 
tured on  Tuesday  night  to  bring  this 
subject  before  the  House,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  complained  of  bis  action  because 
he  was  about  to  present  a  Minute  upon 
the  subject.    He  had  now  got  that 
Minute  in  his   hand.     No  doubt  the 
Minute  was  to  some  extent  an  improve- 
meut  for  which  they  must  be  grateful. 
Still,  it  contained  these  words  to  which 
they  objected — that  the  numbers  would 
I  be  reduced  from  60  to  50,  from  70  to  60, 
and  from  50  to  45.    These  words,  he 
ventured  to  warn  the  Minister,  would  be 
made  a  grievance  against  the  voluntary 
schools,    and    be   made   the  ground 
of  an  agitation  for  an  increase  of  the 
staff  of  teachers.    This  provision  would 
entail  a  most  grievous  charge  upon 
voluntary  schools,  and  once  more  in  the 
great    interest    of    voluntary  schools 
throughout  England  he  made  his  protest 
against  the  retention  of  the  words. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :  —  Ayes  26  ; 
Noes  122.— (Division  List,  No.  29.) 
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LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  3)  BILL.— (No.  123.) 
Reported,  without  Ameodmeut  [Pro- 
visional Orders  confirmed]  ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL     ORDER     (No.   3)  BILL. 
(No.  lir>.) 

Reported,  witliout  Araendmeat  [Pro- 
visional Order  confirmed]  ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to, — 
Army  (Annual)  Bill,  without  Amend- 
meat. 

LAW     LIBRARY,    FOCB  COURTS 

(IRELAND)   BILL.— (No.  131.) 
As   amended,  considered ;   read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

WILD  BIRDS'   PROTECTION  ACT  (1880) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.-(No.  134.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

SOLICITORS'  EXAMINATION  BILL. 
(No.  112.) 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without  Amendment ;  to  be  read  the 
tiiird  time  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 


BAST  LONDON  WATER  BILL. 
Ordered,  That  the  Minutes  of  Evidence  taken 
before  the  Committee  on  the  East  London 
Water  Bill,  in  Seaaion  1886,  and  the  Southwark 
and  Yauxhall  Water  Bill,  in  Session  1891,  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  East  London 
Water  Bill.~(i}r.  Farquharisn,') 

D0O8  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Ur.  Herbert  Gardner,  Bill  to 
consolidate  and  amend  certain  enactments  re- 
lating to  Dogs,  ordered  to  be  broaght  in  by 
Mr.  Herbert  Gardner.  Mr.  Secretary  Asquith, 
Mr.  Solicitor  Qenernl,  and  The  Lord  Advocate. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  177.] 

JUSTICES  (FEES). 
Return  presented,  —  relative  thereto 
[Address  14th  December,  1893 ;  Mr. 
A.  C,  Morton"}  \  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


ALIENS. 

Return  presented, — relative  thereto 
[Address  12th  April ;  Mr.  H.  L.  W. 
Lawson'\  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.  [No.  81.] 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND.) 
Copy  pre.sented, — of  Statement  show- 
ing (1)  the  expenditure  from  the  Grant 
for  Public  Education  in  Scotland  in  the 
year  1893  upon  Annual  Grants  to 
Elementary  Schools  ;  and  (2)  the  actual 
number  of  Elementary  Schools  on  the 
Annual  Grant  List,  &c.,  and  the  Results 
of  the  Inspection  and  Examination  of 
Elementary  Schools  during  the  year 
ended  30th  September,  1 893  [by- 
Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

NATIONAL   SCHOOL   TEACHERS  (IRE- 
LAND) PENSION  FUND. 
Copy  presented, — of  Annual  Account 
of  Receipts  and  Payments  for  the  year 

1 893,  &c.  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SUPERANNUATION  ACT,  1884. 
Copy  pregeuted, — of  Treasury  Minute, 
dated  lOth  April,  1894,  declaring  that 
James  Marsh  (Artificer,  Royal  Small 
Arms  Factory),  War  Office,  was  ap- 
pointed without  a  Civil  Service  Certi- 
ficate through  inadvertence  on  the  part 
of  the  Head  of  his  Department  [by  Act]  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

GOVERNMENT     PROPERTT     IN  THE 
COUNTY    OP    LONDON  (CONTRIBU- 
TIONS IN  LIEU  OF  LOCAL  RATES). 
Return  ordered,   "  showing   (1)  the 
name  of  each  Parish  in  which  the  Go- 
vernmeut  occupies    property ;   (2"^  the 
extent  and  character  of  such  property  ; 
(3)  the  valuation  put  upon  such  property 
for  local  rating  ;  (4)  the  amount  of  Con- 
tribution paid  to  each  Parish  in  the  last 
financial  year  ;  and  (5)  special  Acts  of 
Parliament  (if  any)  applicable  to  the 
case."— (itfr.  Pickersgilt.) 

LOCAL  GOVBRNUENT  BOARD  (CIBCULAB 
LETTERS). 
Return  ordered,  "of  the  several  Circular 
Letters  which  have  been  issued  by  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  Local 
Authorities  with  reference  to  the  provi- 
sions of  *  The  Local  Government  Act, 

1894.  *  "-^Mr.  Htneage.) 

HoniD  adjoorned  at  two  minatei 
before  One  o'doek. 
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HOUSE    OF  LORDS, 
Friday,  20th  April  1894. 


J     PISTOLS  BILL.— (No.  11.) 

SKCOXD  UEADtNU. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Secood  Read- 
iog,  read. 

•LoKD  STANLEY  of  ALDEELEY 
said,  io  moving  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill,  he  did  not  know  whether  this 
Billought  to  be  described  as  Mr.  Asquith's 
Bill  or  hig  own,  or  whether  it  belonged  to 
both  of  them,  nor  whether  he  ought  to 
apologise  to  Her  Majesty^s  Government 
for  taking  up  a  Bill  of  theirs,  or  should 
claim  salvage  from  them  for  saving  a 
derelict.  AstheGovernmeDt  had  brought 
ID  a  Bill  last  Session,  they  could  not  say 
that  it  was  unnecessary.  The  object  the 
GroTernment  had  in  view  was,  as  the  full 
title  expressed  it,  to  regulate  the  sale  and 
use  of  piBtols ;  it  was,  therefore,  in 
restriction  of  trade,  and  its  object  was,  or 
ought  to  be,  to  check  the  too  frequent 
sale  of  pistols,  and  to  diminish  the  num- 
ber of  them,  whi<th  had  led  to  so  many 
deaths  and  accidents.  The  figures  of 
rerotver  casualties  given  by  Lord  Car- 
marthen on  the  30th  of  March,  were  of  in- 
qaests  in  1890, 139 ;  in  1891, 180 ;  in  1892, 
217 ;  and  of  non-fatal  eases  the  figures 
were — 59,  72,  and  95  respectively.  The 
Bill  brought  in  by  Mr.  Asqiiith  did  very 
little  towards  checking  the  sale  of  pistols  ; 
alt  it  did  was  to  prevent  the  sale  of  them 
without  the  payment  of  the  10s.  Gun 
Tax.*  This  tax  would  be  insufficient  to 
restrict  the  sale,  and  Clause  3  of  the 
Home  Office  Bill  provided  that  those  who 
sold  pistols  might  also  sell  licences,  so 
that  an  intending  suicide  or  criminal  was 
deprived  of  the  time  for  reflection  which 
be  would  have  if  these  two  transactions 
were  not  carried  on  under  the  same  roof. 
The  effect  of  this  Bill  would  rather  be  to 
increase  the  Revenue  than  to  diminish 
accidents  and  crimes.  There  was  a  good 
provision  in  the  Home  Office  Bill,  which 
was  that  of  allowing  pawnbrokers  to  sell 
pistols,  since  this  would  promote  the 
pawning  of  pistols,  and  thus  bringing 
them  gradually  into  the  Registers.  He 
would  now  mention  the  points  in  which 

VOL.  XXin.  [POUBTH  SER1K9.] 


this  Bill  differed  from  that  of  the  Home 
Office  Bill.     In  the  first   place,  Mr. 
Asquith's  Bill  took  no  notice  of  toy  pistols; 
a  large  quantity  of  accidents  had  be<^ 
due  to  these,  as  was  natural,  since  they 
were  toys  and  tn  the  hands  of  schoolboys. 
Ho  had  two  of  these  toy  pistols  which  bad  ^ 
been  lent  to  him  by  Mr.  Ernest  W. 
Lewis,  Surgeon  at  the  West  London 
Hospital,  who  had  had  three  pistol  cases 
between  October  and  March  last.  [The 
noble  Lord  produced  theweapoup.]  The 
smaller  pistol  had,  in  the  hands  of  Fulleu, 
a  railway  porter,  caused  the  death  of 
Pollard,  another  railway  porter,  through 
accident.     Both  these  railway  porters 
were  between  the  age  of  1 9  and  20,  and 
were  qualified  by  Mr.  Asquith's  Bill  to 
possess  these  dangerous  weapons.  The 
second  and  larger  pistol  belonged  to  a 
boy  of  12,  who  fired  it  at  his  brother,  a 
boy  of  10,  thinking  it  was  not  loaded  ;  it 
had  been  loaded  by  the  younger  brother. 
The  bullet  went  into  his  h^,  near  the 
temple,  and  for  three  weeks  the  boy  was 
unconscious.    At  last  he  was  trephined 
and    trepanned,    and   a   piece   of  his 
skull  removed,  of  the  size  of  a  penny, 
and  now  he  had  recovered  his  speech 
and  was    fairly  well,  though  exposed 
to  constant  danger  from  the  sligbie.'-t 
blow  on  the  head.    The  hoy  whs  at  that 
moment  present   in   the  House,  in  the 
Yeoman   Usher's    box.      What  would 
secure    most    sympathy    from  Her 
Majesty's  Governmeut  was  the  fact  that 
this  boy  might  not  study  for  a  year,  and 
could  never  be  sent  to  school  whore  the 
risk   of    injury    to    his  ilt-defended 
brain  would  be  too  great.    The  elder 
brother  also   had  to  leave  school,  as 
the    other    boys    greeted    hira  with 
cries  of  Cain,  where  is  Abel  ?    If  any 
one  hesitated  at  restricting  the  liberty  of 
adult  subjects,  there  could  be  no  grouid 
for  hesitation  in  the  case  of  boys  in  statu 
pupillari  and  under  school  age ;  and  he 
bad  inserted  a  new  clause  to  make  such 
toy  pistols  illegal  and  liable  to  seizure 
and  forfeiture.     The  next  difference 
betjveeD  the  two  Bills  was  that  this  Bill 
proposed  that  no  person  should  be  able  to 
purchase  a  pistol  except  he  had  taken  out 
a  full  game  licence  of  £3,  or  had  obtained 
an  authorisation  from  the  Chief  Police 
Inspector  of  his  district  to  purchase  a 
pistol  and  pay  the  10s.  duty.    The  In- 
spector,   or  Chief  Officer  of  Police, 
would  not  grant  his  authorisation  to 
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persons  of  doubtful  cbaracter,  or  who  had 
no  valid  reason  for  using  and  carrying  a 
pistol.  It  might  be  necessary  or  desirable 
to  give  a  right  of  appeal  from  t^e  Police 
Officer  to  the  nearest  Stipendiarj  Magis- 
trate, which  ought  to  be  final.  The  next 
difference  between  the  two  Bills  was  that 
the  Home  Office  Bill  allowed  boys  and 
girls  to  purchase  pistols  as  soon  as  they 
reached  the  age  of  18.  The  Bill  before 
the  House  put  the  age  at  21,  for  from  17 
to  19  was  the  age  at  whicli  boys  were  as 
inclined  to  mischief  as  at  a  much  earlier 
age.  An  additional  sub-section  In  the 
present  Bill  limited  the  purchase  of 
pistols  to  single  women,  ratepayers,  who 
bad  a  claim  to  them  for  protection  with 
the  antborisation  of  the  Chief  Officer  of 
Police.  Most  people  thought  that 
women  were  more  lilcely  to  injure  them- 
selves than  the  burglars,  but  in  general 
women  only  wanted  pistols  to  shoot  a 
man  who  had  deserted  them,  and  a  Police 
Inspector  would  readily  recognise  any 
such  motive  in  an  applicant  for  leave  to 
purchase  a  pistol.  The  remainiug  altera- 
tion he  had  made  in  the  Home  Office  Bill 
was  in  Clause  6  (7  of  the  present  Bill), 
$ub-seotion  1,  which  allowed  persons 
who  had  been  Bentenced  for  crimes  of 
violenoe  to  penal  servitude  to  carry  or  use 
a  pistol  five  yeu-s  after  their  release  ; 
this  had  been  altered  to  perpetual 
deprivation  of  the  right  to  carry  a  pistol. 
Sub-section  2  allowed  ticket-of-leave 
holders,  or  persons  under  police  super- 
vision, to  use  pistols  after  they  ceased  to 
be  subject  to  police  supervision.  Those 
{»eraoos  were  mostly  forgers,  or  had 
committed  crimes  not  of  a  violent 
description,  and  were  not  therefore  so 
dangerous  a  class.  Clause  8  provided 
that  the  Act  should  not  apply  to — (1)  The 
sale  of  pistols  by  wholesale  dealers  for 
exportation,  or  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
wholesale  dealing  ;  nor  (2)  The  sale  of 
any  antique  pistol  as  a  curiosity  or  as  an 
oruament.  There  was,  in  fact,  but  one 
wholesale  dealer  to  be  found  in  the 
Directory.  Ail  others  would  supply 
these  weapons  singly  over  the  counter  if 
asked  for.  The  next  clause  applied  to 
wholesale  consignments*  Why  should 
there  be  any  importation  of  these  things? 
Surely  enough  of  tliem  were  made  by  our 
own  manufacturers.  That  clause  in  the 
other  Bill,  therefore,  he  had  not  meddled 
with.  It  was  ft  matter  for  the  Govern- 
ment, aud  he  would  only  have  been  called  j 

Lord  Sutnley  of  Alderlty 


a  Protectionist  if  he  had  put  in  any 
provision  of  that  kind.  At  the  same 
time,  the  clause  as  it  stood  might  make 
the  whole  Bill  nugatory.  The  next  clauBe> 
provided  that  if  importersof  a  pistol  failed 
to  comply  with  the  Act  they  shoald  be 
liable  to  a  fine  of  .£100,  the  pistols  to  be 
forfeited.  That  ought  to  apply  to  whole- 
sale traders,  and  not,  say,  to  Civil 
servants  coming  home  from  ludia,  npou 
whom  a  fine  of  £100  would  be  altogether 
out  of  proportion  with  the  other  penalties 
in  the  Bill.  He  bad  left  that,  as  it 
stood.  Revolver  accidents  had  increased 
very  much;  and,  as  he  had  pointed  out,, 
these  weapons  facilitated  suicide.  He 
would  tell  their  Lordships  a  story  about 
a  man  who  went  every  day  to  commit 
suicide  on  a  railway,  and  laid  his  neck  on 
the  rails,  but  when  the  whistles  were 
blown  on  approaching  trains  he,  not 
being  very  firm  in  his  tUtentiou,  would 
jump  up  and  run  away.  At  last,  one 
day,  tired  of  his  own  shilly-shallying,  he 
tied  himself  down  to  the  rails,  and  a. 
train  went  over  him.  With  pistols,  how- 
ever, people  often  produced  fatal  results 
without  fully  intending  them.  Men 
often,  too,  shot  wom6n  aud  then  them- 
selves, pretending  that  they  were  con- 
senting parties ;  while  it  would  not  be 
so  easy  to  get  a  woman  to  go  down  with 
them  into  a  river. 

Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*.** 
—{The  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley.) 

The  Earl  of  CHESTERFIELD: 
My  Lords,  as  representing  the  Home 
Office  in  your  Lonlships'  House,  I  have 
to  say  that  the  Government  intend  to 
offer  no  opposition  to  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill.  On  the  contrary,  the  Home 
Secretary,  from  statistics  put  before 
him,  is  quite  converted  to  die  fact  that 
some  legislation  is  absolutely  necessary 
in  order  to  put  a  stop  to  the  dangers  that 
arise,  and  are  ever  increasing,  from  the 
indiscriminate  use  and  carrying  of  pistols 
and  revolvers.  Last  Session,  as  the 
uoble  Lord  has  said,  the  Home  Secretary 
lutroduced  a  Pistols  Bill  of  his  own.  The 
measure,  unfortunately,  was  treated  as  a 
contentious  one,  and  though  it  passed 
the  Second  Reading  and  Committee 
stage  it  was  blocked  at  a  later  stage  of 
the  Bill,  when  the  Session  was  far 
advanced,  and  consequently  never  be- 
came law.  This  is  a  matter  deeply  to 
be  regretted,  for  had  it  become  law  un- 

Digitized  by  GoOglc 


961    Colonial  Offices  (Leave   {20  April  1894} 


of  Absence )  Bill. 


962 


doabtedly  many  accidents  that  have  since 
taken  place  would  have  been  avoided. 
Now,  the  noble  Lord  who  haa  introduced 
the  Bill  has  admitted,  and  very  fairly  bo. 
that  he  haa  adopted  the  original  Bill  of 
the  Home  Secretary  as  the  basis  of  his 
owu  measure.  If  he  will  allow  me  to 
say  9o,  I  think  he  would  have  acted 
more  wisely  bad  he  taken  as  his  text 
for  his  own  Bill  the  origiual  Govern- 
ment Bill  in  its  amended  form.  Many  of 
those  Amendments  were  adopted  at  the 
suggestions  of  the  guusmiths,  who  asabody 
rendered  the  Home  Office  great  assistance. 
The  interests  of  their  trade  is  naturally,  to 
a  large  extent,  affected  by  a  Bill  of  this 
kind,  and  noble  Lords  will,  I  venture  to 
think,  agree  with  me  when  I  say  that 
these  interests  are  deserving  of  recogni- 
tion, and  must  as  far  as  possible  be 
protected.  In  addition  to  ignoring  the 
Amenilmants  to  which  I  have  referred, 
the  noble  Lord  has  grafted  on  the  Bill 
several  somewhat  drastic  AmendmButs  of 
his  own.  The  chief  effect  of  these 
alterations  is  by  Clause  1,  Sub-section 
(3),  to  introdiice  a  new  syston  of 
licensing  by  the  police  ;  Clause  1,  Sub- 
section (5),  to  prohibit  married  women 
from  buying  pistols,  and  confined  the 
privilege  to  spinsters. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
Read  the  clause. 

The  Earl  of  CHESTERFIELD : 
"  No  women  other  than  single  women  rate* 

Sayera  may  purchase  pistols  after  obtaining  a 
oeoce  from  the  chief  officer  at  police  of  their 
district." 

Then  by  Clause  1,  Sub-section  (4),  and 
Clause  4,  Sab-^ection  (I),  the  noble  Lord 
proposed  to  raise  the  age  of  those  who 
may  not  buy  or  possess  a  pistol  from  18 
to  21.  Further,  he  has  added  an  entirely 
new  clause — namely.  Clause  5,  which  will 
prohibit  the  manufacture  or  importation 
of  toy-pistols,  which  seems  to  be  unneces- 
sary ;  and,  lastly,  in  Clause  7,  Sub- 
section (1),  which  restricts  the  carrying 
of  pistols  by  persons  sentenced  to  penal 
servitude,  he  has  omitted  the  words 
added  at  the  end  of  the  sub-section  in 
the  original  Bill  of  the  Grovernment,  "  for 
a  period  of  fire  years  from  the  date  of 
releaae."  How  far  the  G-overoment  will 
accept  these  alterations  I  am  at  present 
unable  to  say.  They  are  quite  willing 
that  the  Bill  should  be  read  a  second 
time,  on  the  understanding  that  they 
reserve  to  themselves  full  discretion  when 
the  Bill  reaches  the  Committee  stage  to 


putdown  whatever  Amendments  theymay 
think  just,  and  necessary,  and  advan- 
tageous. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
more  favourable  to  the  Bill  than  he  had 
expected.  He  had  brought  forward  the 
measure  in  the  public  interest,  aud  his 
desire  was  that  it  might  be  thoroughly 
discussed,  so  that  the  public  might  have 
an  opportunity  of  pronouncing  an  opinion 
upou  it.  He  did  not  think  it  was 
exactly  the  case  that  the  gunsmiths  were 
in  favour  of  the  Home  Office  Bill,  and  if 
the  noble  Lord  would  read  a  recent 
article  in  The  Country  Gentleman  he 
would  find  the  opposite  view  put  forward. 
This  Bill  had  been  dictated  by  a  gun- 
smith on  the  assumption  that  Mr. 
Asquith's  Bill  was  not  stringent 
enough.  Noble  Lords  should  not  con- 
sider the  Bill  from  their  own  standpoint, 
of  familiarity  from  childhood  with  the 
use  of  firearms.  Railwaymeu,  porters, 
and  boys  in  towns  had  no  such  know- 
ledge, and  their  ignorance  naturally 
caused  accidents.  In  regard  to  his 
alteration  in  the  case  of  persons  who  had 
snfibred  penal  servitude,  he  wonhl  only 
say  that  those  criminals  lost  their  civil 
rights  in  most  countries. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  on  Friday  next. 

COLONIAL   OFFICERS   (LEAVE  OP 
ABSENCE)  BILL.— (No.  25.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  tor  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  COLONIES  (The  Marquess  of 
Ripon)  :  My  Lords,  the  Bill  of  which  I 
rise  to  move  the  Second  Reading  is  ex- 
tremely small  in  its  object,  and  it  is 
intended  to  get  rid  of  au  old  Act  of  Par- 
liament which  was  designed  to  meet  a 
very  difiTerent  state  of  things  to  that 
which  now  exists,  and  for  which  it  has 
now  become  altog^her  unsuited.  That 
is  au  old  Act  of  George  III.  Under 
that  Act  any  person  holding  office  in  the 
colonies  is  required,  on  being  granted 
leave  of  absence,  to  obtain,  as  soon  as 
possible,  the  confirmation  of  the  Secretary 
of  St«te,  and  if  he  does  not  obtain  that 
confirmation  of  the  leave  ej^nt^d  ^^2.^ 
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obliged  to  return  immediatelj  to  the 
colony.  Such  a  proTtsion  is  now  entirely 
nnsuited  to  the  self-governing  colonies, 
for  officers  serving  in  those  coloaies  are 
in  no  respect  under  the  authority  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  and  the  Act  therefore 
has  no  application  to  them.  The  provi- 
sion, therefore,  is  found  to  be  very  incon- 
venient and  disadvantageous  to  the  Public 
Services.  It  is,  in  fact,  altogether  obso- 
lete. For  some  time  there  has  been  an 
intentioD  to  deal  with  the  matter,  and  my 
predeceBsor,  my  noble  Friend  Lord  Knots- 
ford,  prepared  a  similar  Bill,  but  had  no 
opportunity  of  taking  the  judgment  of 
Parliament  upon  it.  It  has  been  coo  tern- 
plated  for  some  time  by  the  Colonial 
Office  to  deal  with  this  matter  on  a 
thorough  footing,  and  an  opportunity  is 
now  presented  when  this  obsolete  law 
may  be  altered,  and  the  matter  put  on  a 
sound  and  satisfactory  footing.  For  that 
simple  purpose  this  Bill  is  proposed,  and 
I  beg,  therefore,  to  move  that  it  boTead 
a  second  time. 

MoveiL  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— {The  Marquett  of  Ripon.) 

Thx.Mabqitbss  ok  SALISBURY: 
May  I  Mk  the  noble  Lord  opposite  whe- 
ther he  will  not  take  the  opportunity  of 
seeing  how  far  the  India  Office  can 
follow  the  example  of  the  Colonial  Office 
and  recognise  that  the  same  state  of  ob- 
solete legislation  exists  in  India  as  in 
the  Colonies  ?  The  matter  was  under 
discussion  two  or  three  years  ago  in  this 
House,  and  I  would  direct  noble 
Lord's  attentitm  to  the  foot  that  there  are 
restrictions  now  upon  Indian  officials, 
occupying  sometimes  high  positions, 
which  are  exceedingly  inconvenient,  and 
have  no  basis  in  reason  whatever. 

Thx  Marquess  or  RIPON  :  When 
I  was  in  India  I  found  that  was  so,  and 
I  thought  a  Bill  had  been  introduced. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
It  never  went  through. 

The  Marquess  ok  KIPON  :  I  will 
confer  with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  on  the 
snhject. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2»  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  next. 

The  Marquett  of  Sipon 


LAW  LIBRARY  FOUR  COURTS,  IRELAND, 
BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  I* ;  and  to 
be  printed.   (Ko.  29.) 

House  adjoomed  at  five  niiDutes  past  Five 
o'clock,  to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 
before  £leven  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
Friday^  20th  April  1894. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
QUESTIONS, 


THE  SHALL  ISLES. 

Dr.  MACaREGOR  (Inverness- 
shire)  t  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  if  he  is  aware  that  the  parish 
of  Small  Isles,  off  the  West  Coast  of 
Scotland,  comprising  four  islands,  with 
a  population  of  about  500,  is  without  a 
resident  medical  man,  and,  though  from 
time  to  time  arrangements  have  been 
made  by  the  Parochial  Board  with 
medical  men  on  the  mainland  to  visit 
those  islands  when  sent  for,  these  gentle* 
men  have  after  a  short  experience  re- 
signed,  finding  the  work  impractieable 
on  account  of  the  difficulties  of  com- 
munication in  rough  weather,  and  the 
impossibility  sometimes  of  returning  to 
their  private  practices  without  serious 
inconvenience  and  loss  of  time ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  heavy  adult  and 
infant  mortality  prevailing  there,  he  will 
consider  the  expediency  of  arrangin^^ 
that  a  medical  man  should  be  appoint^ 
to  live  at  Eigg,  the  most  populous  island 
of  the  group  constituting  the  parish  ? 

The  SECRETARY  fob  SCOT- 
LAND (Su"  G.  Trevklyak,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  The  population  of  the 
parish  of  Small  Isles,  exclusive  of  ship- 
ping, is  433  ;  there  are,  by  the  last  pub- 
lished Returns,  27  paupers,  and  no  de- 
pendants. The  medical  officer  is  Dr. 
Dewar,  of  Portee,  and  in  urgent  cases 
the  Inspector  of  Poor  can  obtain  the 
services  of  a  medical  man  from  Arisaig, 
about  eight  miles  distant.  The  Board 
of  Supervision  inform  me^at  thevihaTe 
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no  complaints  of  inadequate  attendance 
on  panpers.  I  may  point  out  that  it  is  open 
to  the  general  population  to  subscribe 
(as  is  occasionally  done  elsewhere)  for 
the  maintenance  of  &  resident  modictd 
man,  but  that  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land does  not  administer  any  food 
applicable  to  the  provision  of  medical 
attendance  for  persons  who  are  not 
paupers.  Moreover,  in  whichever  of  the 
Islands  a  medical  man  should  reside, 
there  would,  however,  be  occasionally  as 
great  difficulty  in  communicatiug  with 
the  other  Islands  of  the  group  as  iu 
crossing  to  or  from  Arisaig. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  ;  May  I  further 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  is 
aware  the  County  Medical  Officer's  Re- 
port recentlj  issued  shows  the  mortality 
in  this  parish  to  be  30  per  1,000  per 
annum  ?  Is  this  not  a  discreditable 
state  of  things  in  a  parish  surrounded  by 
the  sea  ?  Is  the  death-rate  not  more 
than  double  what  it  ought  to  be,  aud  is  it 
not  attributable  largely  to  the  want  of 
medical  assistance  ?  Could  not  arrange- 
ments be  made  to  have  a  medical  officer 
resideut  within  call,  so  as  to  reduce  this 
mortality  which  is  largely  among  infants  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  have 
already  described  tlie  extent  of  the  legal 
powers  possessed  by  the  Board.  I  can 
add  nothing  more. 

Db.  MACGKEGOB  :  Then  I  will 
call  attention  to  the  matter  on  the 
£stimates. 

DUBLIN  TELEGRAPH  DEPARTMENT. 

Mb.  held  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  Geuerai  how 
many  vacancies  exist  iu  the  supervisiug 
and  first  class  staffs  of  the  Telegraph 
Department,  Geuerai  Post  Office,  Dub- 
lin ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  at  least  one 
of  the  vacancies  has  remained  open  t<x 
six  months ;  and  whether  the  appoiat- 
meuts  to  it  and  others  will  date  Imck  to 
their  creation  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEY,  ^^ottingham,  E.) :  In 
the  Telegraph  Office,  Dublin,  there  are 
at  the  present  time  five  vacancies — 
namely,  two  ou  the  first  class  of  assistant 
superioteudeuts  aud  three  on  the  first 
class  of  telegraphists.  Of  the  aasistaut 
euperiutendeut's  vacancies  oue  has  existed 
since  the  30th  of  October  last.  Whether 
retrospective  effect  can  be  given  to  the 
promotions,  and,  if  so,  to  what  extent. 


are  questions  which  I  will  oonsider  at  the 
time  they  are  made. 

SECOND-CLASS  TELEGRAPHISTS  IN 
DUBLIN. 

Mk.  FIELD:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  why  no  answer  has  yet 
been  given  to  the  Petition  of  second-«lasB 
telegraphists  in  the  Dublin  General  Post 
Office,  sent  to  him  in  January  last ;  and 
if  he  could  state  bow  many  Petitions 
he  has  received  from  secoud-class  tele- 
graphists iu  the  United  Kingdom  for  the 
12  mouths  ending  3Ist  of  March  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  Petition  of 
the  secoud-class  telegraphists  in  the 
Dublin  Geuerai  Post  Office  for  improved 
pay,  abolition  of  classification,  &c.,  has 
been  held  over  pending  the  Report  of 
the  Departmental  Committee  which  I 
have  appointed  to  consider  whether  any 
economies  can  be  introduced  into  the 
working  of  our  telegraphic  aystem.  The 
cost,  liowever,  of  conductiug  the  duties 
iu  Dubiiu  is  unusually  high,  and  the  staff 
employed  there  has  enjoyed  considerable 
advantages  from  the  promotions  conse- 
quent on  the  last  revision  in  1890-1. 
Eighteen  Memorials  from  secoud-class 
telegraphists  in  the  United  Kingdom 
were  received  in  the  year  ended  the  31st 
of  March  last. 

Mr.  FIELD :  When  may  an  answer 
be  expected  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  As  soon  as  I 
receive  a  Report  from  the  Committee  I 
have  appointed  to  consider  the  question, 

Mtt.  FIELD  :  When  is  it  expected 
the  Committee  will  report. 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  believe  they 
have  completed  their  work.  They  have 
visited  various  towns ;  they  are  now 
considering  their  Report,  which  will,  no 
doubt,  he  shortly  presented. 

LUNATICS  IX  BELFAST  WORKHOUSE. 

Mr.  M*CARTAN  (Down.  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
atteutiou  has  been  called  to  the  report  of 
the  proceediugg  at  an  inquest  held  by  the 
City  Coroner  of  Belfast  upon  the  body  of 
James  Casey,  who  died  last  week:  in  the 
lunatic  department  of  the  Belfast  Work- 
bouse,  from  which  it  appears  that  the 
uight  warder  deposed  that  the  deceased 
was  ill  for  two  and  a-balf  hours,  suffering 
from  an  epileptic  fit,  that  nothing  was 
given  to  relieve  him,  and  that  the  doctor 
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was  not  seat  for  to  see  him  j  whether  he 
will  atate  wheu  this  night  warder  was 
appointed,  and  what  was  his  previous  ex- 
perience ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Coroner's  jury  added  a  rider  to  their  ver- 
dict, charging  the  warder  with  neglect  of 
duty,  and  suggesting  that  better  care 
should  be  taken  of  the  patients  in  this 
department ;  and  that  the  Coroaer  stated 
that  out  of  497  patients  in  this  depart- 
ment 39  deaths  had  been  reported  to  bim 
since  the  31st  of  December  last,  while 
during  the  same  period  only  12  deaths 
had  been  reported  from  the  District 
Lunatic  Asylum,  where  there  were  700 
patients;  and  if  inquiry  will  be  made 
into  the  circumstancee  of  Casey's  death 
and  as  to  the  treatment  of  inmates  in  this 
department  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlet,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  report  of  the  proceedings  re- 
ferred to,  and  I  am  informed  bv  the  Local 
Government  Board  that  the 'Guardians 
have  appointed  a  committee  to  consider 
the  whole  matter  on  an  early  day  next 
week.  The  Board  will  defer  taking  any 
further  action  in  the  matter  pending  the 
investigation  by  the  Guardians.  The 
night  warder,  who  was  appointed  in 
December  last,  had,  I  understand,  no 
previous  experience  of  the  care  and  treat- 
ment of  lunatics.  It  is  only  right  to  add 
that  the  Local  Government  Board  have 
bwn  informed  by  the  resident  medical 
officer  of  the  workhouse  that  immediately 
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CARBOLIC  ACID. 
Mb.  M  a  C  D  0  N  a  (Southwark, 
Rptherhithe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  if  he  is  aware  that  there 
have  been  about  50  deaths  arising  from 
carbolic  acid  since  the  eommeucement 
of  this  year ;  and  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  lessen  the  temptation  to  commit 
suicide  by  the  use  of  carbolic  acid  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  op  the 

COUNCIL  (Mr.  ACLAND.  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham) :  The  Registrar  General 
cannot  give  the  number  of  deaths  from 
carbolic  acid  since  the  beginning  of  the 
year.  Forty-two  deaths  from  t^t  cause 
have  been  recorded  in  the  phumaceutical 
journals,  and  there  are  doubtless  other 
cases  not  reported.  It  is,  I  am  informed, 
not  expedieut  to  place  an  article  like 
carbolic  acid,  which  is  so  largely  used 
for  disinfecting  and  other  purposes,  under 
the  restrictions  of  the  Pharmacy  Act 
(which  would  coufioe  the  sale  exclusively 
lo  chemists  and  druggists),  but  the 
Government  are  considering  whether  an 
ameudmeut  of  the  law  cannot  be  intro- 
duced by  which  some  precautionary 
regulations  may  be  applied  to  the  sale  of 
carbolic  and  other  acids.  I  am  afraid 
that  no  law  will  restrain  persons  bent  on 
committing  suicide,  hut  deaths  from  the 
accidental  use  of  such  compounds  may 
probably  be  lessened  by  legislation. 

PERJURY  IN  EVICTION  PROCEEDINGS 
Mr.  DANE  (Fcrmauagh,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  has 
recently  received  a  Memorial  from  Farrell 
Tormey,  of  Mullaghmore,  Virginia, 
County  Cavan,  sotting  out  the  circum- 
stances wliereby  he  was  evicted  from  his 
house  and  farm,  undera  judgment  of  the 
High  Court,  subsequently  set  aside  by 
the  Exchequer  Division  of  such  Court, 
upon  the  grounds  that  the  affidavit,  by 
virtue  of  which  such  judgment  had  been 
obtained,  had  l>een  falsely  sworn  by  one 
James  Tormey  ;  and  whether,  under  the 
circumstances,  he  will  refer  the  matter  to 
the  Irish  Law  OfficOTS,  in  order  that  the 
said  James  Tormey  may  be  prosecuted 
for  perjury,  and  in  order  that  Walter 
Tormey,  in  said  Memorial  mentioned, 
may  also  be  prosecuted  for  perjury  and 
subornation  of  perjury  ? 
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Me.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  matter  re- 
ferred to  has  been  before  the  Law  Officers, 
and  oa  the  Iltb  instant  the  Sessional 
Crowa  Solicitor  was  directed  to  institute 
proceedings  in  the  case  for  perjurj  and 
conspiracy. 

LSYBL  CB08S1NGS  ON  THE  GREAT 
NOBTHBBN'CIRELAND)  RAILWAY. 

Mk.  DANE :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  mode  lu 
which  the  county  road  leading  from  Stra- 
bane  in  the  County  Tyrone  to  Lifibrd  in 
the  County  Donegal  has  been  carried  by 
the  Finn  Valley  and  West  Donegal  Rail- 
way Companies  over  their  line  of  railway 
by  means  of  a  bridge,  immediately  ad- 
joining the  point  where  the  same  road 
crosses  the  Great  Northern  (Ireland) 
Railway  line  by  means  of  a  level  cross- 
ing ;  and  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
obviously  dangerous  risk  to  which  vehi- 
cvAax  traffic  will  thus  be  exposed  by  reason 
of  the  steep  gradient,  he  will  take  steps 
to  have  the  road  in  question  carried  over 
the  latter  line  by  a  bridge  also  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mlndella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  this  case.  The  Board  of  Trade 
will  consult  their  Inspecting  Officers  on 
the  matter,  and  see  if  anything  can  be 
done. 

BXNI8KILLEN  POST  OFFICE. 
Mr.  DANE :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  frequent  com- 
plaints have  been  mode  both  upon  the 
part  of  officials  and  tbe  general  public 
regarding  insufficient  accommodation  and 
want  of  space  in  the  post  office  at  Euuis- 
killen,  which  accommodation  was  cur- 
tailed five  years  ago  ;  whether  it  is  the 
case  that  the  accommodation  in  said  office 
is  wholly  insufficient,  and  capable  only  of 
properly  affording  accommodation  for 
one-third  of  the  business  therein  trans- 
acted ;  and  will  the  authorities  cause  in- 
quiries to  be  made  with  the  view  of  es- 
tablishing a  Crown  office  at  Ennis- 
killen  ? 

Mr.  A.  MORLEY:  I  am  informed  that 
it  is  not  the  case  that  frequent  complaints 
have  been  received  either  from  tbe  staff 
or  from  the  public  of  want  of  accommoda- 
tion at  the  Enniskillen  Post  Office.  So 
far  from  the  space  having  lieen  curtailed, 
tbe  office  was  enlarged  and  mfitted  at 


considerable  expense  about  three  years 
ago ;  and  it  is  still  considered  to  be 
sufficient  for  the  business,  which  is  not 
increasing.  There  is  no  intention  of 
providing  a  Crown  post  office  at  Ennis- 
killen. 

OFFICERS*  PAY  IN  INDIA. 
Mk.  NAOROJI  (Finsbury,  Oentran  : 
I  be^  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  n>r 
India  whether  the  command  pay  of  an 

officer  commaudiug  a  regiment  of 
European  infantry  in  India  is  Rs.  400  per 
mensura,  or  about  Lis.  a  day  at  present 
exchange  ;  and  whether  in  Ceylon,  the 
Straits  Settlements,  Houg  Kong,  and  tbe 
West  Indies,  the  command  pay  is  3s.  per 
diem  ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the  reason  of  the 
difference  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOB  INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolves 
hamptoo,  E.)  :  The  answer  to  the 
first  question  is,  "  Yes."  The  second 
question  should  properly  be  addressed  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War.  But  I  may 
mention  that  tbe  pay  of  officers  in  India 
and  in  tbe  Colonies  respectively  is  fixed 
on  different  systems.  In  the  latter,  various 
allowances  are  drawn  in  addition  to  pay 
which  in  India  are  considered  as  the 
pay,  and  so  are  not  drawn  separately. 

CARSWELL  POINT  FOGHORN. 

Mr.  YOUNG  (Cavan,  £.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
if  he  is  aware  that  the  foghorn  on  Cars- 
well  Point,  Wigtonshire,  outside  Loch 
Ryun,  sounds  only  every  three  minutes, 
which  in  that  narrow  cltaunel  is  con- 
sidered by  all  masters  of  vessels  insuffi- 
cient warning  iu  times  of  dense  fog  ; 
and  will  be  take  steps  to  remedy  this 
state  of  things  by  having,  when  fogs 
occur,  the  horn  sounded  aC  least  once 
every  minute  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  received 
no  complaint  from  shipmasters  or  others 
of  the  insufficiency  of  tbe  fog-signal  on 
Carswell  Point,  but  I  will  send  a  copy 
of  the  lion.  Member's  question  to  tbe 
Commissioners  of  Northern  Lighthouses, 
with  whom  rests  the  responsibility  of 
initiating  any  alteration. 

LADY  VISITORS  TO  IRISH  PRISONS. 
Mr.  WEBB  (Waterford):   I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  tbe  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  is  the  total 
number  of  prisons  in  Ireland  in  which 
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women  are  confined  ;  and  in  how  manjr 
of  such  prisoiis  lady  viutora  have  been 
appointed  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  The  General 
Prisons  Board  report  that  there  are  1 3  large 
and  six  minor  prisons  in  Ireland  (not  in- 
cluding bridewells)  in  which  women  are 
incarcerated.  There  is  no  formal  appoint- 
ment by  Government  of  any  lady  visitors 
to  prisons  in  Ireland,  but  in  all  the 
large  prisons  except  one — namely,  that 
at  Sljgo — ladies  are  permitted  by  the 
Board  to  visit  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
religious  instruction  to  female  prisoners 
of  their  own  denominations.  In  the  case 
of  the  single  prison  excepted,  the  Board 
have  no  application  from  any  ladies  to 
be  permitted  to  visit  the  female  prisoners 
incarcerated  therein. 

THE  "COSTA  RICA  PACKET." 
Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  Report 
of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  in 
regard  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Select  Committee  of  the  Legislative 
Council  of  New  Sonth  Wales  in  the  case 
of  the  Costa  Rica  Packet,  has  been  re- 
ceived ;  if  so,  whether  there  is  any 
objection  to  stating  its  purport ;  and 
whether  it  is  proposed  to  invite  the 
opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
on  the  refusal  of  the  Government  of  the 
Hague  to  award  any  compensation  to  the 
captain,  owners,  or  crew  of  the  Costa 
Bica  Packet? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  ok 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  1.  The  case  being  now  the  sub- 
ject of  uncompleted  negotiations  with 
the  Netherlands  Goveroment  it  is  not 
desirable  that  the  purport  of  the  Law 
Officers*  Opinion  shomd  at  present  be 
made  public.  2.  The  Opinion  of  the 
Law  Officers  has  already  been  given  in 
regard  to  the  refusal  of  the  Netherlands 
Government,  and  a  further  communica- 
tion on  the  subject  is  being  addressed  to 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  the  Hague. 

BOLTS  AND  NUTS   FOR  THK 
ADMIRALTV. 
Mb.   WILSON  LLOYD  (Wednes- 
bury)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  if  the  bolts  and  nuts  supplied 
on  the  Admiralty  contracts  are  specified 
hand  made  ;  if  so,  is  he  aware  that  the 
Mr,  fFebb 


bolts  and  nuts  now  being  supplied  by  the 
firm  who  has  the  present  contract  are 
not  hand  made,  but  are  machine  made  ; 
and  can  the  Admiralty  prevent  a  contract 
being  varied,  without  giving  notice  to 
those  firms  who  quoted  for  hand  made 
nuts  and  bolts  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttlk- 
woRTH,  Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  In 
Admiralty  contracts  bolts  and  nuts  are 
not  specified  to  be  hand  made.  The 
Admiralty  do  not  permit  any  contract  to 
be  varied  without  their  conseut. 

CHEADLE  NATIONAL  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  C.  M'LAREN  (Leicester,  Bos- 
worth)  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  if  he  can  now  say  from  in- 
quiries made  whether,  in  canring  out. 
the  requirements  of  the  Education 
Department,  in  regard  to  the  National 
Schools  of  Cheadle,  Staffordshire,  the 
managers  are  proposing  to  encroach  on 
the  graveyard,  either  for  a  playground 
or  any  other  pur|K>8e ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther this  will  receive  the  sanction  of  the 
Department  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  managers  in- 
form me  that  they  have  no  intention  of 
encroaching  on  the  graveyard  for  any 
purpose. 

THE  ARRAN  EVICTIOKS. 

Mr.  FIELD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  any  of  the  Sheriffs*  officers 
or  other  persons  engaged  in  serving 
notices  of  evictions  upon  the  Arran 
islanders  spoke  Irish  ;  and  whether  the 
contents  of  those  notices  were  explained 
by  the  legal  officers  to  those  tenants  who 
speak  Irish  ouly  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  The  ejectroeot 
notices  were  served  by  the  civil  bill 
officer,  who,  I  believe,  speaks  Irish.  The 
police  state  he  did  not  explain  the  con- 
tents of  the  decrees  to  the  persons  served^ 
except  in  some  instances  when  requested 
to  do  so. 

PARAFFIN  AND  DISASTROUS  FIRES. 
Mr.  PAUL  (Edinburgh,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Dcpitrtment  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  disastrous  fira  in 
Northampton  Street,  Clerkenwell,  on 
Saturday  the  24th  of  Mareb,  which 
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resnlted  iu  the  loss  of  five  lives,  Bod  which 
was  caused  by  the  upeettiog  of  a  paraffin 
lamp ;  whether  he  can  state  what  was 
the  nature  of  the  oil  in  question,  and 
what  is  its  flash  point ;  aod  whether, 
having  regard  to  this  aud  similar  disasterR, 
he  will  forthwith  appoint  the  Committee 
ahready  promised  to  inquire  iuto  the  whole 
subject  of  the  Petroleum  Acts  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  We  hare  no  know- 
ledge whatever  of  the  ctrcnmstances  of 
this  fire,  as  these  matters  do  not  come 
under  the  cognizance  of  mj  Department. 
No  Returns  are  made  to  me  of  petroleum 
accidents.  Perhaps  the  Local  Authority 
(who  in  this  case  are  the  London  County 
Council)  have  information  on  thesubjeel, 
but  I  have  none.  As  regards  the  last 
paragraph,  I  am  considering  what  ought 
to  be  the  scope  of  the  inquiry  and  the 
terms  of  Reference  of  the  proposed  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  Petroleum 
Acts. 

Mr.  PAUL  :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether,  in  view  of  the  great 
danger  to  human  life  arising  from  the 
importation  aud  dissemination  of  foreign 
oils  at  a  dangerously  low  flash  point  he 
willconsider  the  desirability  of  instructing 
the  Committee  to  report  on  this  matter  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  That  raises  a  point 
very  much  debated  by  experts.  I  will, 
however,  consider  it. 

VEW  LUNATIC  A8TLUH  AT  PORTRAKE. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Roscommon,  S.) : 
On  behalf  of  tho  hon.  Member  for  Dublin 
County,  North,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether,  now  that  the  question  of  the 
apportionment  of  the  expenditure  re- 
quired for  providing  additional  lunatic 
asylum  accommodation  for  the  counties 
of  Dublin,  Louth,  aud  Wicklow  has  been 
decided  by  the  Privj'  Council,  he  will  give 
orders  for  proceedmg  immediately  with 
the  execution  of  the  proposed  works  at 
Portrane,  County  of  Dublin  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Board  of 

Control,  in  communication  with  the 
Asylum  Governors,  are  taking  all  the 
steps  necessary  with  a  view  to  having 
the  works  oommenced  at  as  early  a  date 
as  is  practicable. 


SECOND  DIVISION  CLERKS,  DUBUN 
POST  OFFICE. 
Mr.  HAYDEN  :  On  behalf  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dublin  County,  North, 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  Genial, 
with  reference  to  his  8tateraentonthe29th 
of  December  last  as  to  the  Memorial  of 
the  Second  Division  Clerks,  Secretary's 
Oflliee,  General  Post  Office,  Dublin,  on 
the  subject  of  the  application  to  them  o£ 
the  improved  scale  lately  applied  tjQ  the 
Second  Division  Clerks,  Secretary's 
Office,  London,  whether  any  answer  has 
yet  been  given  to  that  Memorial ; 
and,  if  not,  what  is  the  reason  of  the 
delay  ? 

Mb.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  have  not  yet 
had  the  opportunity  of  dealing  with  the 
Memorial  of  the  Second  Division  Clerks, 
Secretary's  office.  General  Post  Office, 
Dublin  ;  many  other  questions,  which 
appeared  to  me  more  urgeut,  having  bad 
precedence  of  it.  I  shall  hope  shortly  to 
examine  the  whole  subject. 

GERMAN  PRISON-MADE  GOODS. 
Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  what  has 
been  the  result  of  the  inquiry  he  pro- 
mised into  the  importation  of  German 
prison-mode  goods  ;  what  steps  the  Go- 
vernment proposes  to  take  to  secure  that 
the  pencils,  paper,  and  other  articles 
Ministers  purchase  from  foreigners  shall 
not  be  made  by  German  prisoners,  earn- 
ing from  3d,  to  Is.  a  day  ;  and  if  bis 
attention  has  lieen  called  to  the  letter 
from  Herr  Christian  Abuer,  of  Cologne, 
one  of  the  concessionaires  of  the  convict 
labour  in  Branweiler  Prison,  in  The 
HardwaremaHf  of  the  7th  of  April,  1894, 
who  declares  himself  to  have  a  factory  of 
English  patent  goods,  and  boasts  that  he 
also  has  a  house  in  England  for  the  sate 
of  his  goods  ;  and,  in  sucli  case,  if  he  is 
assured  that  Herr  Abner,  his  agents,  em- 
plot/es,  and  customers  in  England  are 
not  liable  to  prosecution  under  the  Mer^ 
chandise  Marks  Act  ? 

Mb.  MITNDELLA  :  I  am  mformed 
by  the  Commissioners  of  Customs  that 
they  have  no  cognizance  of  the  importa- 
tion from  Germany  of  prison-labour  made 
goods.  They  slate  that  any  goods  im- 
portetl  bearing  the  words  "Reliable"  or 
"  Perfection  "  would  be  dealt  with  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Meruh^dise  Markti 
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Act.  Then  with  regard  to  Herr  Abner 
sod  the  capital  advertisement  which  has 
been  given  to  his  cheap  brushes.  This 
gentleman  has,  I  learn,  an  English 
patent  for  his  carpet  sweeper,  and,  as 
long  as  he  conforms  to  the  law,  I  know  of 
no  reason  why  he  should  not  have  a  place 
of  business  in  this  country  for  the  sale  of 
bis  patented  article  and  the  other  goods 
in  whish  he  deals. 

Mr.  DAKLING  (Deptfonl) :  Is  it  not 
a  fact  that  the  pencils  suppHed  to  the 
House  are  marked  **  V.R.  Civil  Herrioe. 
Bavaria."  Are  they  obtained  from 
Bavaria  ;  and,  if  so,  from  what  establish- 
ment ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  That  may  be  so, 
but  I  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  pur- 
chase of  pencils  or  paper  for  the  House. 
That  is  part  of  the  duties  of  the 
Stationery  Department. 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER  (Kent, 
Thanet)  :  Who  is  responsible.  Are  the 
facts  as  stated  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  do  not  know  ; 
I  am -not. 

SiB  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  If  the  right 
'  faon.  Gentleman  will  give  me  notice  I 
will  do  my  best  to  answer  the  question. 

Coi-oxEL  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
May  I  ask  the  right  hou.  Gentlemnu,  as 
he  appears  to  be  unable  to  do  anything 
to  protect  Hriiish  labour  from  German 
prison  competition,  if  he  is  awiu«  that 
among  the  prohibited  articles  in  Schedule 
C  of  the  new  British  tariff  framed  by'tbe 
Dominion  of  Canada — 

"Goods  manufactured  or  [irnluccd  wholly  or 
In  part  by  prixon  labour,  or  which  have  been 
made  within  or  in  connection  with  any  prison, 
gaol,  or  penitentiary," 

are  absolutely  prohibited  from  importa- 
tion ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  was  not  aware 
that  that  restriction  was  in  the  Canadian 
tariff.  I -do  not  know  how  the  Custom 
officers  are  to  discriminate  between  goods 
made  wholly  or  partially  in  prison,  any 
more  than  they  are  to  discriminate 
between  goods  partially  made  abrwul  and 
finished  in  England. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  com- 
municate with  the  Foreign  Office  on  the 
matter  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  The  quastion 
should  be  put  to  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs.  I  have  nothing  to  do 
with  International  commodities. 

,  •  •■  Mr.  Mundella 


Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
Then  I  will  put  the  question  to  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs. 
•Sir  E.  grey  :  I  am  sorry  I  cannot 
answer  it.  I  have  only  just  entered  the 
House,  and  do  not  know  what  the  question 
referred  to  me  is  about. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
I  will  give  the  hon.  Baronet  notice  of 
the  question. 

BOARD  OF  TRADE  PUBLICATIONS. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury under  what  bead  the  accounts  of 
The  Board  of  Trade  Journal  and  The 
Labour  Gazette  will  be  presented  to 
Parliament,  and  if,  before  the  Vote  is 
taken,  a  Statement  can  be  laid  upou  the 
Table  showing  tlie  success  or  otherwise 
of  these  publications  on  the  part  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  what  proportion  of 
the  receipts  is  derived  from  sales  and 
what  proportion  from  advertisements  ? 

•Thk  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBEST,  Oldham)  : 
The  Board  of  Trade  Journal  and  The 
Labour  Gazette  are  managed  under 
different  arrangements.  The  Journal  is 
treated  on  the  ordinary  footing,  the  cost 
of  paper,  printing,  and  binding  being 
charged  to  sub-head  K  of  the  Sta- 
tionery Office  Vote,  while  the  pro- 
ceeds of  sale  are  carried  to  the  credit  sub- 
head Q  of  that  Vote.  The  work  of 
editing  is  performed  in  the  commercial 
branch  of  the  Commercial  Labour  and 
Statistical  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  charged  to  sub-head  R  of  that 
Vote.  The  work  of  compiling  and  editing 
The  Gazette  is  done  in  the  labour 
branch.  The  printing  and  publication  ara 
done  by  a  contractor  for  his  own  profit, 
subject  to  a  gratuitous  supply  of  such 
copies  as  are  required  for  the  Public 
Service,  including  7,000  distributed  by 
the  Labour  Department.  I  cannot  give 
the  receipts  from  advertisements,  as  they 
form  part  of  the  contractor's  profit.  It 
is  cot  intended  to  present  to  Parliament 
any  separate  accounts  of  these  any  more 
than  of  other  Government  publications. 
For  inforinaiiou  on  the  other  points 
raised  in  the  question  I  must  refer  my 
hon.  Friend  to  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
asked  the  President  of         Boanl  of 
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Trade,^  but  he  was  unable  to  give  me  anj 
ioformatioD  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  I  beg  your 
pardou.  I  gave  the  hoD.  Genttemao  all 
tbeiDfomiatioD  my  Department  poesesaed. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 
the  contract  for  printing  The  Labour 
Gazette  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 
Also,  ig  the  Resolution  of  this  House  of 
1891  observed  in  the  contract  ? 

Sib  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  do  not  know 
vLether  it  is  desirable  to  lay  the  contract 

00  the  Table.  I  have  no  doubt  th-^t  the 
Resolution  of  the  House  is  embodied  in 
this,  as  in  alt  other  Stationery  Office 
contracts. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
Will  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  let  meoee 
the  contracts  personally  ? 

SiK  J.  T.  HIBBEET  :  I  will  inquire  if 
that  can  be  done. 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  Can  ttie  right  bou.  Gentleman 
say,  with  regard  to  the  compilation  of 
The  Labour  Gazette^  which  he  oniifteil 
from  his  list,  what  it  costs,  and  in 
what  part  of  the  Votes  it  is  to  be  found, 
in  the  same  way  as  he  has  told  us  with 
regard  to  the  other  inaiters  he  men- 
tioned  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  compila- 
tion  is  done  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  so 
that  the  matter  is  not  M'ithin  my  cognl- 
sance.  T  am  anxious,  however,  to  afford 
all  the  information  in  my  power. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  Are 
we  to  understand  that  a  Government 
oontract  is  a  private  matter  that  cannot 
be  shown  in  this  House  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby): 

1  will  answer  that  question.  No  doubt 
the  House  may,  if  it  thinks  fit,  see  the 
contract,  but  it  is  not  worth  while  to  en- 
camber  the  Papers  with  all  these  petty 
details.  The  Government  have  no  object 
in  concealing  anything  of  this  kind,  but 
it  is  canying  things  to  excess  to  lay 
these  contracts  on  the  Table,  unless  there 
is  some  specific  reason  for  believing  the 
matter  requires  particular  attention. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT : 
Wilt  the  right  hon.  Gr«ntleman  show 
me  the  contract  if  I  call  upon  him 
to-morrow  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Ob,  yes  ;  I 
will  show  the  hon.  Member  anything  he 
likes. 


HILITART  OFFICERS  AT  IRISH  RACE 
HEETIKas. 
Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanark, 
Partick)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  if  he  is  aware  that  a 
General  Order  has  been  issued  by  the 
Commander-in-Chief  of  the  Forces  in 
Ireland  that  officers  attending  the 
Punchestown  races  are  required  to  wear 
tall  hats  on  both  days  ;  whether  an  Order 
enjoiniiig  officers  who  attend  races  in 
their  private  capacity  to  wear  a  particular 
dress  is  a  legal  Order  ;  and  whether  such 
Order  has  been  sanctioned  by  H.R.H  th« 
Commander-in-Chief  of  the  Forces  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  foe 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannermait^ 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  I  have  no  information  on 
this  subject ;  but  from  my  knowledge  of- 
the  General  Officer  Commanding  the 
Forces  in  Ireland,  I  have  no  doubt  that 
if  he  lias  issued  such  a  direction  it  has 
not  been  without  good  cause.  In  any 
case,  the  matter  hardly  deserves  the  im- 
portance the  hon.  Membw  has  giv^n  to 
it. 

THE  COST  OF  THE  SCOTCH  POLICE. 
Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy,  &e.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  provision 
made  in  Section  22,  Sub-section  (3),  of 
"  The  Local  Government  (Scotland)  Act, 
1889,"  whereby  a  fixed  sum  is  set  aside 
each  year  for  distribution  amongst  the 
Police  Authorities  in  Scotland  as  a  "  con- 
tribntioo  towards  the  cost  of  pay  and 
clothing,  is,  in  view  of  the  yearly  in- 
creasing cost,  not  generally  regarded  as 
an  equitable  arrangement ;  and  whether 
it  is  possible  to  revert  to  the  arrangement 
formerly  in  force,  whereby  Government 
contributed  one-half  of  the  cost  of  pay 
and  clothing  of  every  police  force  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELY  an  :  The  arrange- 
ment referred  to  by  the  hou.  Member, 
under  which  the  distribution  of  £l5o,000 
to  the  Police  Authorities  in  Scotland  is 
stereotyped,  whereas  in  England  half  the 
cost  of  the  police  is  given  to  the  Local 
Authority,  is  framed  upon  the  finan- 
cial scheme  at  present  existing  between 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland.  Under 
the  Local  Government  A;t8  England 
gets  80-lOOth  of  one-half  of  the  Probate 
Duty  ;  Scotland  gets  11-lOOth  ;  and  Ire- 
land 9-lOOtb.  The  distribution  of  this 
sum  and  of  the  other  sums  asugned 
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to  Local  Government  purposes  in 
England  and  Scotland  is  made  in  accord- 
ance with  the  several  ActB  relating  to  the 
English  and  Scottish  Local  Taxation 
Accounts.  These  Acts  settled  the 
distribution  of  the  share  which  fell  to 
each  country  in  fair  accordance  with  what 
was  the  view  of  their  Representatives 
at  the  time.  England  preferred,  in 
the  appropriation  of  its  share,  to  take 
half  the  cost  of  Police ;  Scotland  pre* 
ferred  to  stereotype  the  grant  at  the  snm 
of  £155,000  ;  the  surphis  in  each  case 
being  devoted  to  other  services  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  respectively.  If  this 
stereotyped  arrangement  in  respect  of  the 
Scottish  Police  Grant  is  removed,  the  sum 
available  for  other  services  iutbat  country 
would  require  to  be  correspondingly  re- 
duced. If  this  arrangement  of  the  share 
given  to  Scotland  does  not  meet  the  pre- 
sent views  of  the  Scottish  Representa- 
tives, Parliament  would  be  able  to  alter 
it  by  amending  the  necessary  Acts  and 
distributing  the  money  otberwise  than  it 
is  distributed  at  present. 

SICK  LEAVE  IN  THE  CIVIL  SERVICE. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.)  : 
On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
West  Ham,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  what  Departments  of  the 
Civil  Service  are  under  Treasury  control 
as  regards  the  amount  of  sick  leave 
granted  to  assistant  uterks ;  what  are  the 
names  of  the  Departments  not  under 
Treasury  control  ;  what  are  the  Regula- 
tions as  to  sick  leave  to  assistant  clerks 
in  force  in  those  Departments  ;  and  what 
are  the  Regulations  as  to  sick  leave 
applying  to  assistant  clerks  appointed 
pnor  to  Jnly,  1891  ? 

SiB  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  Treasury 
exercises  control  over  all  Departments  in 
all  matters  of  organisation,  including 
sick  leave.  My  former  answer  referred 
to  Departments  directly  subordinate  to 
the  Treasury — such  as  the  Revenue  De- 
partments. I  could  not  undertake  to 
make  an  exhaustive  classification  of  all 
Departments  under  the  two  heads,  be- 
cause such  classification  would  involve 
interpretations  of  Acts  of  Parliament  and 
other  iustrumeuts  without  number.  No 
Regulations  as  to  sick  leave  to  assistant 
clerks  have  been  laid  down  by  the  Trea- 
sury except  in  the  Departments  subordi- 
nate to  the  Treasury,  l^o  assistant  clerks 

Sir  G.  Trevelj/an 


within  the  meaning  of  the  Rule  as  to  sick/ 
leave  were  appointed  before  July,  1891. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Gibson  Bowlbs, 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  that  any 
representations  forwarded  to  the  Trea- 
sury would,  of  course,  be  earefuUy  con- 
sidered. 

INTERNATIONAL  DISARMAMENT. 
Mr.  BYLKS  (York,  W.R.,  Shipley)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  AfTairs  whether  he  has 
observed  <Ae  statement  in  the  public 
Press  that  Uie  Grennan  Emperor  has 
submitted  a  scheme  of  disarmament  to 
the  King  of  Italy,  to  the  Emperor  of 
Austria,  and  to  the  Ccar  of  Russia,  and 
proposed  a  Conference  of  the  Powers 
thereon;  whether  any  communications  of 
that  nature  have  reached  the  Foreign 
Office ;  and  whether  any  such  sugges- 
tions, if  they  should  be  siddressed  to  this 
country,  would  be  favourably  entertuued 
by  Her  Majesty*s  Government  ? 

*SiB  E.  GREY  :  I  have  seen  some 
statements  in  the  Press  with  reference  to 
proposals  for  disarmament,  but  no  com- 
munications on  the  subject  have  reached 
the  Foreign  Office,  As  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  already  stated,  they 
would  give  their  best  considerations  to 
any  practical  proposals  that  were  made. 

LORD  BBACONSFIELD'S  STATUE. 
Mb.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
stou)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  whether  the  statue  of 
Lord  Bcaconsfield  was  decorated  on  the 
19th  instant  by  his  autbtnity,  and  whe- 
ther any  officials  of  the  Board  of  Works 
were  employed  in  its  decoration  ? 

•The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 
W.)  :  According  to  the  practice  in 
previous  years,  permission  has  been  given 
for  the  decoration  of  the  statue  to  such 
persocs  as  have  been  accustomed  to  apply 
for  it.  No  one  was  employed  by  the 
Office  of  Works  in  the  decoration. 

Mr.  CREMEB  :  I  do  not  gather  from 
the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemui 
whether  any  officials  of  the  Board  of  Woi^s 
had  been  employed  there.  It  has  been 
emphatically  stated  in  The  St.  Jamte$*» 
Gazette  that  they  were  so  employed,  anU 
all  night  long,  too. 

*Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE:  1  stated 
that  no  one  was  employed^  by  theJBoanI 
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of  Works  in  the  decoration.  An  official 
of  the  Office  was  employed  to  the  extent 
of  UDloeking  the  gate  for  the  anthorieed 
pcFBODS  to  enter. 

DK8EBTI0NS  FROM  BRITISH  SHIPS. 
Mr.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON 
(Middleebrough)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
lYesident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  can  state  the  number  of  seamen  who 
hare  deserted  British  ships  in  Australian 
and  American  ports  during  the  year 
1893 ;  if  he  can  state  the  amount  of 
money  forfeited  as  wages  by  such  seamen, 
'  and  whether  the  master  of  a  ship  from 
which  a  seaman  may  dessrt  renders  any 
account  of  Buch  moneys ;  and,  if  so,  to 
whom  ;  and  if  no  such  account  is  ren- 
dered, whether  the  Board  of  Trade  will 
take  steps  to  see  that  such  an  account 
is  furnished  by  erery  master  of  a  British 
ship  akowing  the  amount  earned  by  ail 
seamen  •  who  may  desert  at  the  ports 
aforesaid,  the  amount  advanced  to  them 
in  money  and  for  clothing,  together  with 
alt  TODcbers  for  the  same,  and  that  the 
balance  due  at  the  time  of  desertion  be 
handed  orer  to  a  Representative  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  The  Board  of 
Trade  bave  no  record  of  the  numbers  of 
seamen  who  desert  ftrom  British  ships, 
and  they  have  no  means  of  ascertaining  the 
amount  of  wages  f<»{ei(ed  by  such  sea- 
men, u  the  master  is  not  bound  to  render 
any  aoeount.  The  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member,  that  masters  snould  be  required 
to  furnish  a  detailed  statement  of  the 
amount  earned  by  deserters  and  the  ad- 
vances made,  cannot  be  enforced  without 
further  legislation. 

Mb.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  :  Is 
it  not  the  fact  that  the  captain  of  every 
British  ship  is  bound  to  make  a  Beport 
at  the  end  of  the  Toyage  of  the  number 
of  men  who  deserted,  where  tbey  deserted, 
and  what  wages  were  due  to  them  at  the 
time  of  desertion  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  am  told  that  is 
not  the  case.  My  information  is  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  have  no  means  of  ascer- 
taining the  amount  of  wages  forfeited. 
1  have  that  information  from  the  Marine 
Department. 

Mb.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  :  Is 
tliere  no  sufficient  power  at  the  present 
time  to  secure  the  collection  of  such  in- 
formation ? 


Mr.  MUNDELLA:  I  am  assured 
there  are  no  powers  under  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Acts  to  enforce  such  Returns. 
To  get  them  would  render  necessary 
fresh  legislation.  I  will  inquire  further, 
however,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  still 
entertains  any  doubt  on  the  point.- 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale) :  Have  the  Board  of 
Trade  no  power,  when  des^ters  apply  for 
money  due  to  them,  to  bring  such 
deserters  before  the  authorities  for  punish- 
ment ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  A  man  who 
deserts  does  not  usually  make  any  such 
application. 

EARLY  MORNING  WORK  IN  IHK 
NAVV. 

Mr.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  t  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
if  he  is  aware  that  seamen  on  board  of 
Her  Majesty's  ships  at  Portsmouth  have 
during  the  past  four  weeks  been  ordered 
to  holystone  and  wash  decks  at  4  o'clock 
in  the  morning ;  and  whether  such 
Orders  are  general  in  Her  Majesty's 
Navy  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLE  WORTH  : 
A  tel^mm  sent  to  Portsmouth  in  con- 
sequeuee  of  my  hon.  Friend's  question 
has  elicited  the  following  reply  : — 

*'  Her  Hajeety't  ships  at  POTtftmouth  have, 
during  the  last  four  weeks,  never  scrubbed  decks 
earlier  than  6.30  a.m. ;  and  they  hare  not 
durtoR  that  period  been  bol^stoned  at  all.  This 
la  io  accordance  with  the  usual  practice ;  and 
the  few  ships  that  holystone  at  all  do  not  do  so 
more  frequently  than  once  a  week." 

UGANDA. 

Sir  GEORGE  BADEN-POWELL : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  view  of  the  indefinite 
postponement  of  the  promised  Debate  on 
the  IJgands  Settlement,  whether  he  can 
give  any  assurances  that  the  British 
administration  will  be  meanwhile  main- 
tained without  detriment  or  prejudice  to 
the  final  settlement  of  the  question  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.HiRcouBT.Derby): 
I  hope  that  the  discussion  on  the  Uganda 
settlement  will  not  be  very  long  post- 
poned. Of  course,  in  the  meantime, 
British  administration  there  will  be  main- 
tained. 

Sib  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester, 
Fwest  of  Dean)  :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  when  the  Papers,  which 
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were  promised  ia  time  for  the  discossion 
this  week,  will  be  circulated  with  reference 
to  the  Uganda  settlement  ? 

Sib  W.  HABCOUBT  :  They  will  be 
circulated  to-morrow. 

"THE  SALE  OF  GOODS  ACT,  1893." 

Mr.  darling  (Deptford)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chaacellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  is  aware  tbat,  owing  to  the 
fact  that  "The  Sale  of  Goods  Act, 
1893,"  received  the  Royal  Assent  on 
20th  February,  1894,  and,  by  Section  63, 
came  into  operatioD  on  the  1st  January 
precediug,  great  trouble  and  uncertainty 
as  to  the  law  is  occasioned  to  merchants 
and  others ;  and  whether  the  Government 
intention  was  that  this  Statute  should  be 
retrospective  in  its  operation  as  to  con- 
tracts of  sale  ;  if  not,  will  the  Govern- 
ment propose  a  measure  of  relief  ? 

SiE  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  not  aware 
of  the  circumstances  of  this  case,  but  J  am 
told  that  the  result  is  the  product  of  the 
scieoce  of  blocking  which  prevented  the 
Bill  from  coming  down  from  the  House 
of  Lords.  The  Bill  has  been  amended 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  has  gone 
luck  to  the  Lords,  and  amended  there, 
and  blocked  !n  the  House  of  Commons  ; 
so  that,  in  point  of  fact,  the  Bill  did  not 
pass  at  the  time  expected,  a  circumstance 
which  is  to  be  deplored.  I  am  informed 
that  the  Bill  is  merely  a  codification  Bill, 
and  does  not  make  any  material  altera- 
tion in  the  law  ;  but  if  it  does,  I  will 
hare  the  matter  examined  and  remedied 
if  possible. 

Mr.  darling  :  WiU  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  soon  as  possible  announce 
whether  he  can  take  stejM  to  settle  this 
matter,  otherwise  there  may  be  very 
expensive  litigation. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  kindly  furnish  me  with 
the  information  at  his  disposal  as  to  the 
difficulty  which  has  arisen,  it  will  assist 
verjf  much  in  the  inquiry. 

DISEASE  IN  THB  ABMY. 
Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  he  has  noticed 
the  increase  of  venereal  diseasee  amongst 
the  troops,  according  to  Return  No.  509, 
Army  (Average  Numbers),  made  to  the 
House  in  January  last ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  percentage  of  cases  of  the 
most  severe  form  of  the  disease  has  been 
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trebled  during  the  last  14  years  at  the 
military  stations  of  Gibraltar,  Malta,  and 
South  Africa  ;  that  the  percentage  has 
been  raised  by  seven  times  in  the  West 
Indies ;  and  that  the  increase  in  India 
is  decimating  oar  troops  ;  and  what  steps 
he  can  take  to  check  and  remedy  a 
disease  which  rains  so  many  of  our 
soldiers  ? 

•Mh.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Yea,  Sir ;  I  iiave  noticed  the  statistics 
of  venereal  disease  referred  to  in  the 
question  ;  but  there  are  such  unaccount- 
able fluctuations  in  them  that  it  is  very 
difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  deduce  any 
conclusion  from  the  figures.  In  the  case, 
however,  of  India,  the  increase  is  cer- 
tainly such  as  to  demand  serious  con- 
sideration ;  and  my  right  hou.  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  is 
giving  his  attention,  ia  commnnication 
with  the  ludian  Government,  to  certain 
proposals  by  the  Array  Sanitary  Com- 
mittee, which  will,  it  is  hoped,  without 
reviving  in  any  way  the  measures  to 
which  this  House  has  objected,  tend  to 
improve  materially  the  health  of  the 
European  force  in  India. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  :   WiU  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  look  at  the  Returns  for 
the  West  Indies  ?    These  are  still  more 
alarming. 

*Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNKRMAN  : 
The  West  Indies  stations  are  among 
those  to  which  I  refer,  as  exhibiting  such 
unaccountable  fluctuations. 

DEATH  AFTER  VACCINATION. 
Mh.  HOPWOOD  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Middleton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Parlia- 
mentary Secretary  to  the  Local  Govern* 
ment  Board  whether  bis  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  death  of  a  child  named 
Simeon  Dawson,  who  died  on  the  Snl 
of  March  last  after  much  suffering  fol- 
lowing on  vaccination  performed  on  the 
13th  January  last  at  Bury,  in  Lanca- 
shire ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
doctor  who  operated  on  and  attended 
the  child  gave  a  certificate  of  death^ 
"  Primary  Vaccination  ;  Secondary 
Pysmia,"  and  that  the  Registrar  of 
Deaths  declined  to  receive  the  certifi- 
cate, but  gave  an  order  for  burial ;  whe- 
ther the  Registrar  sent  up  the  above 
certificate  to  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  was  he  justified  in  his  refiisa  I; 
what  reply  or  communication  has  been 
made  to  him  on  the  subject ;  and  whe- 
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dier  informatiou  was  given  of  this  ease 
to  the  Royal  CommisstOD  od  Vaccina- 
tion  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Sir  W. 
FosTEB,  Derby,  Ilkeston)  :  The  odIj 
information  that  the  Local  GoTernment 
Board  have  as  to  the  cause  of  the  death 
of  the  child  referred  to  is  contained  in 
the  certified  copy  of  the  entry  with  re- 
gard to  the  death  in  the  Register  of 
Deaths  for  the  district.  According  to 
this  copy,  the  cause  of  death  as  entered 
in  the  Register  was  "  Vaccination ; 
pysemia,"  certified  by  J.  Silverwood, 
L.R.C.P.  The  death  appears  to  have 
takeu  place  on  March  3  last,  and  to  have 
beeu  registered  on  March  5.  The  Board 
are  informed  that  there  is  no  foundation 
for  the  suggestion  that  the  Registrar 
declined  to  receive  the  medical  certificate 
referred  to.  The  Board  received  from 
the  Registrar  the  certified  copy  of  the 
entry  in  the  Register  on  March  6,  and  on 
the  same  day  the  particulars  of  the  case 
were  forwanled  to  the  Royal  Commission 
on  Vaccination. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  :  For  what  reason 
was  this  particular  certificate  sent  up  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  ?  Is  it 
the  rule  to  send  such  certificates  ? 

Sib  W.  foster  :  The  Registrars 
in  the  ordina^  course  inform  the  Local 
Government  Board  of  all  cases  of  death 
after  vaccination. 

BALTIMORE  MAILS. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork  Co.,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Foi<tmaster  General  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  mails  are  con- 
veyed by  ear  from  Skibbereen  to  Balti- 
more ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  Baltimore  is  an  important  fishing 
station,  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  having  them  conveyed  by  train,  and 
thereby  give  a  better  postal  service  to  the 
fish  buyers  and  the  other  business  people 
of  Baltimore  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  mail  car 
between  Skibbereen  and  Baltimore 
afibrds  fairly  convenient  accommodation, 
the  arrival  at  Baltimore  being  at  7.45 
a.m.,  and  the  despatch  at  4.45  p.m.,  and 
it  is  necesswy  to  maintain  the  car  for  the 
service  of  the  intermediate  district.  No 
advantage  would  be  derived  as  regards 
delivery  by  the  use  of  the  railway,  and 
although  a  later  despatch  might  be 


given,  such  an  arrangement  would  entail 
fnrthw  expense,  which  I  should  not  feet 
justified  In  sanctioning.  Even  now  the 
mail  service  in  the  neighbourhood  in- 
volves a  very  heavy  loss. 

ART  EXHIBITIONS  IN  GLASGOW. 

Mr.  C.  M*LAREN  (Leicester,  Bos- 
worth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 'Advocate 
whether  the  Municipal  Authorities  of 
Glasgow  are  empowered  by  statute  to 
exercise  censorship  over  or  otherwise  in- 
terfere with  the  exhibition'  of  works  of 
art  in  that  city  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Chief  Constable  has  attempted 
to  interdict  the  exhibition  by  private 
deulers  of  reproductions  of  works  by  Sir 
Frederick  Leighton,  Mr.  G.  F.  Watts, 
and  Mr.  Poynter  ;  and,  if  so,  on  wbat 
grounds  ;  and  whether  the  police  in  other 
parts  of  the  United  Kiugdom  have  any 
right  to  interfere  iu  matters  of  taste,  and 
deprive  the  art-loving  public  of  becoming 
acquainted  with  works  which  have  been 
shown  in  the  galleries  of  the  Royal 
Academy  ? 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
B.  Balfour,  Clackmannan,  Ac.)  :  The 
Clerk  to  the  Glasgow  Police  Commis- 
sioners informs  me  that  the  Municipal 
Authorities  in  that  city  found  upon  the 
provisions  of  the  local  Glasgow  Police 
Act  of  1892  to  the  effect  that— 

"  No  public  show  of  any  description  whatever, 
whether  in  open  ground  or  in  any  house  or 
building,  or  caravan  or  tent,  &c.,  shall  be 
opened  or  set  up  witboat  the  permiasioo  of  the 
Magistrates'  Committee, 

as  justifying  interference  with  the  ex- 
hibition referred  to  in  the  question.  I 
believe,  idthough  I  am  not  definitely  in- 
formed upon  the  point,  that  the  question  of 
law  whether  such  an  exhibition  is  a 
public  show  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Act  is  now  sub  judice,  and  I  therefore 
refrain  from  expressing  an  opinion  upon 
it.  The  clerk  to  the  Police  Commis- 
sioners is  not  aware  that  the  Chief  Con- 
stable has  attempted  to  interdict  the  ex- 
hibition of  the  works  mentioned  in  th« 
second  paragraph  of  the  question.  In 
regard  to  the  third  paragraph,  I  should 
not  suppose  that  the  police  in  other 
places  have  right  to  interfere  with  the 
exhibition  of  works  which  do  not  ofiend 
against  public  decency  or  morality,  but 
I  do  not  know  what  the  powers  con- 
ferred by  particular  local  Acts  may  be. 
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PBOFESSOBS  IN  QUEEN'S  COLLEGES 
IN  IRELAND. 
Dr.  KENNY  (Doblio, College  Green): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury whether  Professors  iu  the  Royal 
College  of  Science  in  Ireland,  appointed 
at  the  same  time  or  before  some  of  the 
Professor^  of  the  Queen's  Colleges,  are, 
like  those  Professors,  outside  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Order  in  Council  of  Idth 
August,  1890,  whereby  retirement  from 
office  on  reaching  the  age  of  65  is  made 
compulsory  ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  No,  Sir ;  the 
Professors  of  the  Royal  College  of  Science 
in  Ireland  are  undoubtedly,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Treasury,  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  tbe  Order  in  Council  of  the  15th  of 
Augnst,  1890. 

THE  NEW  SPIRIT  PCTY. 

Mk.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  he  will  lay  upon  tbe 
Table  of  the  House,  in  sufficient  time  for 
their  examination  before  the  proposals  of 
the  Budget  Bill  are  again  considered,  a 
Betara  showing  the  amount  contributed 
by  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  respec- 
tively, CD  account  of  the  Spirit  Duties  in 
the  last  financial  year ;  and  a  Return 
showing  the  amount  expected  to  be  con- 
tributed by  Ireland  and  Great  Britain 
respectively  during  the  current  year,  on 
Account  of  the  proposed  increase  in  those 
duties ;  and  whether  be  wiii  take  care 
that  the  accounts  for  the  current  year  are 
BO  kept  that  it  will  be  possible  at  the  end 
of  each  quarter  to  dhow  the  amonnt 
ooDtributed  by  Ireland  and  Great 
Britun  respectively,  on  account  of  all 
the  new  taxes  proposed  iu  the  Budget 
Bill? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  discus- 
sion upon  the  Spirit  Duties  will  not  come 
on  until  after  the  Resolutions  have  been 
passed.  When  that  has  been  done,  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Budget  Bill  will 
be  taken.  I  hope  before  that — on  Mon- 
day or  on  Tuesday  next — to  give  the 
House  such  information  on  the  subject  as 
I  can  furnish. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's.  Han- 
•over  Square):  I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  wilt  give  the 
House  an  opportunity  of  judging  of  the 
jproportions  of  the  remaining  taxation 


which  wilt  fall  upon  England,  Ireland, 
and  Scotland  respectirely  ?  I  do  not 
think  the  information  supplied  should  be 
onlv  partial. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  will  give 
that  information  on  Monday  or  Tuesday 
next.  I  suppose  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not  here  when  I  explained  that 
my  reason  for  only  proposing  tbe  extra 
duty  for  one  year  was  that  there  was 
going  to  be  a  certain  inquiry  into  the 
incidence  of  taxation,  and  that,  therefore, 
we  could  not  this  year  undertake  to  de- 
termine how  it  was  relatively  borne. 

Mb.  FIELD:  On  what  day  wUl 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Budget  Bill 
be  taken  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Bill  will 
be  introdnced  as  soon  as  possible  after 
the  Resolutions  are  passed.  I  have 
reason  to  hope,  from  communications  I 
have  received,  that  the  Resolutions  will 
be  passed  on  Tuesday,  and  after  they 
have  been  reported  tbe  Budget  Bill  wiU 
be  introduced  at  once.  No  doubt  the 
House  will  require  some  little  tiow  to 
consider  the  Bill  before  the  Second 
Reading  comes  on,  and  therefore  I  am 
afraid  it  will  not  be  possible  to  take  the 
discussion  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill  until  the  week  after  next. 

THE  WELSH  DISESTABLISHMENT 
BILL. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  may  take 
this  opportunity  of  saying  that  I  have 
not  been  able  until  now  to  say  positivelj 
what  will  be  the  business  on  Thursday  ; 
but  now  from  information  I  have  received 
I  hope  that  we  shall  be  able  on  that  day 
to  introduce  the  Motion  for  the  First 
Reading  of  the  Bill  for  the  Disestablish- 
ment of  the  Welsh  Church. 

THE  NEW  ESTATE  DUTY. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  :  I  b^  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exoheqner, 
with  regard  to  the  Statement  he  circu- 
lated this  morning  as  to  the  effect  of  the 
new  Estate  Duty,  how  he  intends  to 
ascertain  the  capital  value  of  property 
assessed  for  the  new  duty,  and  whether 
he  can  give  the  House  any  informatioo 
on  tbe  subject  at  once,  or  whether  be 
will  give  it  as  part  of  his  statement  on 
Monday  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  From  mj 
point  of  view  I  think  I  should  giro  the 
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information  now.  The  capital  value  or 
the  principal  value,  the  market  value,  the 
selling  value,  or  tbe  realisable  value — you 
may  use  any  phrase  you  like — must  be 
ascertained  with  reference  to  any  particular 
commodity  by  the  best  methods  you  have 
of  aicertainiog  it.  If  you  want  to  ascertain 
the  principal  value  of  the  funds  you  have 
only  to  look  at  tbe  newspapers,  but  there 
are  many  other  things  the  value  of  which 
you  cannot  ascertain  in  that  way.  To 
ascertain  the  principal  value  of  land, 
houses,  plate,  jewels,  pictures,  and  so 
forth,  you  must  take  the  opinion  of  ex- 
perts— that'  is,  the  best  opinion  you  can 
get  on  the  subject.  My  opinion  is,  that 
the  method  iu  regard  to  the  land  must 
follow  the  same  lines.  I  once  asked  a 
surveyor  what  his  science  was  supposed 
to  be  for  which  the  public  paid  so  highly, 
and  he  answered  **  Well,  Sir,  we  are 
snpposed  to  know  by  experience  what 
tbe  public  will  give  for  any  particular 
thing."  I  can  give  a  particular  example 
(tf  the  value  of  expert  opinion.  I 
ranemberonce  going  toasale  atChristie's, 
where  I  saw  a  picture  which  I  thought  a 
very  admirable  one.  It  was  by  Sir  Joshua 
Reynolds  of  a  celebrated  character  in 
history,  the  last  great  true  Whig 
Prime  Minister,  Lord  Bockiogham.  I 
asked  an  expert  what  the  value  of 
the  picture  at  a  sale  would  be, 
and  he  said,  Well,  if  it  ^ere  a  picture 
of  an  unknown  lady,  it  would  be  worth 
abont  £5,000  ;  but  as  it  is  only  a  picture 
of  a  man  and  a  Prime  Minister,  it  will 
fetchbetween£500or£600."  Tfaepicture 
was  sold,  and  I  was  very  anxious  to  find 
what  it  sold  for.  The  sum  was  £550, 
which  showed  how  accurate  the  estimate 
was,  even  in  such  commodities  as  the 
pictures  of  Prime  Ministers.  We  are 
bound  to  rely  on  the  opinions  of  experts 
as  to  the  value  of  such  rare  commodi- 
ties, but  in  order  to  correct  any  mistake 
or  injustice  in  the  valuation  there  is  an 
appeal.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  a 
common-sense  view  of  the  subject. 

Sir  M.  hicks-beach  :  Whatever 
may  be  the  market  value  of  pictnres  or 
jewels,  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  must 
remember  that  in  many  parts  of  the 
coQDtry  there  is  absolutely  no  market 
value  for  land  at  alt.  That  is  one  point. 
Another  point  on  which  I  have  to  ask  is : 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  suppose 
that  in  calculating  the  market  value  of 
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land  and  houses  the  Inland  Revenue 
authorities  will  make  those  deductions  for 
repairs,  iusurance,  &c.,  which  are  allowed 
in  levying  Income  Tax  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  think 
I  had  better  reserve  those  details  till 
Monday. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  Monday 
give  an  estimate  of  the  cost  to  the 
taxpayer  of  the  heavy  fees  necessary  for 
valuation  ? 

Mr.  darling  :  With  reference  to 
the  difficulty  of  valuing  works  of  art, 
does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  know  that 
the  only  market  for  portraits  of  Whig 
statesmen  is  the  Tory  Party  ? 

[The  question  was  not  answered.] 

RICHMOND  DISTRICT  LUNATIC  ASYLUM 
BDILDINa  SCHEUE. 
Dr.  KENNY  (Dublin,  College  Green): 
I  wish  to  ask\^he  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  a 
question  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  notice — namely,  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  resolution 
passed  by  the  Dnbliu  Corporation  on  the 
16th  instant  dealing  with  the  question  of 
the  injustice  which  an  Order  of  the  Privy 
Council  will  inflict  on  the  citizens  of 
Dublin  with  reference  to  the  Richmond 
District  Lunatic  Asylum  building  scheme; 
and  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
pose legislation  on  the  subject  to  ensure 
the  relief  of  the  citizens,  and  will  he  also 
take  care  that  the  scheme  is  postponed 
until  such  time  as  the  question  of  the  inci> 
deuce  of  taxation  in  reference  to  this 
matter  can  be  settled  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  had  mj 
attention  directed  to  the  matter,  bat  have 
not  yet  had  time  to  look  into  it.  I  will 
examine  the  Papers  as  soon  as  possible, 
and  take  the  course  which  such  examina- 
tion may  show  to  be  desirable. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  ACTS. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  when 
he  proposes  to  place  on  the  Paper  the 
names  of  the  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  Irish  I^and  Acts  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  delay  is  not 
due  to  us.   I  hope  on  Mon4,ay. 
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ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY, 


STANDING  COMMITTEE  (SCOTLAND). 
BSSOLDTION.       [ADJOURHED  DSB&TE.] 

Order  read,  for  reeaming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Qneetion  [2nd  April], 

"  That,  in  addition  to  the  two  Standing 
Committees  appointed  aoder  Standiog  Order 
No.  47,  a  Standing  Committee  shall  be  appoiated 
for  the  consideration  of  all  Bills  retating  ex- 
cluairely  to  Scotland  which  may,  by  order  of 
the  Honse,  be  committed  to  them,  and  that  the 
provisions  of  Standing  Order  No.  47,  nhall 
apply  to  the  said  Standing  Committee: 

That  the  said  Standing  Committee  do  consist 
of  all  the  Members  representing  Scottish  con- 
stituencies, together  with  15  other  Members 
to  be  DominatM  by  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
who  shall  have  power  from  time  to  time  to  dis- 
charge the  Hemoers  so  nominated  by  them,  and 
to  appoint,  others  in  snbstitntjon  for  those  dis- 
charefBd: 

That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  49  and  SOdoappIy 
to  the  said  Standing  Committee." — (Sir  6. 

Haio  Question  agaia  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) said,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
vice  of  the  proposal  of  the  Government 
was  that  it  was  partial  and  unfair  in  its 
application.  It  was  partial  because  it 
could  not  be  extended  to  England,  and 
it  was  unfair  because  it  was  a  departure 
from  the  priucipie,  on  which  Select  and 
Grand  Committees  had  been  hitherto  ap- 
pointed, of  representing  the  actual  divi- 
sion of  parties  in  the  House.  He  would 
ask  the  Governmeut  whether  they  could 
not,  within  a  range  of  alteration  that  was 
conceivable  and  admissible,  make  this 
proposition  for  a  Scotch  Grand  Com- 
mittee one  that  could  be  extended  to 
similar  Grand  Committees,  and  one  that 
could  be  usefully  adopted  without  dislo- 
cating the  machinery  of  the  House,  and 
without  producing  any  of  the  extreme 
inconvenience  and  injustice  which  would 
result  from  the  adoption  of  the  proposal 
now  submitted  ?  He  was  one  of  those 
who  had  had  the  privilege  of  considering 
the  advisability  of  the  appointment  of 
Grand  Committees  before  they  came  into 
existence  at  all.  He  had  been  a  member 
of  the  ]Mgo  Conunittee  appointed  some 
yean  ago  to  consider  the  state  of  paUtc 
business  and  to  devise  some  machinery 
for  simplifying  it  and  making  it  easy. 


It  was  upon  the  recommendations  of  that 
Committee  that  the  Grand  Committees 
were  established.  The  great  and  essen* 
tial  principle  then  proposed  and  accepted 
was  that  the  composition  of  the  Grand 
Committee  should  correspond  to  the 
composition  of  the  House.  They  con- 
ceived that  there  should  be  that  corre- 
spondence, otherwise  they  thought  there 
might  be  contrariety  between  the  action 
of  the  Committee  and  the  action  of  the 
House  as  controlled  and  modified  by  the 
policy  of  the  Government  for  the  time 
being.  They  thought  that  if  they  wished 
to  keep  the  gear  in  workiugorder and  make 
the  Grand  Committees  something  that 
they  could  avail  of  to  facilitate  and 
develop  public  business,  they  must 
make  ^em  as  far  as  possible  correspond 
with  the  composition  of  the  House.  They 
felt  that  each  Grand  Committee  should 
be  a  microcosm  of  the  House,  represent- 
ing all  divisions  and  Parties  in  it.  But 
be  asked  himself  whether  it  was  necessary 
to  carry  out  that  idea  of  making  tbeGrand 
Committees  au  absolute  miniatiu'e  of  the 
House.  One  of  the  main  objects  they 
had  in  view  was,  whilst  making  the 
balance  of  the  Grand  Committee  corre- 
spond to  the  balance  of  the  House,  to 
whether  they  could  not  modify  the  com* 
position  of  the  Grand  Committees  so  as 
to  introduce  a  greater  or  less  local  ele- 
ment on  particular  Bills — so  as  to  )iave  a 
Grand  Committee  representing  io  its 
compositioD  the  composition  of  the 
House  in  this  respect :  that  the  balance 
on  it  corresponded  with  the  balance  in  the 
House,  and  possessing  in  its  several  ele- 
ments a  correspondence  with  the  several 
elements  of  the  House.  Would  it  not 
be  possible  to  have  a  Scotch  Grand 
Committee  and  a  Welsh  Grand  Cona- 
mittee  and  other  similar  Committees 
which  would  correspond  faithfully  to  the 
balance  of  Partiestiu  the  House,  so  that 
their  action  would  never  be  at  variance 
with  the  policy  of  the  House  itself,  and 
yet  within  whose  composition  they  would 
have  a  predominant  representation  of  the 
particular  local  element  interested  ?  By 
this  means  they  would  avoid  the  danger 
of  having  the  labour  of  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee thrown  away.  The  Members  of 
the  Select  Committee  to  which  he  had 
referred  felt  that  the  House  did  not  do 
all  the  work  that  was  wanted  of  it, 
although  it  did  all  that  conld  leasonablj 
be  expected  of  it.    The  Grand  Com- 
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mitteea  tbey  proposetl  were  part  of  the 
nuchiuery  tfaey  oonceived  for  the  purpose 
of  DiakiDg  more  easj  and  expeditious  tbe 
work  of  the  House.  There  wore  stilt 
great  complaints — aiid  he  thought- just 
ones — as  to  the  Urdinesa  of  work  ;  aud 
tbe  great  question  before  them  was,  if 
these  compkiints  came  from  different  parts 
of  the  country — Could  they  not,  with- 
out departing  from  the  main  principle 
that  had  governed,  their  action  on  the 
former  occasion^  conceive  a  Committee 
which  could  undertake  and  carry  through 
work  which  the  House  could  not  under- 
take with  great  advantage  to  the  House 
itself,  and  greatly  to  the  satisfaction  of 
those  Members  and  constituencies  who 
ftt  present  complained  of  the  dilatorineas 
and  insufficiency  of  the  work  ?  Witb- 
regard  to  this  particular  question  of  a 
Oraud  Committee  for  Scotland,  he  con- 
fessed that  he  saw  great  advantage  io  it 
if  such  a  Committee  could  be  made  to 
work  in  harmony  with  tbe  House.  There 
was  an  immense  difference  io  the  organi- 
sation and  in  tbe  administration  of  tbe 
law  in  England  and  Scotland.  Scotland 
hod  a  different  machinery  for  its  judica- 
ture, and  a  fundamentally  different  code 
of  laws.  The  law  of  property,  whether 
of  movables  ot  of  immoTObles,  was 
different  in  Scotland  from  the  law  io 
England.  The  law  of  family  relations 
was  different.  If  a  Scotch  Bill  were 
submitted  to  a  Grand  Committee  which 
would  have  a  large  predominance  of 
Scotch  Representatives,  while  preservrng 
a  faithful  resemblance  to  tbe  balance  of 
Parties  in  tbe  House  as  a  whole,  there 
would  be  brought  to  the  constderatien  of 
that  Bill  a  knowledge  of  the  motives 
that  had  animated  the  people  of  Scotland 
itself  and  their  reasons  for  the  particular 
amendment  or  change  of  the  law  which 
they  desired  which  might  be  a  great 
assistance  to  the  Committee.  For  bis 
own  part,  be  should  not  look  with  appre- 
heuBton  on  the  conduct  of  business  by  a 
Committee  on  which  there  was  a  large 
Scotch  element,  if  at  the  same  time  the 
representation  of  other  Members  was 
anch  that  the  balance  of  tbe  Committee 
corresponded  with  the  balance  of  the 
House.  If  they  adhered  to  that 
principle  they  would  be  able  to  go  far  be- 
jond  what  the  Govotiment  proposed. 
Under  the  prasent  proposal  the  Qovem- 
ment  cooM  not  set  up  an  English  Grand 
Committee^  bat  nnder  the  conditions  he 


suggested  that  would  be  possible.  In 
tbe  same  way,   while   the  Unionist 
Government  could  not  have  set  up  a 
Scotch  Grand  Committee  nnder  such  a 
proposal  as  the  present,  they  might  have 
done  so  nnder  the  plan  he  recommended. 
His  proposal  would  not  be  difficult  to 
work  out  if  it  were  taken  in  band  in  a_ 
business-like  sense.    It  could  be  made 
to  apply  to  different  parts  of  tbe  King- 
dom, or  it  might  be  adopted  in  other 
ways.    Everybody  recognised  the  differ- 
ence between  Scotch  aud  English  Institu- 
tions ;  and  if  be  were  told  that  by  his 
plan  he  was  favouring  disintegration  and 
Home  Rule,  he  should  reply  that  he  was 
taking  a  step  io  quite  the  opposite  direc- 
tion.  In  dealing  with  touchy  people  it 
was  best  to  humour  their  weaknesses. 
They  should  humour  weaknesses  all 
round.    Let  them  do  so  in  tbe  case  of 
Scotland.    Scotland  has  a  history — an 
independent    history.      Scotland  had 
auoexed  England,  and  having  done  that 
they  were  constraiued  to  take  a  back 
seat.     In   such   circumstances   it  was 
necessary  to  be  very  tender  and  delicate 
in  our  relations  with  Scotland.    He  was 
ready  to  recognise  the  sterling  qualities 
of  Scotchmen,  and  he  carefnUy  refrained 
from  using  the  word  "  English "  to  de- 
scribe tbe  inhabitants  of  Great  Britain, 
He  did  not  even  use  the  word  "British" 
when  he  wished  to  speak  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  If  it 
were  possible  to  bring  these  discontented 
persons  to  tbe  conviction  that  there  was 
a  way  of  allowing  them  to  have  "  a  little 
fling  "  now  and  then  in  discussing  their 
own  projects,  even  though  they  might  not 
be  able  to  control  all  tbe  results,  much 
would  be  done  to  nuUify  aud  destroy  the 
feeling  of  separation  instead  of  developing 
it.   He  had  spoken  of  Scotland  only,  but 
he  did  not  shrink  from  proposing  to  ex- 
tend the  same  principle  of  Grand  Com- 
mittees to  other  parts  of  the  country.  A 
considerable  part  of  the  argument  he  had 
submitted  to  the  House  was  this — that  if 
the  principle  he  bad  suggested  were 
adopted  and  acted  on,  not  only  each 
nation — if   there  were   nations  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  which  he  was  slow  to 
acknowledge — ^but  each  large  interest, 
might   occasionally  obtain   a  Special 
Grand  Committee  for  the  projects  in 
which  it  was  eoncemed,  always  sub- 
ject to  the  cardinal,  gOTeming,  and 
indispensable  principle  of  Uie  balance  of 
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the  Committee  coiresponding  with  the 
balance  of  the  House.  It  might  be  said — 
"  You  will  lose  all  the  advantages  we 
Scotch  Members  want  to  secure  for  the 
Scotch  Committee  if  this  plan  were 
adopted.  After  all,  we  should  be  votcil 
down  on  the  Scotch  Committeee,  and  we 
should  find  ourselves  sometimes  in  a 
minority — not  in  the  present,  but  in  a 
future  Farliamont."  He  thought  that 
those  who  used  that  argument  had  not 
realised  the  great  difference  between 
Committees  and  the  Homie  itself.  The 
thing  which  was  most  galling  in  the 
procedure  of  the  House,  and  the  spec- 
tacle they  had  often  witiiessed  was  this 
— in  Committee  of  the  whole  House  dis- 
cussion was  largely  carried  on  by  those 
interested,  and  arguments  were  advanced 
which  told  upon  the  minds  and  convic- 
tioDB  of  those  who  were  onlookers  and 
more  or  less  impartial.  Often,  if  a  Divi- 
sion were  taken  among  those  present 
during  the  discussion,  a  particular  pro- 
posiUon  would  be  carried,  though  it  was 
actually  defeated  by  the  votes  of  Mem- 
bers who  flocked  in  when  the  Division 
was  called,  who  were  totally  unacquainted 
with  the  circumstances  under  discussion, 
who  had  heard  none  of  the  arguments, 
and  who  simply  voted  blindly  as  they 
were  told.  In  this  way  not  ouiy  the 
judgment  of  the  particular  persons  aud 
localities  interested  was  overruled,  but 
also  the  judgment  of  others  who  had 
been  present  in  Committee  and  had 
Intend  to  the  arguments.  In  Grand 
Committees  it  was  impossible  to  have 
this  influx  of  Members  who  had  not 
heard  the  discussion,  and  consequently 
Members  of  a  Grand  Committee  were 
much  more  open  to  conviction  than  Com- 
mittees of  the  House  itself.  It  constantly 
happened  in  Grand  and  Select  Commit- 
tees that  stout  Party  men,  having  heard 
the  arguments,  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  there  was  a  good  deal  to  be  said  for 
the  other  side,  and  voted  with  those 
whom  they  opposed  in  the  House.  Thus, 
in  the  Welsh  and  Scotch  Grand  Com- 
mittees constituted  according  to  his  sug- 
gestion, the  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mittees would  be  largely  controlled  by 
the  arguments  of  the  Welsh  and  Scotch 
elements  in  them,  although  they  might 
not  form  a  majority  of  tbe\Committees. 
He  did  not  think  the  principle  he  recom- 
mended would  be  difficult  to  cl^y  out  if 
frankly  adopted.   He  would  surest,  by 

Mr,  Courmev  \ 
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way  of  illustration,  one  or  two  figures 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House.  He 
could  not  but  feel  impatient  with  the 
levity  and  want  of  consideration  with 
which  this  proposal  of  the  Government 
had  been  put  before  the  House.  It  was 
a  proposal  which  confessedly  could  only 
be  applied  in  a  haphazard  way,  which 
would  be  incapable  of  application  in  all 
Parliaments  and  in  relation  to  all  parta 
of  the  Kingdom.  It  certainly  seemed  to 
him  oue  of  the  most  thoughtless  and  ill- 
conceived  suggestions  ever  submitted  to 
the  House.  It  was  proposed  that  the 
Scotch  Members,  with  15  others,  or  87 
in  all,  should  constitute  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee ;  but  how  the  other  15  Members 
were  to  be  selected  did  not  appear  from 
the  Resolution.  He  was  surprised  not  to 
have  heard  some  Member  of  the  Committee 
of  Selection  ask  the  House  for  some 
guidance  on  the  point.  As  a  general 
rule,  they  received  iostmctious  as  to  how- 
to  put  Members  on  Committees.  How 
were  they  to  select  the  15  Members  who 
were  to  be  added  ?  That  was  anoUier 
illustration  of  the  crudity  of  the  proposal. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  87  Members 
were  to  be  so  selected  that  the  division 
among  them  corresponded  with  the  divi- 
sion of  Parties  ifi  the  House,  then,  since 
U7  was  about  one-eighth  of  the  total 
number  of  Members  in  the  House,  the 
Government  ought  to  have  on  the  Com- 
mittee a  majority  rather  over  one-eighth 
of  the  Party  majority  in  the  House. 
This  would  give  the  Govemment  a 
majority  of  five,  and  the  87  Membera 
would  thus  be  divided  into  46  supportere 
of  the  Government  and  41  Members  of 
the  Opposition.  As  many  as  was  desir- 
able of  the  46  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment might  be  Scotchmen,  and  all  the 
Scotch  Members  of  the  Opposition  might 
be  included  in  the  41  Representatives  of  the 
Opposition  on  the  Committee.  It  might 
also  be  desirable  to  bring  in  Scotchmea 
representing  English  constituencies.  He 
would  suggest  that  the  majority  of 
46  should  be  composed  of  40  Scotch 
Members  and  six  Knglishmen,  Welsh- 
men, and  Irishmen.  The  minority 
of  41  should  be  composed  of  23 
Scotch  Members  and  18  other  oppo- 
nents of  the  Government.  If  they 
gave  the  Government  a  majority  of  five, 
that  would  fairly  correspond  to  the  divi- 
stoa  of  Parties  in  the  House  itself,  46 
Members  being  on  th^  side  of  the 
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GoTemment  and  41  on  the  side  of  the 
Opposition.  He  had  been  argning  upon 
the  su^estion  that  the  number  of  the 
Committee  should  be  87,  but  they  might 
have  some  other  number,  allowing,  pro- 
portionally, a  larger  number  of  Scotch 
Members.  They  might  do  the  same 
thing  in  regard  to  England,  not,  of 
coarse,  by  bringing  in  all  the  English 
Members,  but  by  having  an  English 
Oraod  Committee  corresponding  with 
the  balance  of  English  opinion  in  the 
House.  If  the  Government  could  see 
their  way  to  adopt  some  suggestion  of 
this  kind  in  their  proposal,  which  would 
no  donbt  be  a  considerable  alteration,  hut 
which  would,  he  thought,  efTect  all  the 
advantages  claimed  for  the  proposal  by 
the  Government,  then  he  thought  they 
would  be  introducing  machinery  which 
would  be  capable  of  great  extension  and 
«t  the  same  time  capable  of  being  used. 
The  views  which  he  had  submitted  to 
the  House  were  embodied  in  two  Amend- 
ments which  stood  ou  the  Paper  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fartick, 
and  which  laid  down  the  proposition 
that  the  composition  of  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee as  a  whole  should  correspond  to 
the  composition  of  the  House  as  a  whole, 
but,  subject  to  that  political  correspond- 
ence and  to  the  balance  of  Parties  in 
Grand  Committee  and  in  the  House  as  a 
whole,  the  Committee  of  Selection  should 
be  instructed  to  introduce  as  many 
Scotch  Members  as  they  could  in  the  com- 
position of  the  Committee.  That  was  an 
Amendment  which,  he  thought,  deserved 
the  most  careful  consideration. 

*Mr.  speaker  :  That  Amendment 
would  be  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  :  I  am  very  sorry 
to  hear  that  declaration.  I  bad  heard  a 
rumour  to  the  effect,  but  I  was  not  pre- 
pared for  a  distinct  declaration  that  it 
was  out  of  Order. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  will  tell  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  why  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  out  of  Order.  I  may  say, 
Brst,  that  the  course  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  taken  is  subject  to  some 
inconvenience.  He  is,  of  course,  quite 
within  his  right  in  intervening  before 
the  next  Amendment  is  called  and 
speakiug  on  the  Main  Question,  but  he 
has  gone  over  the  whole  subject  and 
anticipated  the  discussion  which  would 
more  properly  arise  on  several  Amend- 
ments upon  Uie  Paper.    There  is  on  the 


Paper  an  Amendment  wUch,  I  think, 
goes  to  the  root  of  the  point  he  is 
raising  and  which  stands  in  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Whitehaven, 
but  it  will  not  be  open  to  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  move  an  Amendment  inviting  the 
House  to  depart  from  the  decision  taken 
by  the  negativing  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  thus 
deciding  that  the  whole  of  the  Scotch 
Members  shall  form  part  of  the  Com- 
mittee. It,  is  impossible  to  neutralUe 
the  presence  of  those  Scotch  Members 
on  the  Committee,  for  that  would  be 
reversing  the  decision  to  which  the 
House  has  already  come.  •  There  is, 
however,  an  Amendment  to  the  effect 
that  instead  of  15  there  should  31  added 
Members  on'the  Committee  for  the  pur- 
pose of  producing  in  the  Scotch  Com- 
mittee as  near  a  microcosm  of  the  House 
as  possible  ;  but  beyond  that  it  would  be 
quite  impossible  to  go,  looking  to  the 
principles  which  govern  our  Debates. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  May  I  askyour 
opinion.  Sir,  upon  an  Amendment  stand- 
ing in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Partick  Division  ?  It  does  not  ex- 
clude any  Scottish  Member  from  the 
Committee,  but  contemplates  the  addition 
to  the  Committee  of  such  other  Members 
as  may  make  the  Committee  a  reflection 
of  the  composition  of  the  House. 
•Mr.  SPEAKER:  That  is  what  I 
was  saying  just  now,  and  I  thought  that 
Amendment  was  out  of  Order.  I  thought 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Whitehaven  was  going  as  near 
the  point  of  Order  as  possible,  though 
still  in  Order  as  altering  the  constitution 
of  the  Committee,  assuming  always  that 
the  Scottish  Members  are  admitted  to 
the  Committee  in  bulk. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  hope,  Sir, 
we  may  understand  from  the  direction 
you  have  so  clearly  laid  down  that  the 
proper  course  now  is  that  we  should  go 
on  with  the  Amendments  as  they  stand 
on  the  Paper,  and  not  go  into  a  general  dis- 
quisition.   [  Cries  of  "  Order  1 "] 

Mr.  COURTNEY  rose,  but  

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  (refusing  to 
give  way)  continued  :  I  am  in  possession 
of  the  House.  [Cries  of  "No,"  and 
"  Order  !  "]  I  am  speaking  to  Order, 
and  I  am  submitting  that  the  speech  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bodmin  is  entirely  out  of  Order.  He  is 
going  hack.  [Cries  ©/"Orfer  ! "]  I  am 
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going  to  take  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Speaker 
whether  or  not,  in  your  opinion,  Sir,  it 
would  be  regular  that  we  should  now  go 
into  a  general  discusaion  of  the  whole 
subject  which  was  under  discussion  upon 
the  Amendment  of  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  ?  I  uodentood  you,  Sir,  to 
lay  down  that  that  was  not  a  regular  or 
couveoiwt  course,  and  that  the  proper 
course  to  take  was  to  proceed  with  the 
Ameudmeute  as  they  stand  on  the  Paper. 
[Opposition  cries  of  "  Order  I  "]  I  have 
a  perfect  right  to  submit  that. 

Me.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  rise  to 
Order,  Sir.  I  beg  to  ask  you  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  in  Order 
when,  under  the  pretext  of  putting  a 
question  to  you,  he  declares  his  opinion 
of  the  Order  and  convenience  of  this 
House  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOUBT  :  I  beg.  Sir  

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order  I 
Sib  W.  HARCOUET  :  I  beg.  Sir,  to 
remonstrate  in   the  interests  of  good 
manners  in  the  House. 

•Mb.  speaker  :  I  hope  that  I  maybe 
able  to  allay  any  heat  and  prevent  any 
collision  between  gentlemen  in  this  House. 
I  did  not  say  that  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bodmin  was  out  of 
Order.  The  right  hon.  Gentleniau  is 
almost  the  last  person  in  the  House  who 
is  likely  to  be  out  of  Order.  I  only  men- 
tioned that  I  thought  the  coiuw  he  was 
poTBuiug  would  be  inconvenient,  for  this 
reason — that  after  all  the  Ameudmeute 
are  disposed  of  it  would  be  perfectly 
competent  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  take  a  general  survey  of  the  situation 
audre-opendiscussion  on  the  Main  Ques- 
tion. But  if  instead  of  that,  which  he  is 
entitled  to  do,  he  raises  a  discussion  uow 
upon  the  general  question  before  I  call 
the  next  Amendment  in  Order — namely, 
that  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
West  Edinburgh — think  Uie  House 
would  not  be  inclined  to  listen  to  another 
general  Debate  after  all  the  Amendments 
are  disposed  of. 

Mr.  COURTNEY;  said,  that  in  what 
he  had  done  he  had  acted  only  with  a 
desire  to  facilitate  the  progress  of  busi- 
ness. [CWm  of  "Nol"]  Some  hon. 
Members  said  "  No,"  which  was  rather 
an  improper  observation  to  make.  He 
had  submitted  considerations  which  had 
not  been  submitted  to  tho  House  before, 
and  which  he  thought  might  have  been 
of  some  assistance  in  the  further  develop- 

Sir  W,  ffareourt 


meot  of  this  problem.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  did  not  hear  the  whole 
of  his  speech.  He  was  fetched  in  appa- 
rently because  an  inconvenient  argument 
was  being  submitted.  He  was  told  that 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
which  embodied  the  principles  he  had 
laid  down,  was  out  of  Order,  but  he 
hoped  that  what  he  had  said  had  not 
been  altogether  unfruitful,  and  might 
have  some  influence  upon  the  subsequent 
development  of  the  Debate. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Univer- 
sity) :  May  I  ask,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  my 
Amendment  out  of  Order  ? 

•Mr.  SPEAKER :  Yes.  The  next 
Ameudmeut  in  Order  is,  as  I  have  said, 
that  which  stands  in  the  name  of  the 
uoble  Lord  the  Member  for  Edinburgh. 

•Viscount  WOLMEE  (Edinburgh, 
W.)  rose  to  move,  in  line  4,  after  the 
word  "  Bills,"  to  insert — 

"relatinj;  to  Law  and  Courts  of  Jastioe  and 
Legal  Procedure,  and  to  Trade,  Shipping,  and 
Manufactures,  and." 

These  subjects  were  the  subjects  dealt 
with  by  the  present  Grand  Committees, 
but  if  it  met  with  the  approval  of  the 
House,  he  was  prepared  to  add  "  agri- 
culture and  fishing."     They  had  en- 
deavoured,   in    the   course   of  these 
discussions,  to  ascertain  what  the  real 
intentions  of  the  Government  were  as  to 
the  use  they  would  make  of  the  Grand 
Committee  after  it  was  appointed.  Did 
the  Government  intend  to  use  the  Com- 
mittee merely  for  the  development  and 
progress  of  reasonably  uncontested  busi- 
ness, or  did  they  meau  to  use  it  as  an 
instrument  for  forcing  through  the  House 
Party  measures  which,  without  the  Com- 
mittee, they  would  not  bare  an  oppor- 
tunity  of    seerug    passed    into  law  ? 
The  speeches  of  the  supporters  of  the 
Resolution  showed  that  the  Governmeot 
bad  not  made  up  their  miuds  on  this 
point.    Running  through  the  speeches  of 
Ministers  and  their  supporters,  there  was 
the  individual  idea  of  each  speaker  as  to 
what,  in  his  purticularopinion,  was  the  best 
use  to  make  of  this  Grand  Committee. 
It  was  plain  that  the  Governmeot  had 
not  made  up  their  minds  what  they  would 
do  when   the  Committee  was  formed. 
Even  Ministers  coutradicted  each  other, 
and  the  Minister   in  charge  of  the 
Resolution  contradicted  hinuelf.   At  the 
beginning  of  bis  introductory  speech,  the 
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S^retaiy  for  Scotland  laid  down  thU 
propOBition — 

"  We  do  not  r^ard  this  as  a  partisan  measure, 
but  aa  a  pncticaiaDd  biulneBS^Uke  measoie  for 

Omore  time  for  the  bodDess  of  the 
■ 

LftCer  OD  in  his  speech  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  pictured  this  as  the  paradise 
of  the  Scottish  Members,  everj  Bill,  not 
onlj  every  Government  Bill,  but  every 
Bill  brought  in  by  the  Scottish  private 
Htanbers,  was  to  go  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  even  if  Scottish  Members 
passed  a  Resolution  on  a  Friday  evening, 
the  Government  was  to  embody  it  in  a 
Bill  and  pass  it  by  means  of  the  Grand 
Committee.  Herein  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  flatly  emtradicted  himself. 
Again,  the  right  Gentleman*s  speech 
was  totally  inconsistent  witli  the  speech 
of  the  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland 
and  with  the  speech  of  the  Secretary  for 
War.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  pointed 
out  that  the  value  of  this  reform  would 
be  that  it  would  relieve  the  Government 
of  the  whole  of  Scotch  business  ;  but  the 
Secretary  for  War  said  that  the  Local 
Government  Bill  would  be  the  only  Bill 
that  the  Grand  Committee  could  deal 
with  this  Session,  because  that  Bill 
oonaisted  of  no  fewer  than  70  clauses, 
snd  would  consequently  occupy  all  the 
time  of  the  Grand  Committee.  Then  the 
ai^nment  of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
that  this  reform  would  form  part  of  Parlia- 
mentary procedure  for  all  time,  was 
answered  by  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland,  who  said  that  it  would  only  be 
a  Sessional  Order.  There  had  been  the 
eame  inconsistency  in  the  speeches  of 
other  supporters  of  the  Resolutiou,  and 
it  was  plain  that  they  had  not  mi^e  up 
their  minds  as  to  what  it  was  they  wanted 
or  as  to  what  would  be  the  work  done  by 
the  Committee.  Anyone  who  had  heurd 
the  able  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen  could  not  deny  that  the  general 
gist  of  the  contention  of  the  hon.  Member 
was  that  the  measures  sent  to  the  Grand 
Committee  would  be  non-contentious. 

*Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  :  I 
said  such  Bills  as  the  late  Government 
Bent  to  Scotch  Committees.  The  late 
Government  not  only  sent  to  Scotch 
C<HnmitteeB  non-contentious  Bills  but  at 
least  one  Bill — the  Private  Bill  Pro- 
cedure Bill — which  was  so  contentious 
that  when  it  came  back  to  this  House  it 
wM  d^eated. 


Viscount  WOLMER  said,  it  was  true 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  did  not  piadgt 
himself  that  no  contentions  measures 
would  be  sent ;  but  he  contended  that, 
as  a  rule,  non-oontentions  Bills  would  be 
sent  to  the  Grand  Committee.  Bnt  the 
Secretary  for  War  took  an  entirely 
different  view.  The  right  hon.  Gentle 
man  said  that  such  Bills  as  the  Local 
Veto  Bill  would  be  sent  to  the  Committee. 
Whatever  might  bo  the  merits  or 
demerits  of  that  Bill  nobody  would  say 
that  it  was  a  non-contentious  measure. 
He  would  also  point  out  that  the 
Solicitor  General  tor  Scotland  said  it  was 
absolutely  necesBMy  to  have  such  a 
Grand  Committee,  not  because  non-con- 
tentious Bills  might  be  passed,  but 
because  it  was  impossible  to  familiarise 
English  minds  with  Scotch  matters.  He 
should  say  that  he  thought  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  guilty  of  an  act  of 
-extraordinary  presumption  in  making 
such  a  statement.  Why,  his  hon.  and 
learfied  Friend  had  given  vote  after  vote, 
during  the  consideration  of  the  Parish 
Councils  Bill,  on  details  of  English  rural 
life  about  which  he  knew  absolutely 
nothing.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Dumfries,  alluding  to  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  as  alternative  to  Scottish 
Home  Rule,  said  if  the  Committee  was 
granted  they  might  carry  through  Bills 
relating  to  the  land,  liquor,  the  Church, 
and  registration.  He  defied  anyone  to 
find  four  more  controversial  topics  than 
these.  Again,  one  of  hisjowu  colleagues, 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Edinburgh, 
declared  that  the  Bills  to  be  sent  to  the 
Grand  Committee  would  be  non-con- 
tentious. But  of  all  the  remarkable 
utterances  on  this  Resolution  tlwt  which 
most  deserved  attention  was  the  speech 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  College 
Division  of  Glasgow.  On  the  5tfa  of  April 
the  hon  Member  said  that  such  a  scheme 
as  that  proposed  by  the  Government 
would  be  unworkable  when  a  Conserva- 
tive Government  was  in  power,  and  that 
no  one  would  think  of  asking  for  such  a 
Committee  under  those  circumstances. 
Would  the  House  believe  that  the  hon. 
Member  himself  voted  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  such  a  Committee  under 
the  late  Conservative  Government 
when  a  Resolution  in  favour  of  it 
was  moved  by  the  Ute  Sir  George 
Campbell  in  March,  18b8.  In  fact, 
not  one  of  the  supporters  of  the  Resolution 
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had  made  up  his  miod  as  to  what  kind  of 
Bills  should  be  sent  to  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee. The  Amendment  which  he  now 
moved  was  intended  distinctly  to  define 
that  the  work  done 'by  the  Committee, 
was  to  be  non-contentious.  He  bad 
taken  the  words  from  the  Standing 
OrdOT,  but  it  would  be  necessary  to  add 
"agriculture  and  fishing/^  which  were 
inserted  in  the  Standi og  Order  some 
years  after  it  was  first  formulated.  He 
asked  the  House  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment for  two  main  reasons.  Unteifs 
some  such  Amendment  were  accepted  an 
nn&ir  advantage  would  be  given  to  the 
majority  of  Scottish  Members  over  the 
majority  of  English  and  Irish  Members, 
and  the  Government  would  have  an  un- 
Uax  advantage  in  having  a  tribunal  to 
which  they  could  send  their  partisan 
measures,  and  wbere  they  would  com- 
mand a  majority  to  which  they  were  not 
entitled  by  the  composition  of  the  House. 
There  was  only  one  argument  which  the 
Government  could  advance  against  his 
proposal.  It  was  that  by  the  terms  of  his 
Amendment  the  Scottish  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  could  not  be  referred  to  such 
a  Committee.  If  the  Government  in- 
tended to  meet  the  suggestion  of  the 
Opposition  they  could  alter,  the  words  of 
the  Amendment  so  as  to  include  that 
Bill,  but  it  did  not  become  a  Go7emment 
whose  Leader  bad  boasted  that  he  had 
passed  a  Parish  Councils  Bill  for  Eng- 
land by  the  votes  of  Irish  and  Scottish 
Members  to  put  forward  an  identical  Bill 
for  Scotland  as  the  best  test  of  legislation 
to  be  referred  to  the  proposed  Grand 
Committee.  He  had  the  high  authority 
of  the  bite  Prime  Minister  for  saying 
that  no  contentions  measures  should  be 
referred  to  those  Grand  Committees.  He 
contended  that  the  atteranees  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Midlothian  upon  the  subject  proved  con- 
clusively that  it  was  never  intended  that 
these  Standing  Committees  should  deal 
with  matters  other  than  those  of  a  non- 
controversial  character.  He  could  only 
conceive  of  one  argument  that  would 
weigh  in  favour  of  a  Grand  Committee 
to  which  Party  measures  could  be  re- 
ferred— that  was  what  the  hon.  Member 
for  Aberdeen  had  called  the  incubus  of 
an  English  majority.  He  thought  the 
hon.  Gentleman  oescribed  it  as  the 
**  thraldom  *'  under  which  Scotland 
suffered.    If  hon.  Members  for  Scotland 
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really  thought  that  Scotland  was  under 
disabilities,  not  only  with  regard  to  non- 
contentious  but  to  contentious  business 
also,  such  as  were  not  imposed  upon 
England,  he  could  quite  understand  Uieir 
desh«  for  a  Grand  Committee  of  the  wide 
scope  proposed.  But  their  grievance  was 
purely  imaginary.  He  was  strictly  accu- 
rate in  saying  that  never  was  there  a  view 
so  entirely  unfounded  in  historical  fact  as 
that  Scotland  suffered  under  special  dis- 
abilities that  England  did  not  suffer 
under,  and  that,  therefore,  a  special 
remedy  was  required  in  her  case.  Be- 
tween the  Reform  Bills  of  1832  and 
1885  only  three  times  was  a  Conserva- 
tive Government  in  power.  Almost  all 
the  r^t  of  that  time,  during  which  the 
whole  political  and  social  structure  of 
England  ms  transformed,  there  was 
either  an  actual  Conservative  majority  in 
England,  or  there  was  a  Liberal  majority 
so  small  that  if  left  to  itself  the  legis- 
lation would  have  been  <^  an  entirely 
different  character,  while  owing  to  Scotch 
and  Irish  votes  a  Liberal  Government 
was  in  power  in  entire  sympathy  with 
Scotch  aspirations ;  and  all  that  time 
England  had  been  coerced  into  legisla- 
tion  by  Scot<^  and  Irish  and  Welsh 
votes.  The  supposed  grievance  of  hon. 
Members  for  Scotland,  therefore,  was  • 
mere  figment  of  their  imagination,  and 
he  appealed  to  the  House  to  consider  bis 
Amendment,  and  to  see  whether  the 
real  solution  of  the  problem  put  before 
them  was  not  that  this  Committee  should 
be  entrusted  with  only  non-contentious 
measures.    He  moved  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  4,  after 
the  word  "  Bills,"  to  insert  the  words — 

"  Belating  to  Law  and  Courts  of  Justice  and 
Legal  Procfdare,  and  to  Trade,  Shjppinf^ 
Uanufactures,  Agricoltore,  and  Ffsbing,  and?* 

—(VUcoviU  Wolmer.') 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 

be  there  inserted." 

The  CHANCELLOR  ok  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Haecocrt. 
Derby)  :  The  noble  Lord  has  mode  a 
very  reasonable  speech  in  support  of 
bis  Amendment,  and  he  fans  donanded 
what  is  the  view  of  the  Grovannmit 
with  reference  to  the  quesdons  whidi 
should  occupy  a  Conunittee  of  this 
ohamoter.  Tlut  is  a  very  proper  ques- 
tion if  he  is  willing  to  accept  an  answer. 
The  Government  have  tried  several 
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times  to  give  an  answer  to  it.  The 
noble  Lord  said  this  was  a  case  of  pull 
devil,  pall  baker.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther, in  adding  my  mite,  I  shall  be 
raolrad  with  the  devil  or  the  baker,  but 
I  shall  endeavonr  to  stale  what  view 
of  the  qaestion  is.  Now,  in  the  dis- 
cuHsioD  which  has  gone  by,  I  do  not  know 
that  there  is  any  great  difference  of 
opinion  on  the  subject.  Some  gentle- 
men, no  doubt,  seem  to  suggest  that  it  is 
intended  to  make  a  great  Constitutional 
change  which  will  alter  the  whole 
Fomu  of  House   oS  Commons 

and  the  condact  of  basiness,  ai^ 
materiallj  change  the  ooostituUon  of  Far- 
liunent.  I  have  no  doubt  they  sinoerelj 
believe  that  view.  We  have  always 
stated  that  that  was  not  our  view  at  ail. 
It  was  not  on  that  ground  that  we  made 
this  proposal,  and  we  have  never  contem- 
plated any  such  change  of  the  sort.  No 
good  can  proceed  from  carrying  on  coun- 
ter-assertions of  that  character.  Those 
who  believe  we  propose  a  great  Constitu- 
tiooal  change  will  remain  of  the  same 
opinion  atill,  and  those  who  say  that  we 
merely  aim  at  relieving  the  House  of  a 
great  deal  of  business  willalso  retain  their 
opinion  and  declare  that  that  is  our  object. 
It  is  our  object ;  and  when  the  noble 
Lord  asks  me  ae  to  great  Party  questions 
— Land  Acts,  Church  Disestablishment, 
and  questions  of  that  kind,  which  I  may 
call  of  a  high  political  and  controversial 
character — whether  they  are  proper  sub- 
jects for  a  Committee  of  this  character,  I 
do  not  know  if  he  will  accept  "any  state- 
ment of  mine  ;  but  I  have  to  tell  him  that 
diat  is  not  the  object  of  a  Committee  of 
this  eharacter.  The  noble  speaks 
of  non-Gontroversial  questions.  In  these 
days  it  is  very  difficult  to  say  that  any 
question  is  a  non -controversial  one.  I 
do  not  know  that  the  Scotch  are  less  dis- 
posed to  controversy  than  other  people. 
When  I  practised  at  the  Parliamentary 
Bar  a  Scotch  Bill  always  meant  a  good 
fight,  for  I  was  told  they  never  compro- 
mised on  any  terms.  I  consider  there  are 
few  Scotch  questions  which  cannot  be 
called  controversial,  and,  therefore,  I 
cannot  quite  understand  the  noble  Lord's 
definition  of  **non-controTersial."  Theta 
are  qoeationa  which  are  non-contioversial 
io  a  different  sense,  and  I  think'  the 
Local  Government  Bill  is  a  good  illuS' 
tration.  Again,  I  do  not  think  that  the 
qneition  of  education  is  controversial  in 


Scothhod  in  the  sense  in  which  it  is  con- 
trorersial  in  En^^aod,  and  barring  the 
question  of  Dteestablishment  the  religious 
question  is  not  contoorersial  in  Scotland 
as  it  is  in  this  country.  It  should  be 
remembered  that  a  great  deal  of  the  time 
of  the  Committee  would  be  occupied  with 
details  of  which  the  Scotch  Members 
are  by  far  the  best  judges,  and  which,  if 
discussed  in  this  House,  would  not  only 
waste  a  great  deal  of  our  time, 
but,  I  fear,  exhaust  our  patience.  If 
yon  can  reifer  a  Bill  of  this  kind  to  a 
Committee  where  there  is  a  predominant 
Scotch  element,  I  do  not  what  harm 
you  do  to  the  Constitution  of  Parliament 
or  what  you  can  do  better.  We  have 
endeavoured  to  set  up  the  best  possible 
tribunal.  There  is  no  man  more  averse 
than  I  am  to  breaking  up  the  unity  of 
Parliament  in  dealing  with  great  ques- 
tions affecting  every  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  I  have  no  disposition  to — and 
I  never  would  be  a  party  to — the  breaking 
up  of  the  control  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons as  a  whole  over  great  questions 
which  interest  the  whole  country.  To 
use  any  instrument  of  this  kind  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  securing  the  predomi- 
nance of  a  Party  majority  would  be,  in 
my  opinion,  an  abuse  altogether  of  a  pro- 
vision which  is  intended  to  relieve  the 
House  of  Commons  from  a  burden,  and  to 
relieve  it  in  a  manner  which  may  be 
satisfactory  to  those  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom  to  which  these  measures  more 
particularly  apply.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther I  have  succeeded  in  explainfhg  my 
views  on  this  subject.  This  proposal 
does  not  involve  any  Constitutional 
change.  It  will  be  essentially  an  experi- 
mental plan.  If  it  succeed  well  and 
good  ;  if  it  fails,  no  serious  harm  will  be 
done.  I  am  free  to  admit  that  the  main 
object  of  the  Government  is  to  refer  to 
this  Committee  the  Scotch  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill,  which,  if  considered  in  the 
House,  owing  to  the  great  number  of  de- 
tails that  would  require  careful  attention, 
would  occupy  an  unconscionable  part 
of  the  time  of  the  Session.  The 
authority  of  tiie  House  can  be  ex- 
ercised on  Beptot,  and  we  shall  esoape 
the  diBcttssion  extremely  numerous 
detuls  on  the  floor  of  the  House.  There 
are  also  many  Bills  in  the  same  cate- 
gory, not  being  high  Party  and  politi- 
cal measures,  in  which  the  Committee 
would  be  most  nsefnllyemployed.  I  have 
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heard  the  right  hon.  CrCTtleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Midlothian  quoted  a>  an  authori^ 
against  Uiis  proposal.  Bat  it  is  not  fair 
to  quote  mj  right  hon.  Friend  as  being 
opposed  to  this  projeot.  I  have  no  doubt 
bewonld  be  opposed  to  tbe  proposal,  if  he 
believed  that  it  involved  a  change  in 
the  Constitutional  practice  of  Imperial 
Parliament.  In  recent  times  mj 
right  hon.  Friend  has  expressed  dis- 
tinct opinions  in  favour  of  a  proposal 
of  this  character — notabljr  to  a  deputa- 
tion of  tbe  Scotch  Members.  I  can 
assure  the  House  that  tbe  Govern- 
ment do  not  entertain  the  sinister  objects 
attached  to  tlie-^pioposiUs  hy  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite.  I  believe  the  Committee 
oonld  be  largely  used  in  the  consideration 
of  measures  of  what  I  may  call  a  hybrid 
character  —  not  absolutely  non-con- 
troversiai  measures,  but  measures  which 
are  not  of  a  high  political  character.  I 
hope  now  that  I  have  answered  the 
question  of  tbe  noble  Lord  he  will  not 
believe  that  we  are  actuated  by  sinister 
motiveB.  These  are  not  the  objects  we 
hare  endeavoured  to  obtain,  and  I  am 
sure  we  should  not  hav^  been  supported 
by  the  majority  which  Voted  for  us  the 
other  night  upon  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  thb  Leader  of  tbe 
Opposition  if  the  House  had  believed 
we  entertained  any  such  ideas.  I  regard 
that  vote  as  maintaining  |he  position  of 
the  Government  as  againlit  the  position 
of  the  Opposition.  T£ie  Opposition 
believe  that  this  proposal  iilivolvcs  a  great 
Constitutional  change,  whi'de  the  majority 
of  the  House  affirm  the  v|ew  of  the  Go- 
Ternment  that  it  is  an  exp^ieut  brought 
forward  for  the  purpose  o^  facilitating 
the  business  of  tbe  House.  'That  is  the 
Tiew  which  I  hope  the  Housk  will  take 
to-day,  and  I  trust  that,  in  tm-  circum- 
stances, we  may  at  least  be  allow^  to  try 
tite  expoiment  under  the  Sessional  \)rder 
proposed. 

Ms.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birmi 
ham,  W.)  :  The  Chancellor  of  tbe  £ 
chequer  paid  a  compliment  to  the  noble 
Lord  for  tbe  moderation  of  bis  speech, 
and  acknowledged  the  reasouableness  of 
the  request  which  he  made  for  tbe  views 
of  the  GoTcmment  upon  this  subject.  I 
am  hound  to  admit  ttut  the  answer  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
given  us  is  a  much  clearer  statement 
than  any  we  have  bad  before  in  any 
of  the  speeches  which  have  been  made 
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in  the  Honse  on  the  matter.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  however,  com- 
plains that  it  is  of  very  little  nse  for  the 
Government  to  say  anything  on  the  sub- 
ject, because  even  after  th^  have  stated 
their  views  we  shall  remain  dissatisfied, 
and  appear  to  think  that  we  have  not  got 
at  tbe  bottom  of  the  matter.  But  surely 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  knows, 
or  would  have  known  if  he  had  been  in 
the  House,  that  the  whole  difficulty  has 
arisen  because  the  Government  have  not 
always  stated  their  case  in  the  same  way 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  juat 
stated  it  to  us  now.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  ExchequOT  was  not  in  the  Honse  on 
the  evening  wben  the  matter  was  first 
opened  by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  I 
wonder,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  hear  that  speech  delivered,  whether 
he  has  since  thought  It  worth  while  to 
read  the  report  of  it  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  laid  the  greatest  possible 
stress  upon  the  advantages  which  this 
Committee  would  afibrd  in  dealing  witii 
all  sorts  of  questions.  The  Secretary  fw 
Scotland  in  his  speech  did  not  confine 
himself  to  matters  that  could  by  any 
possibility  be  called  non-controversial. 
There  was  one  part  of  his  speech  in 
which  he  amtealed  to  private  Members 
below  the  Gangway,  and  said  that  if  they 
had  this  Committee  set  up  it  would  be  a 
means  by  which  every  kind  of  BUI  could 
be  brought  to  a  completion,  and  he  went 
beyond  that,  because  he  said  that  when  a 
Resolution  was  passed  in  the  House  it 
would  be  tbe  duty  of  the  Government  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  giving  efifect  to  it,  and  to 
send,  with  as  little  delay  as  possible,  that 
Bill  into  Committee.  That  was  afaaolutely 
the  reverse  of  what  has  just  been  stated 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ibcohequw  to- 
night. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Surely  the 
right  hon.  Member  has  misunderstood 
me.  Private  Members  may  very  possibly 
introduce  Bills  that  are  non-controversial 
or  only  partially  controversial.  If  an 
hoD.  Member  introduced  a  Bill  of  a 
highly  controversial  or  political  character 
it  would  not  be  sent  to  the  Committee. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  That  ia 
a  Vgloss  given  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
E^^equer  to  the  speech  cMf  the  SeeieUiy 
for  S(Ootland  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man aid  not  hear.  That  would  be  very 
well  ifiit  had  been  what  the  Secretary 
for  Scoifland  aud.    In  faot,  it  was  not 
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what  the  Secretary  for  ScoUaud  did  say 
vheo  iotroduciog  the  Uottoo.  What  he 
said  was  ia  effect  Uiis — **  There  you  will 
have  a  special  body  constituted  to  fac)li> 
tate  the  traDsaction  of  special  business, 
which  he  veutured  to  say  would  in  five 
years  pass  all  those  private  Scotch  Bills 
which  were  best  worth  passing.  Well, 
would  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
get  up  and  say  in  the  face  of  the  Scotch 
Members  in  the  House  that  the  Scotch 
Bills  that  were  best  worth  passing  were 
those  which  were  absolutely  non-con- 
tentious ?  The  whole  speech  of  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  was  ioteuded  to 
refer  to  tlie  Kesolution  brotight  forward 
by  a  Scotch  Member  the  next  nighty  aud 
carried  with  the  consent  and  vote  of  the 
Party.  I  am  perfectly  ready  to  recognise 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
is  a  superior  authority  to  that  of  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland.  Nor  will  I  pre- 
sume to  question  the  statements  now 
made  by  him.  They  are  authoritative. 
He  has  thrown  over  the  unfortunate 
Secretary  for  Scotland.  But,  never  mind, 
lie  is  used  to  that.  I  will  take  the  state- 
ment of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
as  the  authoritative  declaration  of  the 
intention  of  the  Government.  What  does 
he  say  ?  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer,  in  effect,  says  that  so  far  as  we  are 
concerned  we  mean  that  this  Committee 
efaall  deal  only  with  non-controversial 
Bills. 

Sir  W.  HARCOUET  :  No  ;  I  did 
not  say  that  

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me 
to  finish  my  sentence.  I  understood  t^e 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  say  on 
behalf  of  the  Goremment  that  it  was 
thur  intention  that  this  Committee  should 
be  used  only  for  non-contentious  Hills  and 
non-Party  measures  ;  but  be  went  on  to 
say  that  in  his  opinion  it  would  be  a  very 
difficult  thing  at  times  to  define  accurately 
what  was  a  non-controversial  matter. 
Perhaps,  however,  I  have  misrepresented 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  1  never  said 
that  what  I  intended  was  that  non-con- 
troversial measures  only  should  be  referred 
to  Uie  Committee.  What  I  did  say  was 
tliat  the  Committee  would  not  deal  with 
great  Party  political  questions  like  the 
DisestablishmeDt  of  the  Church  or  Home 
Sale  for  Scotland.  It  is  unfair  to  suppose 


that  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  meant 
that  the  Committee  should  dei^  with 
matters  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMQERLAIN  :  I  think 
the  House,  after  that  statement,  will 
agree  with  me  that  it  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary for  us  to  ask  for  some  defiuition  of 
the  kind  of  measures  that  are  to  be  re- 
ferred to  this  Committee.  Because  what 
is  the  state  of  the  case  ?  In  answer  to 
my  noble  Friend,  who  had  given  us  as 
illustrations  of  controversial  measures 
Bills  relating  to  liquor,  land,  Church,  and 
registration,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
diequer  says,  "  Certainly  not ;  we  don't 
intend  to  send  BiUs  of  that  kind  to  the 
Committee."  Therefore,  these  Bills,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, come  witbio  the  range  of  con- 
troversial Bills  which  are  not  to  be 
referred  to  the  Committee.  But  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  distinctly  in- 
cluded liquor  as  one  of  the  subjocte  that 
should  be  referred  to  the  Committee.  I 
fear,  however,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  not  in  the  House  when 
that  statement  was  made  by  his  col- 
league. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  con- 
stautly  being  reproached  for  not  having 
been  present  in  the  House  on  certain 
occasions.  I  hope  the  House  will  accept 
my  excuse  that  my  absence  has  been 
in  consequence  of  the  great  physical 
labour  that  has  recently  been  thrown 
upon  me.  I  have  done  my  best  services 
in  the  House,  and  if  the  House  is  not 
satisfied  it  is  because  I  am  not  equal 
either  physically  or  intellectually  to  the 
great  strain  I  have  bad  lately  to  undergo. 
I  therefore  ask  to  be  no  louger  subjected 
to  this  kind  of  reproach. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  at  once 
say  that  I  recognise  the  force  of  that 
explanation,  and  I  will  not  refer  to  the 
matter  again  ;  but  it  is  a  fact  that  ihe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  took  up  the 
statement  of  my  noble  Friend  who  had 
given  these  four  subjects  as  illustrations 
of  controversial  subjects,  aud  they  were 
the  land,  registration,  the  liquor,  and  the 
Church  ;  aud  in  answer  to  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  said  that  the 
subjects  referred  to  by  my  noble  Friend 
were  non-controversial. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  did  not.  I 
referred  to  two  subjects,  but  I  did  not 
refer  to  liquor  and  to  registration.  I 
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must  beg  that  if  I  am  to  be  quoted  I ' 
should^  at  least,  be  quoted  accurately. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  The  right 
hoQ.  Gentleman  is  perfectly  correct  in 
saying  that  he  referred  to  two  subjects 
definitely  and  by  name  ;  but  I  say  that  I 
am  in  the  recollectioa  of  the  House 
when  I  again  repeat,  in  reply  to  my 
noble  Friend,  he  said  the  subjects  to 
which  my  noble  Friend  referre<I  were  not 
subjects  within  the  scope  of  controversial 
matter.' 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  That  is  not  so. 

Mh.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  am 
afraid,  then,  thatithe  recollection  of  one  of 
us  is  in  error,  and  we  can  only  check  the 
accuracy  of  the  statement  by  a  reference 
to  Hansard  when  the  report  is  published. 
I  am  satisfied  whichever  way  it  is.  I 
only  want  to  get  at  the  facts  ;  and  now  I 
am  to  take  it  that  liquor  is  to  be  tucliided. 
Very  well,  does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man mean  the  House  to  understand  that 
such  a  subject  as  the  dealing  with  the 
traffic  in  intoxicating  liquors  is  not  a 
great  Party  and  political  question  as 
well  as  the  revenue  also  ?  Does  he  mean 
to  say  that  a  question  of  that  kind  is  to 
be  treated  as  a  non>controversial  or,  at 
all  events,  not  an  important  Party  ques- 
tion which  may  be  safely  committed  to  a 
Committee  which  has  previously  been 
packed  in  the  interests  of  the  Govern- 
ment ?  I  say  that  is  a  monstrous  pro- 
position. There  are  two  other  subjects 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  describes 
as  being  uon-controversial  and  suitable 
for  reference  to  this  Committee.  One  is 
local  government,  and  he  says  that  in 
Scotland  local  government  is  not  in  the 
sense  in  which  we  have  been  using  the 
word  a  contentious  or  a  controversial 
subject.  I  cannot  dispute  that  statement 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ; 
and,  if  it  be  true,  I  should  say  by  all 
means  include  local  government  as  one  of 
the  questions  which  you  may  properly 
refer  to  the  Committee  and  add  to  the 
list  of  subjects  whifih  has  been  already 
suggested  by  my  noble  Friend.  But  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  takes  the 
question  of  education,  and  he  says  that 
the  question  of  education  is  not  contro- 
versial in  Scotland. 

Mr.  B£ITH  (Inverness,  &o.)  :  Hear, 
hear ! 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  see  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Inverness 
confirms  that  statement.   Let  me  say  to 
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him,  does  he  not  consider  that  the  demand 
for  denominational  education  by  the 
Roman  Catholics  in  Scotland  is  a  highly 
contentions  snbjeot  ? 

Mb.  BEITH  :  No. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  should 
like  to  ask  a  Roman  Catholic  what  he 
thought.  I  confess  I  do  not  know  in 
England  of  any  subject  which  is  more 
hotly  contested  than  those  questions 
concerning  education  which  arise  out  of 
different  religions  opinions  of  Protestants 
on  the  one  hand  and  Roman  Catholics  on 
the  other. 

Mr.  BEITH  :  We  never  hear  of  that 
iu  Scotland. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  can 
only  say  that  strangers  who  go  to  Scot- 
land hear  a  good  deal  of  it.  Now  what 
have  we  got  ?  The  three  questions  of 
liquor,  local  government,  and  education, 
of  which  I  ventnre  to  say  two,  at  any 
rate,  are  highly  contentious,  and  the 
matter  is  left  in  such  doubt  that  I  defy 
anyone  to  say  whether  any  other  subject 
you  can  take,  except  the  two  specially 
excluded  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, might  not  equally  on  simitar 
arguments  be  referred  to  this  Committee. 
When  the  question  of  Grand  Committees 
was  first  brought  before  the  House,  I  know 
well  that  it  was  the  desire  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Midlothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) so  strictly  to  define  the  subjects 
which  were  to  be  committed  to  them  that 
by  no  possibility  could  they  be  described 
hereafter  as  contentious  subjects ;  and 
for  the  very  good  reason  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
knew  perfectly  well  that  the  whole 
advantage  of  these  Committees  would  be 
lost  if  you  sent  contentions  subjects  to 
such  a  tribunal,  and  the  whole  of  the 
experience  of  the  Committees  since  that 
time  has  justified  his  opinion.  Wbenev«- 
a  really  contentious  question  has  been 
sent  to  a  Grand  Committee  no  useful 
purpose  has  been  served.  I  shonid  have 
thought,  as  a  mere  matter  of  business, 
that  it  was  common-sense  business  so  to 
define  the  issues  to  be  submitted  to  this 
Committee  that  we  may  be  certain  at  all 
events  that  those  sabjeets  which  arise 
out  of  controversial  difficulties  will  not 
interfere  to  prevent  the  success  of  the 
experiment.  My  noble  Friend  has 
adopted  the  exact  language  that  waa 
used  with  regard  to  the  Grand  Com- 
mittees.   If  that  is  not  wide  enongh,  if 
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the  circumstances  of  ScoUaod  differ  so 
much  from  tbe  oircnmstances  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  or  from  England,  that 
more  subjects  may  safely  be  included  in 
the  noD-controversial  list,  I  do  not  see 
any  objection  to  an  addition  being  made 
to  the  Amendment  of  my  noble  Friend  in 
order  to  include  them  ;  but  I  do  say  that 
the  very  diverse  statements  we  have 
had  from  Ministers  of  tbe  Crown  in 
regard  to  their  own  intentions,  and  after 
the  experience  we  have  had  of  tbe  Grand 
Committees,  it  is  most  foolish  to  go  on 
with  tbts  proposal  ^thont  eodearooring, 
at  any  race,  to  define  the  subjects  which 
shall  be  submitted  to  it. ' 

The  secretary  fob  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  THEVELYAN,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  In  a  few  sentences  I  will 
reply  to  what  tbe  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  said  about  me,  except  tbe  per- 
sonaUties — personalities  which  I  tbink 
hon .  Gentlemen  opposi  te  eve  n  will 
allow  I  never  initiate,  and  which, 
from  whichever  side  they  come, 
I  always  cordially  detest.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  I  gave  a  much 
larger  scope  in  my  opening  speech  to  tbe 
operations  of  this  proposed  Committee 
than  was  given  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  but 
most  fortunately  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  placed  in  his  hands  the  exact 
words  I  used  —  words  that  perhaps 
sounded  better  in  his  mouth  than  In  mine 
a  week  ago ;  still,  words  which,  when 
I  heard  tbem  read,  impressed  me  with  the 
idea  that  I  placed  the  case  before  the 
House  in  a  very  specific,  very  definite, 
rery  innocent,  and  not  unpersuasive 
manner.  I  stand  by  every  word  of  the 
passage.  In  that  passage,  and  throughout 
my  speech,  there  can  be  found  absolutely 
not  one  single  sentence  implying  that 
any  Franchise  Bill,  or  any  Church  Bill, 
or  any  Bill  raising  contentious  subjects 
of  a  serious  nature  was,  in  the  intention 
of  the  Government,  to  be  placed  before 
that  Grand  Committee.  Weask  that  Com- 
mittee this  year  for  the  purpose  of  laying 
before  it  the  Local  Government  Board 
Bill  for  Scotland,  a  BUI  of  70  clauses, 
which,  if  pUced  before  a  Committee  ot 
the  whole  House,  would  enter  into  com- 
petition with  all  other  business.  We 
have  the  experience  of  the  42  days  spent 
over  the  English  Parish  Councils  Bill  in 
Committee,  and  that  is  the  practical 
argument  with  which  we  come  to  the 


House  to  ask  them  to  enable  us  to  put 
the  Scotch  Local  Government  Bill  before 
a  body  that  will  not  pass  it  in  time  not 
taken  from  the  general  usage  of  the 
House,  but  a  body  which  will  thoroughly 
understand  it,  and  take  the  greatest 
interest  in  it.  The  real  answer  to  all 
the  objections  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  tbe  noble  Lord  is  to  be 
found  iu  the  words  of  the  Resolution 
itself.  In  the  Resolution  I  find  these 
words — 

"  All  Bills  relating  exclusively  to  Scotland 
which  may,  by  Order  of  the  House,  be 
committed  to  them.'' 

We  have  had  a  good  specimen  to^j 
of  the  sort  of  Debate  that  would  take 
place  if  a  Church  Bill,  or  a  Franchise 
Bill,  or  a  Redistribution  Bill,  was  pro- 
posed to  be  laid  before  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee, and  I  must  say  the  ability  and 
tbe  experience  in  speaking  of  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  have  addressed  us 
already,  and  those  very  able  men 
who  sit  beside  them,  would  make 
it  certain  that  no  Government, 
unless  composed  of  nothing  short  of 
luuatics,  would  propose  to  bring  any  con- 
tentious Bill  before  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee. I  say  nothing  as  to  the  First 
Reading  stage,  for  I  do  nut  want  to  take 
an  unfair  advantage  ;  but  in  the  case  of  a 
Second  Reading  no  Bill  which  was 
objected  to  by  a  large  minority  of  the 
House  would  ever  bo  referred  to  that 
Committee.  And  when  a  Bill  has  gone 
through  the  Committee  it  would  not  then 
be  decided  and  finally  done  with,  but 
would  come  back  to  be  examined  on 
Report,  and  the  House  would  have  to 
the  full  the  powdr  which  had  never  left 
it,  and  it  must  be  remembered  the 
advantage  we  propose  to  get  by  this 
Committee  is  not  to  override  the  opinion 
of  the  House  with  Scotch  opinion,  but  to 
let  tbe  House  know,  bef«>re  it  finally 
makes  up  its  mind,  authoritatively  what 
Scotch  opinion  is.  That  is  tbe  practical, 
most  laudable,  and  desirable  object  with 
A'hicb  this  Committee  has  been  proposed. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  said  truly  this  was 
to  be  an  experiment.  My  belief  is,  if  it 
is  fairly  tried — and  I  am  sure  from  what 
I  know  of  many  of  the  opponents  of  mine 
there  are  among  them  many  who  would 
gladly  try  it — it  would  meet  with  snch 
favour  in  the  future  that  the  prophecies 
read  by  the  right  hon.  GenUeman,  that  in 
five  years  ve  should  o'.ear  off  the  arrears 
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of  Scotch  boBiness,  would  have  proved  to 
be  true.  Bat  this  year  we  propose  to 
make  the  experiment  with  the  Scotch 
Local  GoverDment  Bill,  and  I  earnestly 
trust  that  hon.  Gentlemen,  instead  of  pro- 
longing this  Debate  tiuduly,  will  enable 
me  to  present  to  the  House  that  Local 
Government  Bill  and  show  them  what  a 
very  fit  Bill  it  is  to  present  to  .a  Scotch 
Grand  Committee  upstairs  for  their 
opinion. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALB^OUR  (Manchester, 
£.)  :  I  would  not  for  the  world  shake 
the  good  opinion  which  the  right  hon. 
GrentlemBn  has  formed  of  his  own  pre- 
Tiona  Bpeecb,  after  hearing  it  read  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend ;  but  I  think  he  must,  on 
reflection,  admit  that  his  original  words, 
however  well  chosen  they  may  have  been 
for  the  purpose  of  encouraging  his  own 
friends  to  support  his  proposals,  were  not 
well  calculated  to  allay  the  anxiety  of  his 
political  opponents.  He  has  now  told  us, 
and  absolutely  told  us  for  the  first  time, 
that  the  Government  mean  to  refer  no- 
thing whatever  to  this  Committee  during 
its  continuance,  for  it  is  only  a  Sessional 
Order — ^nothing  except  the  Scottish  Local 
OoTemi;nent  Bill. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  said  that 
the  experiment  would  be  tried  on  the 
Scottish  Local  Government  Bill,  and  I 
consider  that  I  made  an  absolute  promise 
that  no  controversial  measures  should  be 
referred  to  the  Grand  Committee  this 
Session.  That  promise  I  abide  by,  but  I 
did  not  go  further. 

'  Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  accept  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement  at  once. 
If  that  be  the  modest  proposal  of  the 
Government,  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  hare  felt  that  a  good 
deal  of  eloquent  riietoric  with  which  he 
pleased  our  ears  on  Monday  week  was 
really  thrown  away  ;  and  when  he  held 
out  to  hia  Scotch  Mends  that  their  Reso- 
lutions and  their  Bills  were  all  going  to 
te  dealt  with  by  the  help  of  this  Com- 
mittee, he  at  all  events  said  something 
calculated  to  lead  to  a  false  impression 
of  the  intentions  of  the  Government. 
But  I  pass  from  what  he  has  said  to 
the'tt^'^be  Chsnoellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
rend,  and  1'  au>  Assure  htm  tiie  last  thing 
'desire  to  do  is  to  add  to  the  harden,  the 
hanxieties  and  the  drAcnlties  which  I  per- 
fectly well  know  aif^jone  who  is  at  the 
same  time  the  Leader  of  the  House  and 
Chancellor  of  th6  Excheqnflk-,  tbe 
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preparation  of  a  difficult  Budget  must  bare 
on  his  shoulders.   I  have  had  sufficient 
practical  experienoe  of  how  hard  it  is  to 
carry  on  dimeult  Parliamentary  and  ad- 
ministrative work  at  the  same  time  not  to 
feel  the  difficulties  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  he  must  allow  us  to  make 
an  appeal  to  him  in  this  matter.    He  has 
given  assurances  which,  broadly  speaking, 
are  certainly  not  of  an  unsatisfactory 
character,  with  regard  to.  the  class  of 
measures  that  are  to  he  sent  to  this  Com- 
mittee.   What  we  ask  is  that  the  sub- 
stance  of  those  assaFanoes  should  be 
embodied  in  the  Besolution.   It  is  not 
that  we  doubt  the  good  faith  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  that  we  doubt 
the  protestations  of  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land, but  after  all  we  are,  and  the 
Government  admit    we    are,  creating 
a  precedent.    The  precedent  will  remain 
in  the  form  of  this  Resolution  in  the  body 
of  the- Standing  Orders  of  the  House, 
while  the  speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman which  qualify  the  terms  of  that 
Resolution  will  not  be  there  and  will  have 
to  be  hunted  up  out  of  the  pages  of 
Hansard^  and  hon.  Members  in  thefutore 
will  have  to  go  throngh  the  labour  of 
collating  the  speeches  of  the  various 
Ministers  responsible  for  the  Resolution, 
and  of  trying  to  introduce  into  them 
something  tike  harmony,  and  to  extract 
from  them  something  in  the  nature  of  a 
unanimous  verdict.    But  I  may  point  out 
that  we  are  bound  to  look  at  this  proposal 
with  suspicion,  uot  for  the  nse  to  be 
made  of  it  this  year,  but  for  the  use  it 
may  be  put  to  in  subsequent  years,  be- 
cause though  I  do  not  mean  to  raise  the 
question  of  the  unfair  constitution  of  the 
Committee— that  must  cc»ne  up  again  in 
the  course  of  the  Amendments  that  will 
be    moved — hon.   Gentlemen  opposite 
must  do  us  the  justice  to  say  that  no 
answer  has  been  made  to  our  contention 
that  the  Government  of  the  day  will 
secure  by  means  of  this  Resolution  a 
stage  of  a  Bill  to  be  passed  throngh  a 
Committee  which  is  entirely  favourable 
to  their  owu  opinion.    That  is  the  fact ; 
it  is  a  question  of  arithmetic  ;  that  is  what 
they  hare  done,  and  it  cannot  be  denied. 
It  may  be  an  innocent  proposal  for  the 
Bill  of  this  year,  guards!  by  the  state- 
ments made  by  existing  Ministera  from 
any  undue  abuse,  but  those  declarations 
will  pass  and  be  forgotten,  lost  in  the 
interminable  raf^on  of  Debates  in  this 
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House  ;  and  if  we  are  to  secure  the  future 
against  abuse  of  tbia  most  dangerouB 
principle,  it  oan  only  be  by  introducing 
into  the  body  of  tlie  proposal  words  that 
will  indicate  what  class  of  Bills  shall  be 
referred  to  the  Committee.  I  do  not 
wholly  desire  to  force  the  words  of  my 
hoD.  Friend  down  the  throats  of  tbe  Go- 
Tarnment :  he  very  wisely  baaed  himself 
on  the  precedent  of  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee, but  I  would  ask,  if  they  will  not 
have  these  words,  that  they  should  have 
some  regard  to  our  just  susceptibilities 
and  contrive  to  show  what  are  their  real 
intentions.  I  trust  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  will  do  something  to 
carry  out  the  honourable  intentions  of 
the  Government. 

SiK  W.  HAROOUBT :  If  I  thought 
it  were  possible  to  frame  a  definition  on 
this  subject  I  would  gladly  insert  such  a 
definition.  I  do  not  think  it  is  possible 
to  frame  a  definition  on  the  subject  that 
would  meet  the  right  hoc.  Gentleman's 
object.  The  matter  must  rest  upon  the 
general  feeling  of  the  House  as  to  what 
are  and  what  are  not  matters  fit  to  be  in- 
cluded. Therefore,  with  every  desire  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, I  cannot  honestly  say  that  I  could 
tmne  a  definition  such  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wishes  me  to  do.  ^o  one 
denies  that  the  Scotch  Local  Government 
Bill  is  a  fit  Bill  to  be  referred  to  this 
Committee,  and  we  can  at  all  events  try 
the  experiment  with  that  Bill.  If  we 
find  the  system  work  well,  then  when  we 
raake  the  same  proposal  next  Session 
we  may,  if  we  find  it  possible  to  do  so, 
draw  up  a  definition  of  the  character  of 
the  Bills  that  are  to  be  referred  to  the 
Grand  Committee,  At  present,  how- 
ever, it  would  be  a  mere  waste  of  time 
to  attempt  to  draw  up  such  a  definition, 
and  to  spend  hours  and  days  of  most 
▼aloable  time  at  this  period  of  the  Session 
in  discussing  it. 

•Me.  ANSTEUTHEB  (St.  Andrews, 
&c.)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
most  persuasive,  but  there  was  a  method 
which  did  not  seem  to  have  occurred  to 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  that  would 
exactly  meet  the  case.  The  Government 
had  this  afternoon  admitted  it  was  their  in- 
tOLtion  only  to  refer  the  Local  Government 
Bill  to  a  Committee  such  as  was  described 
in  the  Resolution.  It  only  remained 
for  the  Government  to  get  the  Second 
Beading  of  the  Local  Govn-nmeDt  Bill 


for  Scotland,  and  the  whole  matter  would 
become  a  simple  one ;  therefore,  after 
the  declarations  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  and  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land, be  could  not  see  what  was  the 
necessity  of  proceeding  with  this  Resolu- 
tion at  all,  because  they  had  been  told  its 
scope  was  to  be  so,  limited  in  its  func- 
tions, so  circumscribed,  that  during  the 
present  Session  it  was  perfectly  certain 
that  no  other  Bill  than  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  would  be  referred  to  it.  Why, 
therefore,  should  they  establish  a  pre- 
cedent on  which  the  Government  them- 
selves did  not  appear  to  be  at  one,  and 
why  not  adopt  the  simpler  course  of  re- 
ferring the  Local  Government  Bill  to  a 
special  Committee  ?    AH  the  arguments 
that  had  been  addressed  to  the  House 
against  the  Amendment  of  his  noble 
Friend  appeared  to  him  to  have  told  in 
its  favour.  And  there  were  one  or  two 
other  considerations'  which  he  thought 
should  have  weight  with  the  House,  and, 
at  any  rate,  with  the  Scottish  Members, 
before  they  agreed  to  the  Resolution  in 
its  unlimited  scope  and  before  they  re- 
jected  the   Amendment  of   his  noble 
Friend.    What  were  the  duties  cast  upon 
the  Scottish  Members  during  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament  ?  He  apprehended 
that  if  this  Committee  became  an  estab- 
lished fact,  and  a  Local  Government 
Bill   was  read  a  second  time,  they 
would  be  called  upon  to   sit  upstairs 
at    least    two    days    every  week, 
besides  carrying   on  their  other  duties 
as  Members  of  this  House.    To  those 
Members  who  were   in   the  habit  of 
going  away  very  often  from  7  till  10  or 
1 1  o'clock  that  might  not  seem  so  very 
irksome,  but  to  many   Members  who 
stayed  there  throughout  the  whole  Sit- 
ting, three  nights  a  week  on  Govern- 
ment business,  besides  Morning  Sittings, 
and  now  that  the  suspension  of  tiie 
Twelve  o*CIock  Rule  was  becoming 
common,  from  3  o^elock  until  1  or  2  o'clock 
in  the  morning,  it  would  become  intolerable 
to  serve  on  snch  a  Committee.  Perhaps 
hon.  Members  were  not  aware  what  the 
services  of  Scottish  Members  were  on  other 
Committees.  Last  Session  there  were  ap- 
pointed 31  Select  Committees,  and  the 
total  number   of   Members   serving  on 
those  was  344.     Out  of  those  he  found 
that  87  were  Scottish  Members  serving, 
18  on  one  Committee,  11  on  two  Com- 
mittees each,  nine  on  three  Committees 
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each,  aod  five  od  four  CommitteeB  each, 
making  an  aggregate  of  serrice  for  one 
Committee  alone  of  87,  and  if  they  took 
the  verj  low  average  of  five  attendanceB 
per  Committee  it  worked  out  among  the 
BGOttiBh  Members  that  they  attended 
some  600  meetings  during  laet  Seuioa. 
Besides  that,  there  were  the  Standing 
Committees,  and  they  had  not  yet  been 
told,  nor  did  he  see  any  action 
was  being  taken  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection  by  which  they  were  to 
be  altogether  prohibited  from  serving 
upon  the  Grand  Committees  on  Law  and 
Trade.  On  the  Standing  Committees, 
during  the'  last  Session,  there  were 
altogether  appointed  74  Members  on  the 
Committee  on  Law,  and  30  added  for 
four  special  Bills,  out  of  whom  18  were 
Scottish  Members,  On  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Trade  t^ere  were  alto- 
gether appointed  76  Members,  and  41 
added  for  special  Bills,  of  whom  14  were 
Scottish  Members,  so  that  they  had  alto- 
gether 32  Scottish  Members  serving  last 
Session  on  Grand  Committees,  and  87 
on  Select  Committees,  not  to  speak 
of  the  work  of  Private  Bill  Com- 
mittees, Royal  Commisstous,  and  other 
semi-Parliamentary  duties.  He  thought 
those  hon.  Members  representing 
Scottish  constitneneies  who  supported  the 
Grovernment  ought  to  consider  for  a  mo- 
ment, before  they  agreed  to  press  on  those 
who  were  in  a  minority  in  this  matter,  a 
task  that  would  become  most  irksome 
and  almost  intolerable.  There  was  one 
other  point  to  which  he  wished  to  refer, 
which  was  brought  to  his  mind  by  the 
speech  of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  he 
adhered  to  every  word  of  the  speech  in 
which  he  originally  introduced  this  pro- 
posal— not  on  Monday  week  but  Monday 
fortnight,  nearly  three  weeks  ago. 
They  were  told  by  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  that  his  proposal,  about 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  a 
great  deal  to  say,  would  enable  the 
House  in  five  years  to  do  a  great  number 
of  things.  Since  then,  on  the  authority 
of  the  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland 
(Mr.  Shaw),  speaking  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,  the  House  had  been  in- 
formed that  this  was  only  to  be  a 
Sessional  Order.  If  the  Motion  was 
only  to  be  applied  to  the  Scotch  [Local 
GoTemment  iBtll,  he  submitted  tiiat  it 
was  not  worth  while  to  lay  down  a  pre- 
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cedent  on  which  hon.  Members  were  far 
from  being  agreed,  or  to  proceed  with  a 
Resolution  which  would  have  no  practical 
advaDtage. 

Mr.  Buchanan  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  236  ;  Noes 
208.™ (Division  List,  No.  30.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  That  ihwe 
words  be  there  inserted. 

The  House  divided Ayes  20^ ; 
Noes  245. — (Division  List,  No.  31.) 

.  Sir  H.  MAXWELL  (Wigton)  moved 
an  Amendment  limiting  the  number  of 
Bills  to  be  sent  to  this  Grand  Committee. 
His  Amendment  proposed  to  limit  them 
to  Bills  introduced  by  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown.  He  pointed  out  that  there  was 
only  a  limited  number  of  Scotch  Mem- 
bers in  the  House,  and  a  proportion  of 
them  sat  on  each  of  the  present  Standing 
Committees,  and  now  a  third  Committee 
was  to  be  set  up  upon  which,  as  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  St.  Andrews  had 
reminded  the  Honse,  all  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers were  expected  to  serve.  That  being 
so,  there  ought  to  be  some  limitation  to 
the  source  from  which  the  Bills  sent  to 
the  Committee  came,  for  he  believed  that 
what  the  Scotch  Members  were  asked  to 
undertake  exceeded  a  fair  estimate  of 
their  powers.  This  would  be  a  useful 
procedure,  but  there  was  a  danger  of 
overloading  ;  and  it  seemed  to  him  that» 
if  no  limit  were  placed  upon  the  Bills 
which  could  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee, it  would  act  as  a  stimulus  to  the 
introduction  of  a  number  of  Private 
Bills.  He  wished  to  protect  ScoteU 
Members  against  any  such  resnlt, 
especially  after  what  had  been  said  by 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  who  seemed 
to  encourage  Scotch  Members  below  tfae 
Gangway  in  the  belief  that  their  mea- 
sures would  be  taken  up  and  accelerated, 
by  this  new  procedure — ^measures  wbicU 
would  wither  and  die  in  the  lees  suitable 
region  in  the  House.  If  this  Resolution 
meant  anything  —  if  the  Govemmeiit 
meant  business  they  would  best  show 
their  intention  by  acceding  to  this 
Amendment. 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  line  4,  to  in- 
sert, after  the  word  "  Bills,^  tlie  words 
"iutroduced  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown," 
—{Sir  H.  Maxwell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  1  do  not  en- 
tertain the  fear  expressed  by  the  bon. 
Member  that  the  Private  Bills  of  hon. 
Members  will  monopolise  the  whole  time 
of  the  Committee.  I  do  not  think  that 
this  Committee  will  be  able  to  find  time 
this  Session  for  a  great  deal  more  than 
the  Government  business  sent  to  them  ; 
but,  if  there  should  be  time,  why  should 
not  the  useful  measures  which  are  very 
often  brought  forward  by  private  Mem- 
bers be  dealt  with  ?  I  have  a  great 
belief  in  the  stayiog  powers  of  Scotch 
Members,  and  I  hope  the  hon.  Member 
will  not  think  it  necessary  to  press  his 
Amendment. 
•Mr.  lees  KNOWLES  (Salford, 
W.)  said,  he  had  himself  intended  to 
bring  forward  this  subject,  but  he  bad 
not  yet  had  the  opportunity.  He  believed 
it  would  be  absolutely  futile  to  refer 
jirivate  Members^  Bills  to  this  Staud- 
ing  Committee  uuless  there  were  some 
understanding  that  the  Ministers  who 
represented  the  particular  Departments 
which  had  cognizance  of  the  Bills  should 
attend  the  Committee  and  give  their 
advice  and  assistance.  He  would  iUus- 
trate  what  he  meant  by  the  fate  of  the 
Plumliers*  Registration  Bill  last  Session. 
That  Bill  was  referred  to  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Trade,  and  the  first  sitting 
was  adjourned  inorder  that  a  Minister  con- 
nected with  the  ZfOcal  GoTemmenC  Board 
might  attend  and  give  Departmental 
help.  The  ParliaroeDtary  Secretary  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  was  added  to 
the  Committee,  bat  l>eing  engaged  on 
Departmental  business  he  could  not  at- 
tend the  second  sitting  of  the  Committee. 
The  result  was  that  the  Committee  were 
obliged  to  report  the  Bill  to  the  House, 
being  nnable  to  put  it  into  shape  without 
the  advice  and  assistance  of  the  Local 
Government  Bosod.  IVhy  could  not  the 
Seottish  private  Members*  Bills  be  sent 
to  the  present  Standing  Committees  ? 
LASt  year  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Law  sat  only  14  times,  and  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Trade  only  6.  If  it  were 
necessary,  therefore,  to  send  more  private 
Members'  Bills  to  a  Standing  Committee, 
why  should  they  not  be  sent  to  the  existing 
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Standing  Committees  ?  Every  Bill  which 
came  before  the  Committee  on  Law  last 

year  was  dropped,  and  only  two  Bills 
were  passed  by  the  Committee  on  Trade. 
Unless  there  were  some  arrangement 
with  the  Government  by  wbivli  Ministers 
should  give  Departmental  advice  and 
assistance  in  regard  to  private  Members* 
Bills  coming  before  the  Standing  Com- 
mittees, it  would  be  futile  to  send  Private 
Bills  before  them,  especially  if  the  private 
Member  in  charge  of  the  Bill  happened 
to  belong  to  the  Opposition.  The  par- 
ticular Minister  whose  Department  was 
affected  should  watch  each  Bill.  Know- 
ing the  immense  amount  of  work  Minis- 
ters were  called  upon  to  perform  in  their 
various  Departments,  he  could  not  com- 
plain of  their  not  attending  Standing 
Committees,  and  be  recognised  the  great 
addition  which  would  be  made  to  the 
labours,  especially  of  Ministers  for  Scot- 
laud,  if  they,  in  addition,  were  called 
upon  to  attend  a  Scottish  Standing 
Committee. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George^s,  Han- 
over Square)  said,  he  had  listened  with 
great  interest  to  the  remarks  of  bis  hon. 
Friends  on  that  side  of  the  House,  and 
be  thought  there  was  great  force  in  them. 
He  agreed  that  it  would  be  very  undesir- 
able and  not  at  all  wise  for  these  Stand- 
ing Committees  to  proceed  without  the 
advice  of  a  Minister.  He  would  suggest 
another  point  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  This 
Amendment  was  unimportant  from  the  ' 
point  of  view  that  the  Scotch  Members 
bad  not  been  at  all  fortunate  in  the 
ballot,  and  that  they  had  very  little 
chance  of  getting  any  Bill  carried  beyond 
a  Second  Reading.  He  asked  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether  it  was 
wise,  under  these  circumstances,  to  resist 
this  Amendment  ?  Seotch  Members  were 
rightly  on  two  Standing  Committees 
already,  and  it  would  be  a  misfortune  if 
they  were  removed.  If  the  third  Stand- 
ing Committee  were  appointed,  and  if 
this  Committee  were  to  deal  with  private 
Members*  Bills,  the  efficiency  of  Scotch 
Members  as  Members  of  die  Imperial 
Parliament  would  be  seriously  impaired. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
be  saving  time  in  making  the  concession 
sought  by  this  Amendment.  The  House 
could  hardly  pass  the  Resolution  as  it 
stood,  because  the  objection  on  grounds 
of  precedent  was  very  great.  No  one, 
surely,  could  dreaio  ij,};^!,  ^«iiQte4f3i$«mlitersy 
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as  iw^arded  Frivste  BiUs,  wore  to  be 
placed  in  a  better  posiUoa  than  EnglUh, 
Irish,  or  Welsh  Members  ;  and  if  this 
norel  proposttiou  were  yielded  to  Parlia- 
ment must  surely  consider  whether 
separate  Standing  Committees  should 
not  be  appointed  for  the  Private  Bills  of 
English,  Irish,  and  Welsh  Members  also. 
Scotch  Members  could  hardly  expect 
they  would  be  given  a  preference  in  that 
respect.  There  would  be  a  risk  in  pri- 
vate Members'  Bills  being  referred  to  a 
Standing  Committee  where  there  could 
be  no  SQch  control  over  them  as  existed 
in  Committee  of  the  House.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  not  gain  anything  by 
refusing  this  concession,  while  he  would 
by  accepting  the  Amendment  leave  open 
a  very  important  question  for  future 
discussion  when  the  time  came  for  it 
to  be  considered  all  over  again.  It  was 
admitted  that  the  question  would  have 
to  be  dealt  with  again  next  Session — 
supposing  Her  Majesty's  advisers  occu- 
pied the  same  seats  then  as  now — and 
they  should  not  now  establish  a 
precedent  for  which  there  was  no 
necessity  at  all.  Hon.  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House  were  not 
objecting  from  any  anticipation  of 
Scotch  measures  being  referred  to  this 
Commiltee  during  the  present  Session, 
but  on  the  ground  that  special  privileges, 
however  innocent,  practically  should  not 
be  granted  to  Members  of  one  nationality 
as  a  precedent  for  others. 

SiE  W.  HARCOURT  :  As  the  chief 
matter  here  is  time,  I  do  not  wish  to  in- 
sist upon  any  point  which  will  protract 
discussion  unnecessarily.  My  view  is — 
and  I  hope  it  will  ultimately  prevail — 
tiiat  private  Members'  Bills  should  not 
be  excluded  from  this  Grand  Committee. 
But,  considering  how  late  we  are  tu  the 
Session,  considering  also  what  big  work 
the  Local  Government  Bill  and,  perhaps, 
also  the  Fatal  Accidents  Bill  will  provide 
for  the  Committee  and  how  much  of  its 
time  those  measures  will  occupy  this 
Session,  I  will  not  resist  the  Amendment 
of  the  boo.  Member. 

•Sir  C.  CAMERON  (GUsgow, 
College)  said,  the  argument  brought  for- 
ward  all  along  against  this  Committee 
had  been  that  it  was  a  great  Constitu- 
tional innovation.  But  no  limitation 
existed  with  regard  to  private  Members' 
Bills  going  before  other  Grand  Commit- 
tees. And  any  Bills  could  go  before  them, 
Mr,  GoMchen 


just  as  they  would  have  gone  before  the 
proposed  Sootch  Committee,  only  on  an 
express  order  from  the  House.  He  was 
sorry  to   bear  the  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  make  this  concession.  What 
were  the  facts  ?  When  a  Bill  was  once 
introduced  it  was  no  longer  the  property 
of  a  private  Member,  but  the  property  of 
the  House.  He  had  heard  no  argument 
which,  in  his  opinion,  justified  the  altera- 
tion of  the  original  proposal  placed  upon 
the  Paper  by  the  Government. 

Dr.  CLABK  (Caithness)  said,  his 
hon.  Friend  had  already  pointed  out  that 
there  was  no  need  for  this  Amendment, 
because  all  that  was  wanted  could  be  ob- 
tained without  the  measure.  His  Amend- 
ment, had  it  been  adopted  by  the  House, 
would  have  given  private  Members  a 
place  ;  but  if  the  Resolution  were  limited 
in  this  way,  no  private  Meml>er  would 
have  the  opportunity  of  taking  his  Bill 
I>efore  the  Committee  at  all.  As  the 
Amendment  stood  it  would  prevent  any 
private  Members'  Bill  being  referred  to 
the  Commiltee.  He  was  willing  to  come 
to  a  compromise  in  order  to  get  the  Bill 
through  at  this  sitting,  and  with  that 
view  be  would  not  press  the  Amendment 
he  had  on  the  Paper  if  this  present 
Amendment  were  rejected  and  things 
allowed  to  remain  as  they  were  for  the 
present  Session.  Practically,  no  opposed 
private  Members'  Bill  could  come  before 
this  Committee  during  the  preset 
Session,  because  all  the  Wednesdays  were 
occupied ;  and  even  if  this  were  not  so,  the 
remaining  Wednesdays  would  have  been 
of  no  vidue  to  private  Members,  because 
it  was  only  after  half-past  5  o'clock  that 
they  could  take  a  Division,  and  then, 
when  a  Bill  had  successfully  passed  the 
Second  Reading,  any  one  Member  of  the 
House  could  prevent  it  going  tp  the 
Committee  this  Session. 

Sir  M.  STEWART  hoped  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  not 
accept  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Caithness.  He  could  well  sympathise 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  the  College 
Division  of  Glasgow,  who  was  anxious 
that  a  Bill  coimected  with  the  Church  of 
Scotland  should  have  been  sent  to,  and  at 
once  disposed  of  by,  this  Committee,  but 
by  the  adoption  of  the  Amendment  the 
Committee,  it  was  to  be  hoped,  would 
not  be  BO  ductile  as  it  might  oUienriBe 
have  been. 

Question  pnt,j^D^l^^<tj.ogle 
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Mr.  little  (WhitehaTen)  moved, 
in  line  8,  to  leave  out  the  word  "fifteen,'* 
ami  insert  the  word  "  tliirty-ooe."  This, 
he  said,  waa  an  experimeDt  which  might 
be  extended  in  future  to  Wales  and  Ire- 
land, and  the  object  of  the  Amendment 
was  to  level  up  each  of  these  three 
possible  Committees  that  might  be  formed 
to  the  present  position  of  England,  when 
a  Bill  relating  to  England  alone  was 
being  considered  in  Committee  of  the 
whole  House.  There  were  at  present 
465  Members  sitting  for  English  seats 
and  205  Members  sitting  for  other 
seats  in  the  United  Kingdom.  That 
proportion  was  about  nine  to  four,  and  it 
was  the  proportion  be  would  suggest 
should  be  adopted  when  they  were 
appointing  this  Committee  in  the  case  of 
Ireland.  They  would  then  have  103 
Irish  Members  and  4o  Members  added 
from  other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
When  dealing  with  Wales,  for  the  30 
Welsh  Members  13  Members  would  be 
added  from  the  other  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom  :  and  with  regard  to  Scotland 
they  would  have  added  to  the  72  Scotch 
Members  31  from  other  parts.  The 
adoption  of  such  a  course  in  regard  to 
the  Grand  Committee  would  place  each  of 
these  three  countries  on  an  exact  level 
with  England.  He  begged  to  move  the 
Amendment, 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  8,  to 
leave  out  the  word  "  fifteen,"  and  insert 
the  word  *'  thirty-one." — {Mr.  Little.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  fifteen  *  stand  part  of  the  Qnestion." 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  (Glasgow, 
Partick)  supported  the  Amendment  not 
exactly  for  the  reasons  put  forward  by 
the  Mover,  but  for  the  reasons  which  he 
should  have  stated  in  his  own  Amend- 
ment had  it  not  been  out  of  Order,  and 
which  related  to  the  constitution  of  the 
Committee.  He  hoped  to  be  able,  how- 
ever,  to  state  his  point  on  the  present 
Amendment.  He  urged  that  this 
Standing  Committee,  when  formed,  ought 
to  be  a  reflection  of  the  composition  of 
this  House  as  a  whole.  That  was  not 
obtained  by  a  Committee  composed  of 
Scottish  Members  altogether,  with  only 
15  others  added,  but  it  could  be  obtained 
to  a  very  considerable  extent  by  a  Com- 
mittee composed  of  72  Scotch  Members 
altogether  with  31  added  to  it  to  be 
chosm  by  the  Committee  of  Selection, 


provided  their  hands  were  set  free  from 
the  rule  which  guided  them  in  choosing 
Members  to  be  added  to  Select  Com- 
mittees, and  which  was  that  these  added 
Members  should  correspond  with  the  com- 
position of  the  House.  But  if  15  were 
to  be  added  eight  should  be  representa- 
tive of  the  Government  and  seven  of  the 
Opposition.  The  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion should  be  empowered  to  say  thej 
should  have  regard  to  the  qualification  <^ 
the  additional  Members  selected,  but  not 
to  the  composition  of  the  House.  In  that 
way  they  would  be  able  to  choose  addi- 
tional Members  so  as  to  go  a  long  way 
towards  bringing  the  Committee  so 
formed  into  accord  with  the  composition 
of  the  House,  and  in  doing  so  would  be 
carrying  out  the  principle  laid  down  by 
the  Secretary  for  War  in  his  speech.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  look  to  the 
15  to  be  added  by  the  ordinary  rule  of 
selection,  and  he  said  that  Scotchmen 
sitting  for  English  constituencies  might 
be  added  if  it  were  thought  they  would 
assist  the  Committee  in  its  deliberations. 
In  this  House  they  had  a  great  many 
more  Scotchmen  sitting  for  English  seats 
who  were  Unionists  than  supporters  of 
the  Government,  who  would  be  most 
useful  Members  of  such  a  Committee. 
Bat  say  a  Committee  was  conqposed, 
acoordiog  to  the  Amendment  now  before 
the  House,  of  103  Members.  Id  the  first 
place,  It  would  contain  the  whole  body 
of  Scotch  Representatives ;  that  was  t9 
say,  49  supporters  of  the  Government 
and  23  of  the  Opposition,  Supposing 
they  added  31 — namely,  six  supporters  of 
the  Government,  and  25  supporters  of  the 
Opposition,  then  they  would  bring  the 
Committee  up  to  55  Representatives  of 
the  Government  against  48  of  the  Opposi- 
tion. That  would  give  the  Government 
a  majority  of  seven,  which  was  just  about 
their  proper  proportion  of  a  majority. 
If  they  did  that  they  would  be  laying 
down  a  rule  which  would  be  good  for  the 
future  as  well  as  for  the  present,  and 
which  would  make  such  a  rule  possible 
under  any'  Government.  This  proposal 
made  the  Resolution  far  mor^  general  ;  it 
looked  beyond  the  present  Session,  and 
It  would  give  fully  as  true  a  repre- 
sentation of  the  opinion  of  Scotland. 
He  was  not  at  all  prepared  to  assent 
to  the  proposition  that  if  they  wanted 
to  ascertain  the  opinion  of  Scot- 
land on  all  questions  they  had  simply 
to  lo9k  at  the  votlda  Sdettfh'ai^Ws 
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ID  that  House.  The  majority  of  8  per 
cent,  gave  a  majority  of  36  per  ceut.  of 
Eepresentativea  iu  the  House,  and  the 
ai^umeut  adduced  in  favour  of  this  Reso- 
lution by  supporters  of  the  Goveromeut 
was  drawn  from  the  events  which  had 
taken  place  during  the  passage  of  the 
Local  GoremmeDt  Bill  for  Scotland. 
The  Secretary  for  War,  for  iostance, 
quoted  the  way  in  which  Scotch  Mem- 
bers had  beeu  over  -  ridden  again  and 
agaiu  in  the  Houae  of  Commons  by  the 
general  vote.  That  was,  of  course,  true; 
but  if  tUey  looked  to  the  opinion  i>f 
Scotland,  as  expressed  by  the  bodies 
which  knew  a  great  deal  more  about 
the  interests  of  Scotland  in  the  local 
affairs  th^  were  discussing  on  that  Bill 
than  .the  Scotch  Bepreaentatires  who  sat 
in  that  House,  they  would  find  that  the 
County  Councils  coincided  not  with  the 
opinion  of  the  Representatives  of  Scot- 
land, but  with  the  House  at  large  during 
the  last  Parliament.  This  winter  there 
was  a  conveutiou  of  Scotch  County 
Councils,  at  which  many  of  the  matters 
dealt  with  iu  the  Scotch  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  were  discussed  and  Resolutions 
passed  upon  them.  In  regard  to  the 
control  of  the  police,  the  voting  was  43 
to  18  one  way  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  it  was  22  to  16  the  other  way  in  the 
Convention.  In  regard  to  the  compulsory 
acquisition  of  land,  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons the  voting  was  46  to  12  one  way, 
in  the  Convention  it  was  25  to  11  iu  the 
other  way.  The  only  point  on  which 
the  CoQveution  agreed  with  the  House  of 
Commons  was  regarding  rights  of  way. 
The  Committee  constituted  as  proposed 
by  the  Government  did  not  reflect  the 
House,  and  it  seemed  to  him  no  Com- 
mittee could  work  satisfactorily  unless  it 
was  a  fair  imi^e  of  the  representation  of 
the  House.  If  it  were  made  that  he 
should  be  perfectly  prepared  to  accept 
and  support  the  Committee.  There  was 
a  considerable  amount  of  dissatisfaction 
in  Scotland  with  the  slow  progress  of 
Scotch  legislation,  and  he  and  those 
who  agreed  with  him  should  welcome 
any  reasonable  scheme,  such  as  a  Grand 
Committee,  for  dealing  with  Scotch 
affairs,  but  constituted  in  accordance 
with  the  composition  of  the  House. 

Siu  W.  HABCOURT :  As  I  under- 
stand the  proposal  put  forward  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Partick  Division;  it 
was  that  33  Members  were  to  be  taken 
from  one  political  Party  in  order  to 
afr.  Pitrker  Smith 


neutralise  the  other  section.  Such  a 
proposal  as  that  is  one  which  the  Govern- 
ment cannot  entertain  for  a  moment.  If 
hon.  Members  are  to  be  added  lo  the 
Committee,  they  must  be  added  on  the 
principle  on  which  Members  are  selected 
for  other  Committees.  If  hon.  Members 
opposite  who  so  sincerely  believe  that 
there  is  some  sinister  object  in  this  Com- 
mittee, and  that  It  is  inteuded  that  the 
private  Members  for  Scotland  shall  carry 
something  prejudicial  to  the  interests  of 
the  neighbouring  country  of  England — 
if  their  alarm  will  be  dispelled  by  adding 
lo  more  Members — if  they  think  that 
30  Members  chosen  from  the  rest  of  the 
United  Kingdom  would  be  a  safeguard 
against  the  designs  of  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers— then  I  confess  that  I  sboald  not 
find  it  in  my  heart  to  resist  this  Amend- 
ment. What  will  happen,  then  ?  The 
70  Scotch  Members,  or  most  of  them,  wilt 
generally  attend  ;  and  the  30  patriotic 
English  Members  who  'are  to  defend 
the  Empire  against  the  70  will  generally 
be  absent.  They  will  begin  to  bellevo 
that  Scotch  Members,  after  all,  on  such 
questions  as  will  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee, may  be  left  to  take  care  Of  their 
own  interests.  But,  if  the  Amendment 
will  do  anything  to  settle  the  question. 
I  shall  be  glad  to  settle  it  on  that 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  The 
Chaucettor  of  the  Exchequer  has  made 
what  is  inteuded  to  be,  and  is,  in  fact,  a 
conciliatory  offer  ;  and  I  shall  be  glad 
if  we  can  come  to  an  agreement  on  the 
basis  of  his  proposition.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  says  it  would  be  absurd 
that  the  additional  number,  whether  15 
or  30,  should  be  of  one  political  com- 
plexion, and  that  the  addition  should  be 
used  to  redress  the  political  balance  upon 
the  Committee.  If  it  be  an  absurd  pro- 
position, there  is  no  doubt  it  is  the  one 
we  have  to  put  forward.  We  do  not 
want  merely  to  increase  the  number  of 
the  Committee — there  is  no  advantage 
in  that  ;  what  we  want  to  have 
this  number  added  for  is  precisety 
iu  order  that  the  political  balance  may 
be  fairly  maintained.  I  take  it  that  that 
Is  the  object  of  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment.  [Mr.  Little  was  under- 
stood to  dissent.]  If  it  is  not  bis  object 
it  is  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Partick. 
It  would  not  be  so  extravagant,  as  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  appears  l» 
suppose,  to  state  ^on  w^^t  @e5te§fl? 
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or  30  added  Members  ought  to  be  chosen. 
It  is  preeiselj  because  you  have  departed 
from  the  ordinary  practice  in  the  original 
«ompoflitioD  of  the  Committee  that  it  be- 
fiomes  necessary  to  adopt  a  new  principle 
in  dealiug  with  the  addition  of  Members. 
We  had  an  iDdication  of  the  iotentions  of 
the  Goremment  in  th'e  speech  of  the 
Seoretaij  for  War ;  he  told  ug  the 
probability  n-as  that  the  added  Members 
wonid  increase  the  strength  of  the  Oppo- 
sition on  the  Committee,  and  go  far  to 
approach  to  the  dispositioa  of  Parties  iu 
the  House.  In  these  circumstances, 
while  I  for  one  desire  to  accept  the  offer 
made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
I  think  it  would  be  necessary  to  add  to 
the  Amendment  words  providing  that  the 
Committee  of  Selection  in  adding  the  30 
shall  have  regard  to  the  desirability  of 
approximating  the  balance  of  Parties  on 
the  CtHnmittee  to  that  of  the  whole 
House. 

Sib  W.  HARCOUBT  :  It  is  a  diffi- 
cult question.  Contrary  to  the  intentions 
of  the  Mover,  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
wishes  to  make  use  of  the  Amendment 
for  a  purpose  which  he  had  not  in  view. 
I  am  still  willing  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment ;  but  if  it  is  intended  to  transform 
assent  to  it  into  a  proposition  which  has 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  it,  and  one 
entirely  alien  to  the  intentions  of  the 
Mover,  of  course  I  most  withdiHw  any 
assent  to  it.  Am  1  understand  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hoo.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham,  he  wishes  to  add  to 
this  Amendment  a  proposition  which  has 
been  already  ruled  out  of  Order  us  au 
Amendment  in  itself.  A  proposition  of 
that  kind  is  really  out  of  the  question. 
Therefore,  I  will  either  agree  to  the 
Amendment  simpliciter,  or  else,  if  it  is 
to  be  understood  that  this  is  to  bo  tacked, 
on  to  it,  we  shall  hare  no  alternative  but 
to  vote  against  it. 

Hr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  When  an 
Amendment  is  moved  it  becomes  the 
property  of  the  House,  and  the  House 
can  modify  it  if  it  pleases.  The  Govern- 
meut  themselves  have  never  denied  the 
inequity  io  the  constitution  of  this  Com- 
mittee ;  alt  they  say  is,  we  are  only  going 
to  give  them  such  a  class  of  Bills  to 
deal  with  that  it  does  not  matter  how 
jon  constitute  your  Committee  in  rela- 
tion to  Parties  in  this  House,  for  no  great 
harm  can  ensue.  I  say  it  is  absurd  to 
ask  ns  to  modify  the  traditional  method 
ci  dividing  these  additional  Members 


between  the  two  Parties.  The  whole 
scheme  of  the  Government  consists  in 
reversing  the  traditional  method  of  ap- 
pointing Committees,  and  I  want  to  know 
how  the  15  or  the  30  are  to  be  selected 
when  the  72  violate  every  traditional 
practice  of  the  House  ?  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Birmingham  drew 
attention  to  the  speech  made  by  the  first 
Cabinet  Minister  put  up  to  defend  this 
Resolution — the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War.  The  right  hou.  Gentleman  is  re- 
ported thus — 

"  The  Governoient  also  propose  that  15  other 
Members  should  be  addetl  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection,  who  might  choose  Scotchmen  sitting 
for  English  constitueacles,  and,  if  they  did  so, 
the  probability  In  this  instance  would  be  that 
the  large  number  of  15  would  add  to  the 
Btreiigth  of  the  Opposition  on  the  Committee 
and  go  very  far  to  approach  to  the  disposition 
of  Parties  in  the  House." 

In  the  face  of  that  deduction  I  wish  to 
know  why  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, who  professes  such  a  desire  to 
conciliate  the  Opposition,  to  save  time 
by  conceding  every  reasonable  demand, 
throws  over  his  own  enlleague,  abandons 
the  principles  laid  down  by  that  colleague, 
and  dissipates  the  hopes  raised  by  that  col- 
league ?  That  is  not  the  way  to  treat  the 
House  of  Commons.  Most  certainly,  if  the 
Amendment  of  the  hou.  Gentleman  be  re- 
jected, I  shall  endeavour  at  a  later  stage 
to  move  that  the  principle  stated  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  shall  be  em- 
bodied in  the  proposition,  and  that  the 
Committee  of  Selection  shall  receive 
instructions  with   regard   to  those  15 
Members  who  are  to  be  left  to  us,  not 
indeed  to  redress  the  balance  or  to  make 
the   Committee    a.  microcosm   of  the 
House — beeanse  15  are  not  sufficient  to 
achieve  that  object — but,  as  far  as  the  15 
will  permit,  to  diminish  that  inequitable 
construction  uf  the  Committee  of  which 
we  complain,  and  which  the  Government 
themselves  hardly  venture  to  defend.  I 
do  not  know  how  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  thinks  he  is  saving  the  time  of 
the  House  in  refusing  what  even  his  own 
supporters  must  regard  as  a  reasonable 
request  founded  in  justice.    If  not,  let 
them  give  a  reason  for  it.    Have  your 
Scotch  opinion  represented  to  the  full ; 
let  every  Scotch  Member,  whether  he  be 
qualified  specially  to  deal  with  the  par- 
ticular Bill  or  not,  be  as  of  right  on  the 
Committee ;  but  at  all  events  do  not 
refuse  us  the  simple  request  we  make 
that  other  Hembeii^SKidlbiBStaadH^gllteh 
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shall  prevent  the  Committee  from  being 
an  unfair  represeatation  of  the  balance  of 
opinion  in  the  House,  and  which  remores 
from  the  Opposition  every,  conceivable 
chance  when  a  controverted  question 
comes  up  in  the  Committee  of  making 
their  opinion  felt.  I  am  astounded  that 
the  Government,  in  the  face  of  the 
obvious  equities  of  the  case  and  the 
deliberate  declaration  of  their  own  col- 
league, should  take  up  the  altitude  thej 
have.  All  we  can  do  is  to  resist  to  the 
utmost  what  we  believe  to  be  a  most  un- 
just proposition,  subversive  not  only  of 
onr  just  rights,  but  of  those  who  come 
^ter  us. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  more  the 
Government  try  the  experiment  of  con- 
ciliation the  more  wrathful  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seems-  to  become.  I  have 
endeavoured  to  meet  the  views  of  hon. 
Gentlemen,  and  apparently  our  offer  is 
not  accepted.  I  cannot  accept  the  view 
of  the  matter  put  forward  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman. 

•Mb.  WODEHOUSE  (Bath)  sub- 
mitted, as  a  Member  of  the  Committee 
of  Selection,  that  to  leave  the  Committee 
of  Selection  without  instructions  as  to 
the  duties  which  they  had  to  perform  in 
this  novel  and  delicate  task  would  be  ex- 
b'emely  uufair  and  hard  upon  them. 
Seeing  that  the  proposed  Scotch  Standing 
Committee  would  be  set  up  ou  the  entirely 
new  principle  of  nationality,  and  thus  be 
a  complete  departure  from  all  existing 
precedents  and  practice, specific  directions 
and  guidance  should  unquestionably  be 
given  by  the  House  to  the  Committee  of 
Selection  as  to  whether  they  were  to  have 
regard  to  classes  of  Bills,  the  composition 
of  the  House,  or  nationalities  in  the  selec- 
tion of  the  additional  Members. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.),  as  another  Member  of  the  Committee 
of  Selection,  said  he  did  not  agree  witli 
his  hon.  Frieud.  He  saw  not  the 
slightest  difficulty  about  applying  the 
suggestion  of  the  Chancel  lor  of  the 
Exchequer.  The  Committee  of  Selection 
would  simply  have  to  follow  the  ordinary 
course  it  did  when  a  Committee  was  par- 
tially nominated  by  the  House,  The 
Committee  would  have  nothing  to  do 
with  the  72  Members  appointed  by  the 
House,  and  the  duty  of  selecting  15  of 
the  80  would  be  in  accordance  with  the 
ordinary  course, 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  in  the  cases 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  referred  the 

Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour 


Committee  of  Selection  had  simply  to 
add  Members  representing  the  ditTerent 
sections  of  the  House,  giving  a  majority 
of  one  to  the  Party  in  power.  But  in 
the  case  of  this  Committee  they  had  no 
nucleus  to  go  upon.  On  what  principle 
were  the  15  Members  to  be  added? 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH:  So  as  to 
keep  the  proportion  fairly  representative. 

Mr,  COURTNEY  said,  that  would 
be  eight  on  the  Governmeot  side  and 
seven  on  the  other  aide.  Was  that  pro- 
portion to  be  ~  observed  in  the  whole 
Committee?  That  was  the  poiut.  But 
what  was  the  language  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War?  He  said,  in  effect, 
that  the  Committee  of  Selection,  in 
adding  the  lo,  would  consider  what  ele- 
ments could  be  brought  from  the  House 
so  as  to  stipplemeut  the  nucleus  already 
create<l,  and  thereby  possibly  to  redress 
the  uufair  Party  balance  of  the  Scotch 
Committee. 
•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
What  I  said  was  that  probably  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  might  wish  to  add 
Scotchmen  sitting  for  other  constituen- 
cies, and  I  said  that  if  they  did  so,  most 
of  those  Members  being  supporters  of 
the  Opposition,  that  would  go  very  far 
lu  reduce  the  disproportiou  between  the 
two  sides.  But  I  do  not  say  that  that 
would  be  the  principle  on  which  the 
Commiitee  would  proceed.  ['*0h  !  "3 
Hon.  Members  who  said  "On!"  cau 
refer  to  my  words. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  even  if  they 
accepted  that  statement,  it  woidd  not  do 
much  to  redress  the  unfair  represeutation 
of  the  House  upon  the  Grand  Committee 
as  proposed  by  the  Government.  He 
would  ask  how,  if  the  Committee  added 
seven  Members  of  the  Opposition  an<l 
eight  supporters  of  the  Governmeut,  that 
could  possibly  add  to  the  strength  of  the 
C)ppoBition  and  go  very  far  to  approach 
to  the  disposition  of  Parties  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  But  he  wished  to  approach 
the  question  iu  a  practical  Sense.  If  tbey 
had  regard  to  the  votes  east  iu  Scotland 
rather  than  to  the  result  of  the  votes, 
theywould  find  that  the  proportion  was  39 
to  33,  giving  the  Government  a  majority 
of  six.  It  was  in  order  to  redress  the 
absurd  misrepresentation  of  Scotch 
opinion  that  the  Amendment  was  pro- 
posed, and  they  could  divide  in  surety 
that  it  would  be  forced  on  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  future  if  they^  sought  to  ex- 
tend this  princip(^„,^^^  Google 
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The  House  divided  ; — Ayes  241 ;  Noes 
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3IaiD  QuestioD,  as  ameDded,  proposed. 

It  beiog  after  Seven  of  the  clock,  the 
Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Monday 
next,  and  Mr.  Speakw  thereupon  sus- 
pended the  Sitting  until  Nine  o*olock. 

EVENING  SITTING. 


ORDERS  OF   THE  DAY, 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

DUKE  OP  BDINBUROH  (ANNUITY). 

RESOLUTION. 

•Me.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) 
rose  to  call  attention  to  the  payment  to 
His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Cobui^ 
of  an  Annuity and  to  move— 

"That  the  Act  of  36  &  17  Vic,  c.  80,  grant- 
ii^  an  annuity  of  £10,000  to  His  Royal  High- 
ness the  Duke  of  Eilinbai^h,  hRving  provided 
that,  in  the  event  of  His  said  Royal  Highness 
succeeding  to  any  sovereignty  or  princiiwlity 
Abroad,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  Her  Majesty  or 
Her  Bucceesors,  with  the  consent  of  Parliament, 
to  revoke  or  reduce  the  said  annuity  by  Warrant 
under  the  Sign  Hannal,  and  His  Royat  High- 
ness having  succeeded  to  the  sovereignty  of  a 
Foreign  conntiy,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House 
ft  is  desirable  that  the  said  annuity  shall 
ceaae." 

He  desired  to  say,  in  the  first  place,  tliat 
it  was  not  his  intention,  directly  or 
indireetty,  to  make  any  attack  on  the 
Royal  Family,  or  upon  Royal  Grants  as 
far  OS  ihey  concerueii  the  Royal  Family 
in  this  country.  The  question  he  desired 
to  raise  was  not  one  of  that  nature  at  all ; 
but  he  might  say,  iu  passing,  that  he 
thought  the  worst  enemies  of  the  Royul 
Family  were  those  who  enuoiiraged  them 
to  make  too  severe  demands  on  the  pur^e 
of  Che  people.  He  had  heard  through  the 
papers,  and  heard  with  considerable  sur- 
prise, that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  oppose  this  Resolution. 
He  hoped  that  was  not  true*  because  this 
was  essentially  a  question  which  ought 
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to  be  left  to  the  unfettered  decision  of  the 
House,  irrespective  of  Party,  and  indeed 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  fqr 
Midlothian,  in  his  speech  of  December 
21,  distinctly  stated  that  the  freedom  of 
Parliament  was  completely  secured  under 
the  Acts,  aud  it  might  take  what  course 
it  thought  proper  with  regard  to  these 
annuities.  He  had  understood  that 
Members  were  to  be  perfectly  free  in 
voting  on  this  questiou  at  any  time,  but, 
of  course,  if  the  Government  made  It  a 
question  of  coufidence  it  could  not  be 
said  that  the  House  had  any  freedom  in 
the  matter,  and  he  confessed  that,  as  far 
as  he  was  concerned,  he  had  no  desire  to 
interfere  with  the  arrangements  of  the 
Government^  aud  certainly  he  had  no 
wish  to  defeat  them.  But  it  must 
be  remembered  that  it  was  not 
himself  and  his  friends  who  bad 
done  this.  He  had  fully  understood 
that  there  was  to  be  perfect  freedom  of 
Debate,  and  still  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
meut  would  consent  to  allow  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  vote  on  the  question  in  whatever 
way  they  thought  right  as  guardians  of 
the  public  purse.  As  he  understood  the 
matter,  in  the  Acts  of  1866  and  1873, 
with  the  latter  of  which  thny  bad  to  deal, 
there  was  virtually  the  same  provision, 
that  Her  Majesty  or  her  successors,  with 
the  consent  of  Parliament,  might  revoke 
or  reduce  the  annuity  granted  to  the 
Duke  of  Edinburgh — then  Prince  Alfred 
— by  Warrant  under  the  Sign  Manual. 
It  was  quite  clear  that  the  Parliament  of 
1873  assumed  that  at  least  part  of  this 
grant  would  be  given  up,  and  lie  took  it 
that  this  was  quite  sufficient  reason  why 
they  should  discuss  the  matter  now.  He 
had  been  told  that  there  was  some  Treaty 
regulating  this  matter,  but  he  could  find 
no  reference  to  it  iu  either  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. It  might  be  said  that  there  was 
some  sort  of  understanding  between  the 
Emperor  of  Russia  and  this  country  that 
the  grunt  should  bo  continued,  but  he 
could  liardly  believe  that  to  be  correct, 
for  it  must  be  assumed  that  the  Emperor 
would  have  received  a  copy  of  the  Act  of 
1873,  and  have  seen  that  it  was  within 
the  right  of  Parliament  to  discontinue  the 
annuity  if  it  thought  fit  to  do  so.  Ho  did 
not  think,  therefore,  that  it  could  be  made 
out  that  there  was  an  honptirable  under- 
standing that  the  grants  should  be  con- 
tinued in  any  event.  He  was  aware  that 
there  was  a  clause  in  the  Act  of  1873 


which  provided  that  in 
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death  of  the  Duke  of  Edioburgh  an 
aoDoitj  of  £6^000  should  be  gtreu  to  his 
widow.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
we  should  have  to  carry  that  out  if,  nu- 
fortunately,  the  necessity  should  ever 
arise.  But  now  they  were  only  dealing 
with  that  clause  which  provided  that  the 
Queeu,  with  the  consent  of  Fftrliament, 
might  reduce  or  revoke  the  grant.  As 
far  as  he  was  concerued,  be  looked  on 
the  question  as  merely  one  of  how  the 
House  ought,  as  trustees,  to  deal  with  the 
money  of  the  people  of  the  country. 
It  resolved  itself  simply  into  a  question 
of  economy,  and  the  duty  of  Members  of 
that  House,  as  trustees  of  the  public 
money,  was  to  see  it  was  not  in  any  way 
wasted  or  given  to  those  with  whom  we 
had  nothing  to  do.  He  coufeased  he 
was  rather  astonished  that  the  people  of 
Saxe  Coburg  should  for  a  moment  allow 
their  Prince  to  receive  a  subsidy  from  a 
foreign  State.  He  did  not  think  the 
people  of  this  country  would  stand  it 
very  long  if  a  foreign  country  were  to 
subsidise  our  Sovereign.  He  was 
astonished  that  the  people  of  any  German 
State  allowed  it.  There  was  a  rumour 
that  the  Duke's  people  did  not  like  it, 
and  he  trusted  that  was  true.  In  addition 
to  that,  tbey  beard  through  the  news- , 
papers,  which  were  very  often  right,  that 
Her  Majesty  and  the  Prince  of  Wales, 
as  well  as  the  Leaders  of  Imth  Parties, 
had  tried  to  induce  the  Duke  to  give  up 
the  annuity.  ["  Oh,  oh  !  "]  These  were 
only  rumours,  and  be  did  not  guarantee 
them.  He  understood  that  there  was  a 
precedent  for  giving  up  a  grant  of  this 
kind  in  the  case  of  Leopold,  Kiug  of  the 
Belgians.  [^Laughter.]  Hon.  Members 
might  laugh,  but  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  precedent  should  be  followed  in  this 
case.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Midlothian,  in  the  speech  to 
which  he  had  referred,  said — 

"  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  satisfactory  to 
Parliament,  or  to  the  ]>eo|)]e  of  EnKland,  that 
the  Dnke  of  Cobarg  ohoulil  abandon  his  close 
and  affectionate  retations  with  the  Queen  and 
his  family.*' 

But  it  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  very  weak 
argument  in  favour  of  the  annuity  to 
imply  that  it  was  necessary  to  give  a  man 
£10,000  a  year  in  order  to  insure  his 
affection  and  dntifulness  as  a  son.  There 
were  not  a  few  sons  who  would  he  very 
ready  to  show  proper  affection  towards 
their  parents  for  a  grant  of  much  less 
than  £10,000  a  year.    He  gave  that  to 

Mr.  A.  C.  MorUm 


the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for 
what  it  was  worth.  One  of  the  daily 
papers  set  out  this  case  much  better  and 
more  eloquently  than  he  could.  [CriM 
o/«No!*'3  He  referred  to  a  leading 
article  in  The  Daily  CAronieh  of 
December  22  last.  The  Daily  ChnmieU 
was  one  of  the  strongest  supporters  of 
the  Government,  and  a  paper  which  he 
had  more  respect  for  than  any  other  in 
the  country-  To  the  Radical  and  demo- 
cratic Party  it  was  of  the  greatest  sup- 
port and  usefulness,  and  he  desired  not 
only  to  make  nse  of  its  words,  but  to 
thank  it  for  them.  It  said,  in  the  coarse 
of  its  article — 

"  On  this  proponl  we  have  but  one  comment. 
We  arc  astonnded  that  the  Duke  shoutd  make 
it,  and  we  most  earnestly  hope  that  Parliament 
will  not  accept  it.  With  these  opinions  we 
are  certain  that  erery  Radical  in  the  Three 
Kingdoms  will  agree.  From  the  moment  that 
a  Bojal  Prince  ceases  to  be  a  British  dtiEen — 
and  it  Is  clear  from  Mr.  Gladstone's  refnaal  to 
answer  Mr.  Dalziel's  direct  qneotion  on  thia 
point  that  the  Duke  does  thus  ceasm,  indeed  he 
has  already  requested  the  Queen  to  remove  his 
name  from  the  Privy  Council— it  is  a  matter  of 
entire  indifference  whether  be  resides  in  this 
country  for  a  part  of  the  year  or  not.  Such 
action  concerns  only  his  own  pieasure  and  the 
advantage  of  his  own  relatives.  To  put  it  for- 
ward as  a  counterweight  for  an  annuity  of 
£10,000  is  a  piece  of  assurance  which  takes 
one's  breath  away.  This  country  deals  very 
generously  and  loyally  with  the  membenof  its 
reigning  House,  but  we  cannot  conceive  why  it 
should  even  be  expected  for  a  moment  to 

KDsion  a  Prince  who  drayn  an  ample  sod 
lyal  income  from  the  same  source  to  which 
he  owes  his  allq^ance— namely,  a  foreign 
State.  Parliament  obviously  foresaw,  when 
it  made  the  wise  conditions  we  have  cited, 
that  these  views  would  be  held  in  England 
when,  if  ever,  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh 
became  the  Duke  of  Saze*Cobarg.  And  we 
most  certainly  hold  them  now,  and  desire 
to  express  them  with  the  utmost  frankness. 
We  trust  that  another  occasion  for  bringing 
the  question  before  I^rliament  will  soon  be 
found." 

He  had  tried  to  gauge  the  opinion  of 
the  country,  and  he  found  that  everyone 
outside  Parliament  agreed  with  him  that 
British  money  ought  not  to  go  to  this 
foreign  Sovereign,  He  knew  that  the 
question  had  been  raised  whether  His 
Royal  Highness  was  a  foreigner  or  not. 
It  appeared  to  htm  to  t>e  clear  that  a  man 
could  not  be  the  subject  of  more  than  one 
State,  and  uudonbtedly  the  Duke  of 
Saxe-Cobarg  had  sworn  alliance  to 
Germany  as  well  as  to  his  owe  State, 
and  if  dlfBcnlties  should  ever  arise  be- 
tween this  conntry  and  Germany  the 
Duke  would,  owiog  to  thegQQgf^ 


1037     Duke  of  Edinburgh      {:20  April  1894}  (Annmty).  1038 


oath,  be  compelled  to  oppose  this 
country.  He  bad  not  the  slightest 
objeetion  to  the  Dnko  of  Saxe-Coburg 
residing  in  this  couutry  for  a  part  of  tbe 
year,  and  he  dared  say  the  Duke's  friends 
would  be  very  glad  to  see  him.  and  he  was 
sure  tbe  tradespeople  would  be  glad  of 
his  custom.  He  (Mr.  Morton)  had  no 
objectloD  to  the  Duke  of  Coburg  residing 
here  for  a  part  of  the  year.  The  more 
money  that  was  spent  here  the  better. 
But  this  would  be  money  dragged  from 
the  British  taxpayers.  If  bon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  were  honest  in  voting  for 
this  grant  they  ought  to  raise  the  £10,000 
by  private  subscription.  He  believed 
they  would  have  a  good  deal  of  diffi- 
culty ■  in  raising  such  a  sum,  or  any 
part  of  it.  They  were  not  dealing 
■wMh  their  own  money,  but  the  money 
of  the  taxpayers  of  this  country. 
Many  of  these  taxpayers  were  poor,  and 
had  nothing  to  spare.  They  bad  hard 
work  to  get  a  bare  living  for  themselves 
and  their  children.  They  had  nothing  to 
spare  for  idle  luxuriousness.  It  might 
be  held  by  snobs  and  flunkeys  that  tt  was 
bad  taste  to  question  anything  that  the 
idle  rich  might  do,  or  to  object  to  any  de- 
inauds  that  they  wight  make  ou  the  public 
purse.  But  it  was  not  only  bad  taste 
but  inhuman  and  un-Christian  to  take  the 
money  of  the  poor  taxpayers  without 
their  consent,  aid  spend  in  idle  luxury 
vrfaat  would  save  many  from  starvation 
and  worse.  Members  were  here  as  trustees 
of  tbe  people's  money,  and  let  them  see 
that  tbey  did  not  betray  that  trust. 

Mr.LABOUCIIERE  (Northampton) 
said,  that  his  hon.  Friend  bad  laid  before 
tbe  House  the  views  of  the  Radicals  on 
this  grant  with  his  usual  cogency  and 
ability.  He  had  heard  a  great  deal  of 
conversation  as  to  the  particulars  of  these 
{pitnts,  and  he  must  say  it  appeared  to 
him  that  many  boo.  Gentlemen  in  tbe 
House  were  not  quite  aware  of  the  oir- 
cnmstances  of  this  case  ;  and  therefore, 
in  seconding  the  Resolution,  he  would 
submit  some  facts  in  connection  with  it. 
It  would  be  remembered  that  last  year, 
towards  the  end  of  the  Session,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian anoouQced  to  the  House  that  the 
Duke  of  Edinburgh,  upon  becoming  tbe 
Sovereign  of  the  Duchy  of  Saxe-Ooburg, 
had  declared  his  intention  of  giving  up 
£15,000  out  of  the  £25,000  a  year  voted 
to  him  by  Parliament  and  of  retaining 
the  other  £10,000  a  year.    On  that  occa- 


sion he  asked  tbe  right  boo.  Gentleman 
whether  he  would  give  a  day  in  order 
that  the  matter  might  be  discussed. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleraau  said  that  he 
was  unable  to  give  a  day,  and  no 
doubt  it  would  have  been  difficult  for  him 
to  do  so,  looking  at  the  fact  that  busi- 
ness was  so  much  behindhand.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  suggested  that  he 
(Mr.  Laboucbere)  should  find  a  day  for 
himself,  but  at  that  time  most  of  the  pri- 
vate Members*  days  had  been  taken  by 
the  Government.    Therefore,  a  few  days 
afterwards,  he  asked  the  Solicitor  Geueral 
whether  the  question  would  be  prejudiced 
if  a  day  were  not  immediately  found,  or 
whether  a  Motion  could  be  brought  for- 
ward at  any  time  ?  The  hon,  and  learned 
Geutleman  replied  that  the  case  would 
not  be  prejudiced  by  not  being  gone  into 
ut  once,  and  at  last  a  day  bad  been  found 
by. the  hon.-  Member  for  Peterborough. 
He  mentioned  this  to  point  out  that  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian  had 
not  held  the  view  that  tbe  matter  was 
not  under  the  purview  of  the  House,  and 
that  tbe  House  had  not  a  right  to  discuss 
the  matter^     Indeed,  the  Act  stated 
specifically  that  the  House  bad  such  a 
right,  and,  assuming  that  the  Resolution 
was  not  carried  that  evening,  it  would  be 
a  recurrent  Resolution  until  the  money 
was  secured  to  His  Boyal  Highness  by 
Act  of  Parliament,  as  it  was  not  at  pre- 
sent.   The  Duke  of  Edinburgh  was  tbe 
second  son  of  Her  Majesty  and  an  Eng- 
lish Prince,  and,  the  Prince  of  Wales 
having  renounced  his  title  to  the  Duchy 
of  Coburg,  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh  suc- 
ceeded and  became  a  German  Sovereign. 
There  were  Sovereignties  and  Sovereign- 
ties in  Germany.      He  had  sometimes 
seen  these  Sovereignties  ridicnled  as 
being  ridiculously  small  ;  and  no  doubt 
there  were   some   that   were  small. 
Some  of  the  Sovereignties  were  exceed- 
ingly small,  but  this  Sovereignty  of 
Saxe-Coburg  was   a   very  substantial 
possession.    The  Principality  had  a  reve- 
nue of  6,500,000  marks,  and  he  was 
happy  to  say  the  country  was  increasing 
in   wealth   and   in   population.  The 
Budgets  of  the  Principality  were  prepared 
every  four  years,  and  he  had  taken  the 
last  one  in  order  to  see  what  was  the 
Civil  List  of  His  Royal  Highness.  The 
Civil   List    was   something  between 
£29,000  and  £30,000  per  annum.  Be- 
sides this,  the  Principality  of  Leuchten- 
berg  was  sold  for  2^000,000  n^^rj^,|^^nd 
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he  supposed  the  Duke  enjoyed  the  inoome 
from  that.    On  marriage  H.I.H.  the 
Dueheas    of     Saxe-Coburg  received 
1,500,000  roubles,  od  which  5  per  cent, 
was  to  be  paid,  she  having  the  disposal 
of  that  sum  for  testamentary  objects,  and 
besides   that,    a    revenue  of  75,000 
roubles  per    anaum  was    assured  to 
her  during  her    life.     This,  taking 
the  rouble  at  its  present  price,  would 
make    something    like    £15,000  per 
annum.    He  was  not  going  into  matters 
as  to  what  property  tbe  Duke  and 
Duchess  might  have  inberited  ;  he  was 
taking  his  figures  from  public  documents. 
In  1866  Parliament  voted  to  the  Duke 
of  Kdinburgh  au  anauity  Of  £15,000  a 
year,  and  in  1873,  ou  the  occasion  of  his 
marriage,    Parliament  voted  £10,000 
more.   In  both  these  cases  it  was  pro- 
vided that,  iu  the  event  of  his  said 
Bbyal   Highness    succeeding    to  any 
Sovereignty  or  Principality  abroad,  it 
shall  be  lawful  for  Her  Majesty  or  her 
successors,  with  tbe  consent  of  Parlia- 
ment,   to  revoke  or  reduce  the  said 
annuity   by  Warrant  under   tbe  Sigu 
Mauual.    It  was  evident,  tbeu,  that  this 
contingency    was    contemplated  when 
these  Acts  were  passed,  and  it  was 
equally  evident  that  the  present  Parlia- 
ment had  a  right  to  continue  or  discoutinue 
thisannuity.   This,  indeed,  was  impressed 
upon  the  House  by  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian when  be  moved  the  Resolution  in 
1873.    He  had  gathffl«d  that  a  good 
many  Members  werebnder  the  impression 
that  they  were  under  an  International 
obligation   with    Russia    to   pay  this 
£10,000.   This  was  absolutely  inaccurate. 
He  had  looked  into  this  Treaty,  and  it 
was  to  all  intents  and  purposes  a  marriage 
arrangement  with  Her  Royal  Highness. 
It  provided  that  the  children  should  be 
brought  up  as  Protestauta,  and  it  dealt 
exclusively  with  her  money,  and  did  not 
touch  in  any  way  the  allowance  of  any 
moneys  then  or  hereafter  to  be  possessed 
by  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh.   There  was 
only  one  clause  iu  the  Treaty  which 
might  be  considered  to  refer  to  it.  This 
was  the  clause  which  stated  that  the 
childreu  should  be  educated,  maintained, 
and  provided  for  as  was  usual  iu  the  case 
of  Prince  and  Princesses  of  the  same 
rank  belougiug  to  the  Royal  Families 
of   the    United   Kingdom,    so   as  to 
exempt  H.I.H.  from  all  such  charges 
He  did  not  know  what  "  provided  for  as 
usual  **  meant,  for,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it 
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was  specifically   laid   down    that  the 
children   of  the   younger    sons  and 
daughters  of  the  Royal  House  should  not 
be  provided  for.    But,  in  any  case,  this 
provision  to  maintain  and  educate  would 
be  an  exceedingly  small  one.    The  Duke 
had  five  childreu.    Two  daughters  were 
married,  and  one  of  the  sous  was  an 
officer  in  the  Prussiau  Army  ;  the  others 
were  unmarried.     But  ^ey  were  all 
practically  provided  for,  and  tbe  Duke 
could  not  put  this  forward  as  a  plea  why 
the  money  should  be  given  to  him.  In 
asking  for  this  £10,000  per  annum  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Midlothian  stated  that  the  words  which 
he  had  quoted  were  put  in  so  that  no 
question  should  come  up  when  the  con- 
tingency arose  as  to  continuing  to  provide 
the  money.    Ther^ore,  they  must  treat 
this  treaty  as  having  nothing  to  do  with 
the  matter.    They  might  dismiss  the 
idea  that  there  was  any  spectes  of  Inter- 
national obligation.    The  third  clause  in 
the  Act  of  1873  secured  to  Her  Imperial 
Highuess,  iu  the  event  of  her  surviving 
her  husband,  £6,000  per  annum.  There 
.  was  no  such  proviso  as  to   the  other 
amount,  and,  of  course,  as  to  this  £6,000, 
it  would  be  paid  in  the  event  of  the 
Duchess  surviving  her  husband.  Why 
were  these  allowances  given  to  members 
of  the  Royal  Family  ?    He  had  opposed 
a  great  many  of  them.    It  was  generally 
urged  in  regard  to  them  that  an  English 
Prince  was  expected  to  keep  up  a  certain 
amount  of  display.    He  was  to  have  tbe 
usiuil  paraphernalia  of  Princes,  and  he 
was  expected  to  discharge  certain  social 
aud  ornamental   functions.    As  to  the 
Duke  of  Saxe-Coburg,  they  were  told 
that  be  would  do  that  by  occasionally  re- 
siding here.   3ut  he  did  not  come  here 
as   a   member  of   the   English  Royal 
Family ;  he   would   come  here  as  a 
Sovereigu  Prince  of  Germany,  and  no 
doubt,   like  other   Royal   visitors,  his 
relatives  would  be  delighted  to  entertain 
him  themselves.    They  were  told  he 
was  to  maintain  Clarence  House.  That 
was  a  mistake.    Clarence   House  was 
part  of  St.  JamesV  Palace,  and  Parlia- 
ment maintained  it.    He  was  imder  the 
impressiou  that  it  was  the  business  of  a 
Sovereign  to  reside  iu  his  own  country, 
and  it  was  clear  that  the  Duke  could  not 
fulfil  the  double  obligations  of  a  Germaa 
Sovereign  and  au  English  Prince.  He 
was  released  from  alt  his  obligatioaa  in 
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were  released  from  all  the  obligations 
involved  in  hie  being  an  Knglish 
Prince.  The  Duke  of  Coburg  was 
unquestionably  a  German.  He  had 
sworn  allegiance  to  the  German  Em- 
peror, and  he  had  withdrawn  from  the 
Privj  Council.  Under  the  Naturaliza- 
tion Act  of  1870  it  was  clear  that  he 
had  ceased  to  be  a  British  subject,  and 
that  he  must  be  regarded  as  an  alien. 
These  were  not  only  his  views  but  they 
were  German  views  also.  Count  vou 
Caprivi,  the  German  Chancellor,  in  the 
Debate  in  the  Bundesrath  respecting  the 
position  of  the  Duke  of  Coburg,  said 
that  the  capacity  of  German  Sovereign 
excluded  iptojacto  any  dependence  upon 
foreign  countries,  and  maintained  that  it 
was  impossible  for  a  German  Prince  to 
be  the  subject  of  a  foreign  Power. 
Herr  Bonne  also  argued  that  the  Duke  of 
Cobnrg  could  have  no  obligations  toward 
England  not  in  accordance  with  his 
present  status  in  Germany.  There  was 
an  old  statute  of  Queen  Anne  by  which 
all  the  descendants  of  the  Electress 
Sophia  were  declared  to  be  English  sub- 
jects ;  but  he  did  not  suppose  that  in 
these  days  great  weight  would  be 
attached  to  that.  He  had  shown  that 
the  Duke  of  Coburg  was  a  foreign 
Sovereign ;  that,  being  a  German  Sove- 
reign and  a  member  of  the  German 
Federation,  he  was  bound,  if  that  Federa- 
tion went  to  war  with  this  country,  to 
take  part  in  it  against  us ;  that  by  his 
own  act  he  had  renounced  his  privileges 
as  an  Englishman,  and  that  we  were 
under  no  International  obligation  to  con- 
tinue the  payment  of  this  grant.  The 
question  Iwfore  the  House,  therefore, 
was  whether  they  were  prepared  to  grant 
money  to  a  foreign  Sovereign,  and  they 
were  asked  to  find  this  money  at  a  moment 
when  the  funds  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  were  low,  and  at  a  ime  when 
they  were  called  upon  to  expend  a  vast 
amount  upon  the  Navy,  and  were  told 
that  soon  they  must  spend  large  sums  in 
pegging  out  claims  in  Africa  for  the 
benefit  of  fnturity.  He  saw  many  Irish 
Members  present,  and  he  had  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  they  had  come  down 
to  vote  for  the  Hesolution.  A  Bill  had 
just  been  brought  in  throwing  the  cost  of 
the  Commission  to  be  appointed  for 
the  benefit  of  the  evicted  tenants 
upon  the  British  taxpayer.  He  felt 
sure  that  the  Irish  Members  in  their  turn 
would  be  glad  to  aid  in  putting  £10,000 


a  year  into  the  taxpayers^  pockets. 
There  was  no  more  reason  for  giving 
this  sum  of  money  to  the  Duke  of  Coburg 
than  there  was  for  giving  it  to  the 
Emperor <rf  China  or  the  Llama  of  Thibet. 
If  the  country  were  polled  to-morrow  it 
would  be  unanimous,  without  any  ill- 
feeling  towards  the  Duke  of  Coburg,  in 
declining  to  grant  this  money,  feeling 
that  it  might  be  expended  in  a  much 
better  way  at  home.  He  did  not  expect 
the  support  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers, 
for  experience  had  taught  him  that, 
whatever  might  be  their  private  opinion, 
they  always  felt  it  to  be  their  duty  to 
support  a  Royal  grant,  whether  fair  or 
unfair,  wise  or  unwiee.  Their  support 
was  apparently  part  of  the  contract 
involved  in  their  tenure  of  Office.  Htt 
saw,  however,  many  Radicals  present, 
and  they  would  vote  with  him  to  a  man 
he  felt  sure.  Some  Radical  Members 
had  told  him  that  they  were  unfortu- 
nately obliged  to  go  away  on  business, 
but  those  who  were  in  the  House  would 
be  delighted  to  have  this  opportunity  of 
giving  practical  ciTect  to  the  views 
which  they  had  so  often  professed  at 
public  meetings  on  the  subject  of  Royal 
grants.  How  the  Radicals  present  must 
rejoice  that  a  day  had  been  secured  for 
this  Resolution  I  How  glad  they  must 
be  that  important  private  business  had 
not  compelled  them  also  to  absent  them- 
selves !  A  Radical  had  said  to  him  %ha,t 
afternoon,  "  Don't  you  think  that  the 
present  excellent  Government  is  worth 
£10,000  per  annum  ?  "  He  replied  that 
he  could  not  venture  to  appraise  the 
value  of  Governments,  but  he  liad  also 
said  to  bis  friend  that  he  might  vote 
with  perfect  safety  for  the  Resolution, 
because  if  it  were  curied  the  Govern- 
ment would  certainly  not  go  out.  He 
had  sufficient  experience  of  Govern- 
ments to  know  how  they  stuck  in. 
Fancy  the  Government  going  to  the 
country  with  the  cry  of  "  The  Newcastle 
Programme  and  £10,000  a  year  for  the 
Duke  of  Edinburgh  I  "  He  trusted  also 
to  have  the  support  of  hou.  Members 
oppoatte,  for  he  might  remind  tliem  that 
there  was  a  time  when  Tories  enter- 
tained very  sound  views  with  regard  to 
Royal  grants.  Their  support  of  Colonel 
Sibthorpewould  berememt*ered.  Through 
hie  instrumentality  and  that  of  the  Tories 
of  the  time  a  proposed  grant  of  £50,000  a 
year  was  reduced  to  £30,000,  bo  that 
they  saved  £20,000  per  annauLojvdiUC  to 
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the  determined  action  of  the  Tories  of  that 
day.  He  would  point  out  that  this  was 
not  a  question  of  the  maintenaDce  of  a 
Prince  in  splendour  as  a  bulwark  of  the 
Crown.  Hon.  GeotlemeD  opposite  conid 
vote  with  him  with  an  excelleot  cou* 
science,  because  the  question  was  one  as 
to  whether  a  grant  of  £10,000  a  year  was 
to  be  {wid  by  the  British  taxpayers 
to  a  foreign  Sovereign  because  that 
potentate  had  once  been  an  English 
Prince,  but  had  preferred  to  be  a 
German  Sovereign  and  a  German. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  ont 
from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  iu  order  to  add  the  words, 

"  The  Act  ot  36  and  37  Vie.,  c.  80,  granting  an 
annuity  of  £10,000  to  H.R.H.  tbo  Duke  of 
Edinburgh,  having  provided  that,  in  the  event 
of  His  said  Royal  Highness  succeeding  to  any 
sovereignty  or  urincipality  Abroad,  it  shall  be 
lawful  for  Her  Majesty  or  Her  successors,  with 
the  coDsentof  Parliament^to  revoke  or  reduce  the 
said  annuity  by  Warrant  under  the  Sign  Manual, 
and  His  Royal  Highness  having  snccmled  to  the 
sovereign^  of  a  Foreign  country,  in  the  opinion 
of  this  Houseitisdediable  that  the  said  annuity 
shall  cease/'— (J/r.  A.  C.  MoHtm,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Question." 

•Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
be  would  have  been  very  glad  to  have 
gone  into  the  Lobby  that  evening  with 
his  hon.  Friend  the  amusing  Member  for 
Northampton,  liecauae  be  felt  that  in 
that  world  of  politics  they  owed  a  great 
deal  to  any  bon.  Gentleman  capable  of 
enlivening  the  usually  dreary  tone  of  the 
Debate  by  imparting  to  hia  own  speeches 
a  light  and  airy  touch  whenever  he  made 
one  of  hts  incessant  efforts  to  defeat  the 
Government.  If  one  of  these  days  the 
unwearying  Member  for  Northampton 
should  sQcceed,  and  the  Queen  sent  for 
him  to  form  a  Government,  and  if  he 
wao  able  to  form  a  Government,  and  if 
that  would  be  a  stronger  and  more 
Radical  Government  than  the  present 
one,  nothing  would  give  him  greater 
pleasure  than  to  support  him.  But  on 
the  present  occasion  he  was  not  going  to 
do  so.  On  the  present  occasion  they 
were  not  considering  a  purely  jocular 
matter,  and  he  therefore  asked  to  be  ex- 
cused while  for  a  few  minutes  he  in- 
truded on  their  attention  in  order  to  state 
the  reasons  for  the  vote  he  was  about  to 

Mr,  Labouekere 


give.  His  hon.  Friend  had  stated  that  the 
question  resolved  itself  into  this — whe- 
ther they  were  going  to  give  to  a  foreign 
Prince  the  sum  of  £10,000  a  year.  If 
that  were  really  the  questioo  before  the 
House,  be  should  certainly  vote  on 
grounds  of  public  policy  against  such  a 
grant  being  made.  But  that  wm  not,  he 
submitted,  the  real  position  of  affairs. 
The  question  they  had  to  consider  was 
not  whether  they  had  to  give  a  grant, 
but  whether  they  were  to  violate  a  eon- 
tract.  That  was  the  point  of  view  from 
which  he  intended  to  approach  the  ques- 
tion. He  wished  to  consider  the  question 
from  the  same  point  of  view  as  if  be 
were  a  father  who  bad  made  a  provision 
for  bis  son  at  the  time  of  his  marriage, 
and  in  the  marriage  settlement  had  in- 
serted a  stipulation  that  under  certain 
conditions  he  might  reduce  or  revoke  the 
amount  of  money  granted.  His  hon. 
Friend  replied  to  him  that  that  was  not 
in  the  Treaty,  but  the  question  did  not 
depend  upon  the  Treaty.  They  had 
to  look  to  the  true  construction  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament  under  which  the 
money  was  paid.  Anyone  who  turned 
to  the  Debates  in  Parliament  on  this 
subject  must  see  that  the  position  taken 
up  by  bis  hon.  Friend  was  entirely  un- 
tenable. There  was  a  clause  in  that  Act 
to  the  effect  that  should  the  Duke  of 
Edinburgh  become  the  Duke  of  Coburg 
then  that  House  should  have  a  right  to 
reconsider  the  grant.  The  grant  was 
expressly  stated  to  have  been  made  for  a 
provision  not  only  of  His  Royal  Highness, 
but  also  for  the  Duchess  of  Edinburgh 
as  well.  When  the  grant  was  proposed 
the  then  Member  for  Glasgow,  a  country- 
man of  his  own  (Mr.  Anderson),  moved 
that  if  ever  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh 
should  become  the  Duke  of  Coburg  the 
grants  of  £15,000  and  £10,000  should 
both  ipso  facto  terminate.  That  was  a 
simple  and  intelligible  policy,  and  Mr. 
Anderson  pointed  out  that  if  the  Parlia- 
ment adopted  any  other  plan  difficult  and 
delicate  questions  would  be  sure  to 
arise  in  which  the  mother  might  lie 
placed  in  a  situation  of  hostility  to  the  son. 
But  what  was  the  view  that  was  taken 
by  the  House  of  Commons  then  ?  His 
Amendment  found  so  little  support  that 
the  hon.  Member  did  not  even  press  it 
to  a  Division.  Personally,  he  felt  strictly 
bound  by  the  provisions  of  that  Act  « 
Parliament,  for  it  was  to  be  remembavd 
th.t  AC.  of  P.r|i.ment(*g^^W 
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coutracts  which  muBt  be  houourably 
carried  out,  and  fairly  aad  faithfully 
ioterpreted.  The  provision  was  not 
gninted  to  His  Royal  Highness  only 
until  such  time  as  he  succeeded  to  the 
Dnchy  of  Goburjir.  Parliament  would 
not  make  the  grant  on  those  terras,  but 
preferred  to  retaiu  the  power  to  revoke 
or  reduce  the  annuity  by  Warrant  under 
the  Sign  Manual.  It  was  obvious 
Parliament  contemplated  that  a  reduced 
annuity  might  be  given  to  the  Duke 
should  he  succeed'  to  the  Duchy  of  Saxe- 
Coburg,  and  thus  the  whole  poiut  of  his 
hoD.  Friend's  case  failed,  because  that 
case  was  that  the  Duke  on  becoming  a 
foreign  Prince  ceased  to  be  a  British 
subject.  He  did  not  admit  that  the 
fact  that  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh  had 
ceased  to  be  a  British  subject  under  these 
circumstances  was  a  sufficient  ground 
for  the  grant  being  stopped.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Midlothian,  when  he 
was  asked  at  the  time  thai  the  grant 
was  made  his  opinion  of  this  question, 
said  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  wise  to 
prescribe  what  course  should  be  pursued 
by  Parliament  whenever  the  Duke  of 
Edinburgh  succeeded  to  the  Duchy.  It 
would  be  more  wise  to  leave  Parliament 
free,  iu  order  that  it  might  do  wliat  was 
best  whenever  the  circumstances  arose. 
Now,  what  was  the  effect  of  the  bar- 
gain iuto  which  they  entered  in  1873  ? 
The  accession  of  the  Duke  to  the  Princi- 
pality of  Coburg  was  a  eireunistance 
which  might  put  him  in  such  a  financial 
position  that  he  ought  not  to  have  the 
whole  of  the  £25,000  which  was  pro- 
vided by  Farliameut,  and  that  that  sum 
might  be  reduced,  or  might  even  be  en- 
tirely taken  away  if  the  circumstauces 
justified  it.  £15,000  had  been  taken 
away,  or  rather  the  Duke  tiad  voluntarily 
relinquished  that  amount,  and  therefore 
the  House  was  dealing  with  a  reduced 
annuity,  and  the  question  it  was  now 
asked  to  decide  was  that  even  a  reduced 
annuity  was  intolerable,  because  he  was 
a  foreign  Prince.  What  were  the  cu*- 
cumstaoces  that  had  arisen  which  would 
iustify  Her  Majesty,  with  the  consent  of 
Parliament,  in  asking  that  the  whole 
£25,000  should  be  taken  away  ?  Speak- 
ing as  a  matter  of  common  sense,  the 
obvious  meaning  of  the  bargain  was  that 
if  by  the  Duke's  accession  to  the  Duchy 
of  Coburg  he  was  in  a  financial  position 
to  justify  his  dispensing  with  the  provi- 
sion provided  by  Parliament,  that  provi- 


sion  ought  to  be  taken  away.  What 
were  the  financial  circumstances  ?  His 
lion.  Friend  knew  nothing,  and  told  the 
House  nothing ;  he  was  not  iu  a 
position  to  give  (he  House  authentic  in- 
formation. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Excuse  me,  I 
am  in  a  position,  because  all  this  infor- 
mation is  public.  The  Estimate  of  the 
Revenue  in  the  Duchy  of  Coburg  for  four 
years  is  laid  down.  The  last  Estimate 
was  in  1891  or  1892  for  the  following 
four  years.  The  Revenues  of  ^e  Duchy 
of  Coburg  and  Gotba  are  divided  be- 
tween the  Revenaes  derived  from  the 
State  domains  and  the  general  revenuea 
of  the  State. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  Can  you 
lay  the  Papers  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE :  The  noble 
Lord  must  ask  the  Government  for  the 
Papers,  and  no  doubt  they  will  be  de- 
lighted to  supply  them.  The  noble  Lord 
should  not  expose  his  ignorance  in  this 
way.  I  was  under  the  impression  that 
every  one  knew  about  the  Revenues  of 
Coburg  and  Gotha,  which  is  notorioua 
public  knowledge.  This  is  how  I  arrive 
at  the  amount  of  £29,000.  The  Duke 
receives  from  the  State  domains  of  Gotha 
100,000  marks  ;  a  second  100,000  marks 
goee  into  the  State  chest,  and  the  Duke 
receives  half  of  all  in  excess  of  it.  The 
Duke  also  receives  one-half  of  the  excess 
of  Revenue  over  Expenditure  from  the 
Coburg  domain  lands.  I  forget  exactly 
what  tlie  revenue  is.  If  the  noble  Loid 
will  inquire  be  will  find  the  result  

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  Where  can 
I  get  it  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  The  noble 
Lord  will  find  that  the  result  is  this.  The 
excess  is  betweeu  900,000  marks  and 
1 ,000,000  marks  per  annum.  The  Duke 
gets  a  half  of  this,  and  in  addition  to  the 
100,000  marks  he  receives  from  the  other 
Duchy,  he  gets  582,000  marks.  If  hon.. 
Members  will  divide  this  by  20  they  wilt 
see  that  that  amount  reaches  between 
£29,000  and  £30.000  per  annum.  The 
noble  Lord  can  get  this  information  in 
the  Library  of  the  House  of  Commons 
from  The  Statesmatt's  Year  Book  for 
1894. 

*Mr.  HUNTER  said,  he  was  much 
obliged  to  his  hon.  Friend  for  having 
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DOW  disclosed  what  he  supposed  most  be 
ofllled  his  case  ;  but  he  had  oot  told  the 
House  an^rthing  about  the  expenditure. 
It  might  be  that  there  were  obligations 
of  expenditure  with  regard  to  public 
objects  which  had  to  be  paid  out  of 
this  inouey.  He  believed  that  iti 
the  Duke^H  dominiooa  there  was  a 
State  theatre,  and  the  subaidiea  for  the 
theatre,  as  wae  a  coiDmon  practice  in 
Gemauy,  miglit  be  a  charge  against  this 
reveoue.  If  the  House  of  Commons  was 
to  decide  this  question  rightly,  and  upon 
a  full  knowledge  of  the  facts,  they  must 
have  these  facts  presented,  not  partially 
and  incompletely  and  at  second-handj 
but  fully  and  perfectly,  and  with  all 
details  both  of  expenditure  and  income  ; 
and  then  only  would  the  House  be  in  a 
position  to  form  an  independent  opinion 
as  to  whether  the  circumstances  of  the 
Duke  were  such  as  to  justify  a  further 
reduction  below  the  XlojOOO.  The 
House  was  not  without  guidance  iu  this 
matter.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Midlothian  was  fully  acquainted  with  all 
the  facts,  and  he  assumed  that  the  right 
hon.  Geutleman  would  not  give  an 
opinion  without  taking  care  to  know  it 
was  founded  ou  fact.  The  late  Prime 
Minister  stated  as  his  deliberate  opinion 
on  a  full  knowledge  of  the  facts — [Mr. 
Labouchere  :  Where  ?] — in  December, 
that  in  his  opinion  the  Duke  ought  not 
to  be  called  upon  to  sacrifice  more  than 
£1 5,000  out  of  the  £25,000.  ["  Why  ?  "] 
Because  he  assumed  that  the  late  Prime 
Minister  knew  the  whole  of  the  facts  of 
the  case,  and  he  was  afraid  that  the  hon. 
Member  did  not.  That  was  his  position. 
He  had  no  information  which  would 
justify  him  in  arriving  at  a  different 
opinion  from  that  arrived  at  by  the  late 
Prime  Minister.  If  without  that  know- 
ledge, in  an  arbitrary,  .capricious,  and 
wholly  unreasonable  manner,  he  was  to 
vote  for  the  rescission  of  this  contract  he 
should  be  doing  an  act  which,  as  a 
private  individual,  he  could  not  justify  in 
his  conscience.  He  thought  that  the 
House  ought  not  to  exhibit  a  less  degree 
of  honour  and  scrupulousness  iu  the 
maintenance  of  public  transactions  than 
a  private  individual  would  show  in 
dealing  with  bis  own  affairs. 

Mr.  storey  (Sunderland)  said, 
that  his  hon.  Friend  who  had  jttet  sat 
down  might  have  spared  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  one  gibe,  ^e 
began  by  saying  that  he  could  not  foliar 
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his  hon.  Friend  iu  this  one  among  many 
attempts  to  defeat  the  Government.  He 
would  ask  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Aberdeen  whether  he  would  have 
voted  differently  if  there  had  been  a  Tory 
GovOTnment  in  power  ?  Had  not  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  consist- 
ently for  many  years,  with  the  support 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen, 
opposed  nil  these  Royal  grants  ?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen,  the  Radical 
of  Radicals,  whose  hard  Scotch  head  no 
one  had  thought  could  be  diverted  from  ' 
principle  by  suggestions  of  the  fate  of 
a  Government,  came  down  to  the  House, 
and  upon  the  merest  whisper  of  the 
Whip  tried  to  persuade  the  common- 
sense  people  in  and  out  of  the  House 
that  tliis  question  had  anything  to  do 
with  the  fote  of  the  Government,  He 
should  like  to  see  the  Government  go  to 
his  constituency  with  a  cry  of  "  Home 
Rule  for  Ireland  ;  a  vote  for  every  man  ; 
and  £10,000  for  tbe  Coburger."  He 
thought  the  hon.  Member's  suggestion 
was  a  little  unworthy.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  that  he  knew  nothing  of  tbe  facts, 
and  he  added  that  neither  did  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton.  What  haU 
they  to  do  with  these  financial  facts  ? 
He  had  many  a  time  opposed  these 
Royal  grants,  and  always  ou  grounds 
apart  from  these  financial  facts.  And 
in  every  speech  he  had  made  on  the 
subject — and  he  remembered  being 
howled  down  on  his  first  speech — he  had 
stated  as  bis  reason  for  opposing  the 
grants  that  tbe  House  was  tbe  trustee 
of  the  public  money.  Taxes  were  paid 
by  the  rich  and  the  poor,  and  the 
House  had  no  right  to  spend  the  money 
except  for  public  purposes,  and  it  was  a 
fundamental  principle  of  this  expenditure 
that  there  should  be  adequate  retura 
made  to  the  State  for  the  sums  provided. 
The  Prime  Minister  was  paid,  and  he 
did  work  ;  the  officials  of  the  House 
were  paid,  and  they  did  work  ;  the 
head  of  the  State  was  paid,  and 
did  honourable  work  for  the  State. 
But  as  to  the  Duke  of  Eklinburgh,  he 
had  always  held  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  House  as  public  trustee  to  pay  tbe 
head  of  the  State  an  adequate,  handsome, 
and  generous  remuneration,  and  to  leave 
to  the  head  of  the  State,  as  the  head  of 
every  family  in  the  country,  the  duty  of 
providing  for  his  or  her  children.  He 
did  not  shrink  from  that  position  now. 
He  would  never  h^ye^voto^^^ Jor 
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the  Duke  of  Edinburgh  at  anj  time ; 
bat  when  the  House  of  CommoDS  voted 
this  money  the  Duke  did  live  in  the 
<»>untry,  and  perfonned  what  they  were 
Mcustomed  to  call  services  to  the  State. 
He  kept  up  what  foolish  people  called 
Royal  dignity.  [Lord  R.  Churchill  : 
"  Royal  what  ?  "]  But  now  the  Duke 
had  ceased  to  live  in  this  country,  and 
bad  ceased  to  be  an  £nglishmaD.  He 
had  undertaken  duties  and  responsibilities 
which  might  involve  him  in  war  with 
this  country,  and  his  troops mightslay  men 
who  had  contributed  towards the£lO,000. 
It  was  monstrouB  that  such  a  proposal 
should  be  made  to  the  House.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Aberdeen  had 
sud  that  the  Duke  had  a  revenue,  but 
that  there  were  many  charges  upon  it.  The 
hoD.  Member  even  mentioned  a  theatre  ; 
and  he  supposed  the  suggestion  was  thut 
the  British  taxpayer  waa  to  find  £10,000 1 
year  in  order  that  the  Duke  might  keep  up 
a  public  theatre.  The  hon.  Member  was 
pleading  poverty  on  the  part  of  the  Duke, 
and  was  b^ging  the  people  of  £ngland, 
on  the  score  of  poverty,  to  give  him  a 
revenue.  If  he  himself  were  a  German, 
he  would  be  ashamed  that  such  a  discus- 
sion should  take  place  in  the  British 
House  of  Commons  about  one  of  the 
German  Princes.  And  if  he  interpreted 
aright  the  feeling  of  Count  Caprivi  and 
such  men,  they  were  ashamed  that  such 
a  position  should  have  beeu  possible.  As 
an  Englishman  he  deplored  the  fact  that 
sach  a  petty  demand  should  be  made 
on  the  taxpayers  of  this  country. 
When  the  Duke  succeeded  to  his  present 
position  he  would,  if  he  had  been  a  wise 
man,  have  said  : — "  For  20  years  and 
more  I  have  received  £20,000  a  year 
and  more  from  the  State.  X  have  been 
handsomely  paid  for  the  public  services 
I  have  rendered,  and  now  that  I  have  a 
foreign  Principality  and  foreign  duties, 
it  is  beneath  the  dignity  of  the  great 
Royal  Family  to  which  I  belong  any 
longer  to  come  to  the  people  of  England, 
rich  and  poor,  and  ask  them  for  this 
paltry  sum."  It.  was  on  public  and 
general  grounds  that  he  asked  the 
Radicals  who  were  worthy  of  the  name 
of  Radicals  to  justify  their  position  and 
vote  for  the  Motion. 

LordR.  CHURCHILL  (Paddingtou, 
S.) :  The  hon.  Gentleman  sat  down 
using  the  expression  that  public  money 
was  being  paid  in  a  direction  where  no 
services  were  rendered,  and  he  said  that 


they  were  voting  money  for  a  foreign 
Prince  and  a  man  who  had  never  reudered 
any  public  service.  [**  No,  no  I "]  Oh 
yes  ;  and  certainly  that  was  the  intention 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman'— 

Mk.  storey  rose  to  explain. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  No,  no  ;  I 
will  not  allow  him  to  interrupt  me.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  said  we 
were  voting  money  for  a  petty  man. 
["  No  !  "]  What  is  the  use  of  uttering 
senseless  noes  ?  I  made  a  note  of  the 
word.  Those  noes  are  uttered  because 
hoD.  Members  did  not  listen  to  the 
speech,  and  if  they  think  they  are  going 
to  put  me  down  they  are  much  misteken. 
I  expect  hon.  Gentlemen  to  stick  to 
their  c^weches,  and  not  repudiate  them. 
The  bon.  Member  for  Sunderland  said 
that  the  Royal  Family  rendered  no 
public  services.  [Cric«  of  "No  !"]  I 
have  a  right  to  address  the  House  with- 
out being  interrupted.  We  have  listened 
in  silence  to  the  speeches  of  the  hon. 
Member  fur  Northampton  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland,  which  contained 
statements  revolting  to  hon.  Members  on 
this  side.  [^Laughter.^  This  is  not 
fair  treatment,  but  I  mean  to  go  on  in 
spite  of  interruptions.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland  turned  in  an  impres- 
sive way  to  the  gentlemen  behind  the 
Government,  and  said  that  they  as 
Radicals  would  not  spend  public  money 
where  services  were  not  rendered. 
Whom  was  he  speaking  against  ?  The 
Royal  Family.  {Cries  of  "No!"] 
What  I  Do  you  think  I  am  to  be  taken 
in  by  the  obvious  oratorical  artifices  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  ?  I 
understand  every  word  he  says  on  Boyal 
grants,  and  I  have  heard  them  many 
times  before  from  Radical  Members.  He 
stated  that  he  would  never  have  voted 
£15,000  for  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh. 
What  would  he  have  left  him  to  do  ? 
He  would  have  left  him  to  sweep  a 
crossing.  That  was  the  logical  outcome 
of  his  theory.  And  if  the  Duke  had 
not  found  a  crossing  to  sweep,  the  hou. 
Member  would  have  left  him  to  starve. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  His  mother  haa 
plenty  of  money.    ["  Order  I  "1 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  I  have  got 
a  very  fine  quotation  for  the  Irish  Party. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  gave 
us  his  idea  of  Royal  dignity,  and  said 
these  were  none  of  his  Princes.  What 
are  the  hon.  Member's  Princes  P  Have 
they  Princes  in  tl^,y&|,h^  J^.^e 
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hon.  Member  know  mach  aboat  the  cost 
of  keeping  up  what  he  called  the  Boyat 
dignity  ?  Does  he  thick  the  proce«sious 
of  the  Sovereign  and  members  of  the 
Royal  Family  through  the  streets  of 
Loudon  and  of  our  large  towns  to  open 
Hospitals,  ^Museums,  or  UnWersities  cost 
nothing  ?  Has  the  hon.  jtfember  ever 
had  the  Royal  Family  iu  Sunderland  ? 
[Mr.  Storey  :  Ko.]  Then  it  is  a  dis- 
grace to  him.  Does  the  hon.  Member 
know  at  what  the  cost  of  the  Royal 
Family  was  calculated,  on  the  occasion 
of  the  last  Debate  ou  the  Royal  grant, 
by  the  most  eminent  mathematician 
within  the  House  of  Commons  ?  Sir 
Lyon  Piayfair  then  reckoned  the  coat  of 
the  Royal  Family,  per  head  of  the  people 
of  this  country,  at  the  minutest  fraotiou 
of  a  farthing  that  the  human  miod  could 
conceive.  This  is  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland  will  not  vote  !  This 
is  the  sort  of  thing  with  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  and  the  bou. 
Member  for  Northampton  think  it  worth 
while  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House 
of  Commons  with,  and  they  have  said  it 
alt  before.  Every  word  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland^s  statement  and 
every  word  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton's  speech  I  have  heard  in 
the  speeches  against  Royal  grants  during 
the  last  few  years.  We  never  heanl 
speeches  against  Royal  grants  in  the 
Parliament  of  1874  or  in  the  Parliament 
of  1886.  When  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
mau  the  Member  for  Midlothian  (Mr. 
W.  £.  Gladstone)  was  Prime  Minister 
we  never  heard  anything  against  Royal 
grants. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  Oh,  oh. 

LoE»^.  CHURCHILL  :  Oh.  per- 
haps the  bdn*  Member  for  Northampton 
made  such  sptieches,  but  I  do  not  think 
he  was  iu  the  F^iament  of  1874. 

Mr.  LABOUCfi[ERE  :  Yes,  he  was. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  Oh,  yes, 
he  was.  I  remember  that  he  was  the 
colleague  of  Mr.  Bradl^ugh.  Certainly 
he  was  in  the  Parliament  of  1874,  but  he 
stood  alone  on  this  question.  The 
stoutest  defender  of  Royai  grants  in  this 
House  and  of  the  proper  li^aintenance  of 
the  Royal  Family  was  thdsright  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  j^idlotfaian, 
and  if  the  hon.  Member  forNm^unpton 
had  in  his  presence  made  the  sjieech  he 
has  made  to-night — a  speech  Which  I 
will  describe  in  a  minute — he  ^^ould 
hare  had  such  a  towelling  as  he^as 
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uever  yet  had  from  the  Member  for 
Midlothian,  whose  loss  to  this  House  I 
have  uever  been  able  adequately  to  mea- 
sure, aud  who  alone  could  keep  the  hon. 
Member  in  order.   I  am  well  acquainted 
with  the  speeches  of  the  hon.  Member 
for    Nortluunpton    about    the  Royal 
Family.    I  am  afraid  he  has  got  very 
near  in  all  those  speeches   to  what  in 
ordinary  society  or  in  the  Press  would 
be   called   scurrility.     He   feasts  and 
intoxicates  himself   on   Royal  grants. 
When  he  gets  a  Royal  grant  he  is  a> 
different  man  from  what  he  is  on  any 
other  subject.     His  imagination  is  far 
more — -what  shall  I  say  ? — not  fertile — I 
could  use  a  different  adjective,  but  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  in  Order.  His 
treatment  of  facts  about  the  Royal  Family- 
is,  however,  remarkable.     He  distorts 
Uiem  and  perverts  them  with  the  greatest 
freedom,  and,  if  it  is  necessary,  he 
invents  for  the  delectation  of  the  House 
conversations  with   certain  Democrats 
whom  I  defy  him  to  produce  on  the  floor 
of  this  House.    I  think  also  that  if  he  is 
a  little  short  of  facts  he  draws  freely  on 
his  imagination.      And    this    is  the 
attitude   on    Royal    grants    of  the 
man  who  .  is  responsible  for  Truth. 
I  never  heard  him  say  in  this  House  one 
word  which  was  put  into  that  celebrated 
journal  on  the  snbiect  of  the  Royal 
Family.   The  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
quote  a  single  great  Radical  who  opposed 
Royal  grants.    He  could  only  give  the 
name  of  Colonel  Sibthorpe,  who  is  hardly 
an  authority   on  modem  Tory  policy. 
Did  he  ever  hear  Mr.  Bright  speak  in  Ibis 
House  against  Royal  grants  ?    Was  not 
Mr.  Bright  a  Radical  ?     Was  he  not  a 
greater  Parliamentary   authority  thao 
Colonel  Sibthorpe  ?     The  hon.  Member 
is  fond  of  speakbig  to  NorUiampton  boot- 
makers and  shoemakers,  and  he  is  fond  of 
speaking  at  hole-and-corner  meetings  in 
the  Metropolis.     I  will  invite  him  to- 
come  down  to  Bradford  and  to  summon  a 
meeting  in  St.  George's  Hall  for  the 
express  purpose  of  delivering  an  address 
on  the  vices  and  the  defects  of  and  the 
necessity  of  abolishing  the  Monarchy  and 
the  Royal  Family  of  this  country.  I 
invite  him  to  do  that — to  meet  the  rea> 
people,  and  not  merely  the  bootmakers 
and  shoemakers  and  those  who  go  to 
hole-and-corner  meetings.    I  think  he 
will  be  very  fortunate  if  he  gets  30O 
people  into  that  hall,  and  I  think  he  will 
be  very  fortun.tg,|  he^e^)^^^,  that 
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halt  with  hid  life.  The  boo.  Member 
profcwsea  to  be  very  learned  on  the 
Revenaes  of  the  Coburg  Dachj,  and  I 
will  read  to  the  hon.  Member  au  extract 
from  the  vetj  book  to  which  he  has  re- 
ferred me — 7*Ae  Statetmav^a  Year  Book 
for  this  year.  This  is  what  I  find 
there — 

**0n  the  extinction  of  the  line  of  8axe-Gotha 
In  1826  Ernst  III.  received  Qotha  in  exchange 
for  Saarbruck,  which  was  Bsslgiicxl  to  Saxe- 
Meiniagen,  anil  asHum&.l  the  title  of  Ernst  I. 
of  Saxe-Cobni^-Ootha.  The  family  is  in 
posaessioii  of  a  large  private  fortune,  acciimu- 
lated  chieAy  by  Duke  Ernst  I.,  to  whom  the 
CoQgreaa  of  Vienna  made  a  present  of  the 
Principality  of  Leuchtenberg.  That  Princi- 
pality he  sold,  September  22,  1934,  for  the 
Mim  Of  2.000.000  tbalera." 

Everybody  knows,  except  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton,  that  Duke  Ernst  I. 
was  far  from  economical  with  the  Royal 
property,  or,  indeed,  nobody  knows  it 
better  than  the  hon.  Member.  What 
does  The  Statesman''^  Year  Book  say 
about  the  late  Duke  P 

"The  reigning  Duke  has  a  ciril  list  of 
100,000  marks  out  of  the  income  of  the  Gotha 
Domain  ;  100,503  marks  are  paid  into  the 
Poblic  Exchequer,  while  the  rest  is  divided 
between  the  Duke  and  the  State  ;  and  the  Duke 
farther  receives  one-half  of  the. excess  of  the 
revcQoe  over  the  expenditure  of  the  Gotha 
Domain  Lands  " 

1  have  given  the  income  of  Duke  Ernst 
I.,  aud  I  deny  that  that  income  has 
descended  to  the  present  Duke.  I  will 
not  continue  the  story,  because  the  hon. 
Member  knows  it. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  do  not 
know  it. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  The  boo. 
Gentleman  refused  to  lay  Papers  on  the 
Table  in  support  of  his  statement,  and  I 
content  myself  with  The  StateMmaii^s 
Year  Booh  in  support  of  mine.  The 
hon.  Member  said  ^ia  Resolution  would 
be  carried  and  the  Government  would 
itick  to  Office.  My  opinion  is  that  this 
lesolntion  will  not  be  carried,  and  that 
be  Government  will  remain  in  Office 
with  perfect  honour  on  this  subject,  be- 
cause the  .Government  are  following  all 
the  traditions  of  their  late  great  Leader. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  is  following  no 
traditions ;  h^  is  simply  following  his  own 
'Oxtmordinary  ideas.  His  Radicalism  is 
oi  a  pattern  of  his  own.  It  consists  of 
«baie  of  every  person  in  a  high  position 
and  of  attempts  to  hold  up  every  such 
pmon  to  ridicule,  and  if  possible  to  bring 
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them  into  public  hatred  and  public 
odium.  I  want  to  address  a  few  words 
to  the  Irish  Members.  [^Laughter.^  I 
believe  they  are  going  to  vote  against 
Royal  grants.  If  I  read  to  them  the 
words  of  O^Connell  they  will  not  laugb. 
I  am  going  to  quote  from  The  Annual 
Regitter  of  1839.  O'Connell  was  speak- 
ing at  a  meeting  at  Bandon  on  the  oth  of 
December,  1889,  just  after  the  marriage 
of  our  present  Sovereign  bad  been 
annouDced  to  Parliament  in  the  Queen's 
Speech,  and  he  said  

"  We  must  be,  we  are,  loyal  to  onr  jonng 
Qneen — God  blew  her."   (Tumultuous  cheen.) 

[^Radical  laughter.']  Yes,  these  are 
sentiments  that  you  do  not  understand. 

"  We  must  be,  we  are,  attached  to  the  Throne 

and  to  the  Princess  by  whom  it  is  fllled." 

And  then  be  went  on  to  make  a  joke. 

"  I  wish  she  mav  have  as  many  cbildran  as  my 
grandmother  had. 

{^Laughter."]  Some  of  the  hoc.  Members 
from  Ireland  must  have  some  recollections 
of  0*Connell.  Could  he  not  say  a  thing 
like  that  ?    He  went  on  to  say  

"  God  bless  the  Queen.  I  am  a  father  and  a 
graQdfftther,  and  in  the  fooe  oC  Heaven  I  pray 
with  as  much  honesty  and  fervency  for  Queen 
Victoria  as  I  do  for  any  of  my  own  children. 
The  moment  I  heard  of  the  daring  and  audacious 
menaces  towards  the  Sovereign  I  promulgated 
through  the  Press  my  feelings  of  detestation  and 
my  determination  in  the  matter.  Oh,  if  I  be 
.not  greatly  mistaken,  I  would  get  in  one  day 
500,000  brave  Irishmen  to  defend  the  life,  the 
hoQonr,  and  the  person  of  the  beloved  young 
lady  by  whom  England's  Throne  is  now  filled. 
Let  every  man  in  this  vast  assembly  that  \n 
stretched  out  before  me  who  is  loyal  to  the 
Queen  and  who  would  defend  her  to  the  last, 
lift  up  his  right  hand." 

Every  man  responded  to  the  appeal,  and 
O'Connell  continued— 

"  There  arc  hearts  in  those  hands,  and  I  tell 
yoB  that,  if  neceiBlty  leqnired,  there  wonld  be 
swords.*' 

That  was  Ireland  then,  and  Ireland  as 
she  may  be  again,  because  I  am  omrtain 
that  Ireland  will  never  follow  the  lead 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton. 
I  pass  away,  Sir,  from  this  Radical  trash, 
which  is  vomited  forth  on  us  whenever 
we  have  to  consider  the  proper  main- 
tenance of  the  Royal  family.  Hera  we 
hare  a  peculiar  grant  which  Parliament 
cannot  touch,  and  which  no  speech  or 
Resolution  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  or  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland  can  possibly  invalidate.  We 
have  a  grant  of  £10,000  aettled  bviA.ot 
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of  Parliament  on  the  Duke  and  Duchess 
of  Cobnrg  on  their  marriage.  Do  gen- 
tlemen opposite  think  that  if  they 
carried  their  Resolution  to-night  it 
would  affect  that  law  ?  This  £10,000 
remains  beyond  their  grasp,  and  they 
are  beating  the  air  in  making  these 
apeeofaes  and  trying  to  invali^^te  the 
Act.  The  only  credit  those  bon.  Mem- 
bers eaa  take  to  themMves  is  that  of 
having  wasted  an  evening  of  tJie  time  of 
the  Hoose  of  Commoni^  of  having  filled 
many  colnmns  ei  the  Fresa  whidi  will 
tickeu  the  mass  of  the  public  to-morrow, 
and  of  having  plunged  deeper  into  the 
mire  of  notorious  and  grave  indication  of 
hatred  of  the  Monarchy  and  of  deter- 
mination, if  possible,  to  bring  the  Boyal 
family  into  public  odium. 

SiH  W,  HARCOURT  :  Mr.  Speaker, 
before  I  go  to  the  direct  question  of 
these  grants,  there  are  one  or  two  points 
in  the  speeches  of  my  hou.  Friends  who 
moved  and  seconded  this  Motion  which 
I  think  I  ought  to  notice.  First  of  all, 
my  hen.  Friend  the  Member  for  Peter- 
bcMxiagh  referred  to  certain  rumours  in 
tiie  Press  with  regard  to  Her  Majesty 
the  Queen.  I  confess  I  regret  he  shonld 
liave  made  snch  a  reference  as  that.  To 
refer  to  the  opinions  of  the  Queen  to 
influence  the  decision  of  this  House  is  a 
thing  which  the  Hoase  of  Commons  has 
always  carefully  abetained  from.  To 
refer  to  those  opinions  as  rumonre  in  the 
Press — well.  Sir,  if  we  were  to  be  judged 
byrumours  in  the  Press,!  think  we  should 
be  ill-judged,  and  I  undertake  to  say  that 
those  romoors  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
referred  are  absolutely  without  founda- 
tion and  contrary  to  Uie  fact.  My  boo. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Peterborough 
asked  whether  the  House  of  Commons 
had  freedom  in  this  matter.  The  House 
of  Commons  has  absolute  freedom  in  this 
matter.  It  is  the  master  of  this  subject, 
and  the  right  of  judging  of  it  has  been 
reserved  to  the  House  of  Commons  ;  but 
it  is  for  the  House  of  Commons  to  deter- 
mine what  that  judgment  shall  be  with 
respect  to  its  own  d^ity  and  its  own 
sense  of  what  is  due  to  the  Sovereign  as 
well  as  to  itself.  There  has  b^n  a  good 
deal  said  about  the  Duke  of  Coburg's 
position  as  a  foreign  Prince.  There  has 
been  a  certain  amount  of  very  doubtful 
International  Law  introduced  by  my  bon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton.  I 
am  not  going  into  that  qnestion.  I  am 
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not  going  to  discuss  the  particular  civil 
status  of  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh.  It  is 
enough  for  me  in  dealing  with  this  qoes- 
tion  to  speak  of  the  Duke  of  Coburg  as 
a  son  of  the  Queen  of  England.  My 
bon.  Friend  said  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Midlothian  invite'l 
him  to  find  a  day  for  this  discussion.  I 
have  looked  at  the  report,  and  certainly 
there  is  nothing  of  that  kind,  but  quite 
the  reverse.  Asked  by  my  hon.  Friend 
whether  an  oppOTtnoity  would  be  given 
for  an  expression  of  the  opinion  of  bon. 
Members  on  the  subject,  my  right 
hou.  Friend  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
said — 

"  Ad^  diMuaaion  in  tbis  Hoqbc  woald  be 
quite  inconBiBtent  with  the  views  I  have 
alreaily  stated.  I  moat  again  declare  mv  stronjr 
opinion  that  I  do  not  snpooM  tbe  Ilonaa  ^ 
CrannMm  would  think  that  toe  Doke  of  Oobaiv 
ought  to  drop  altogether  bis  connection  with 
this  oonntry  and  the  recuUections  ol  tbe  life  he 
has  passed  in  it,  I  conceive  that  those  recol- 
lections oasbt  not  to  be  dropped,  and  if,  on  the 
oonttaiy,  vxey  are  to  be  maintained  by  perio- 
dical residency  It  would  not  be  the  view  ot  the 
House  <A  Commons,  or,  I  tUnk,  <tf  the  bon. 
Member,  that  the  expeiuiitare  on  therealdenoe 
ought  not  to  be  paid  for  out  of  the  pockets  of 
the  petals  of  this  country," 

My  right  hon.  Friend  added,  iu  answer 
to  a  further  question,  that  there  would 
be  no  advantage  in  affording  the  oppor- 
tunity asked  for.  Therefore,  it  cannot 
t)e  said  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  tbe 
Member  for  Midlothian  gave  any  en- 
couragement to  the  discussion  of  this 
subject.  There  was  a  good  deal  said 
the  Membra-  for  Northampton  about  the 
present  inoome  of  tiie  Duke  of  Coburg. 
The  view  of  the  Government  from  the 
first  on  this  subject  was  that  we  had 
nothing  to  do  with  that  question.  We 
are  not  dealing  with  that  question  at  all. 
We  are  dealing  with  the  question  of  what 
it  is  fitting  to  do  with  respect,  as  I  have 
said,  to  the  son  of  the  Queen,  and  to  him 
in  his  capacity  as  an  English  Priooe> 
which  he  still  is.  Just  let  me  very 
briefly  recall  what  is  the  history  oi  this 
trsnsaction.  By  the  Act  of  1866  there 
was  settled  upon  the  Duke<tf  Edinhnrgh, 
then  unmarned,  a  sum  of  il5,000  a 
year,  which  was  the  same  as  was  given 
to  the  other  Princes  in  the  same  situa- 
tion. This  provision  was  accompanied 
by  the  proviso  which  has  been  referred 
to,  on  the  supposition  that  be  might  be- 
come a  foreign  Prince.  Now,  a  great 
many  arguments  have  been  held  to  show 
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that  It  would  be  quite  imjffoper  llikt  one 
vbo.  beesaw  m  foreign  Prince  should 
receive  a  grsDt  from  ParliameDt.  Bnt, 
(hen,  what  is  the  meaning  of  this 
]Ht>viso  ?  Why  did  not  it  say  the  grant 
should  cease  and  detenniae  ?  It  is  per- 
fectly  plain  that  the  view  taken  by  the 
House  of  Commons  in  1866  was  not 
that  it  was  inconsistent  with  the 
{KMition  of  a  fineign  Prince  that  be 
should  receive  a  grant,  because  the 
wovision  was  that  the  House  of 
Commons  might  revoke  or  reduce  it. 
The  grant  was  given  on  the  distinct 
hypouesis  that  under  given  circum- 
stances it  would  be  bestowed  on  an  Eng- 
lish  PriDce  who  became  a  foreign  Sove- 
reign.  Otherwise,  there  was  no  meaning 
in  the  proviso  at  all.  Now  we  come  to 
the  Act  of  1873.  Attention  has  already 
been  called  to  the  different  character  of 
that  grant.  The  first  was  a  grant  to  the 
Dnke  of  Edinburgh  personally;  the 
second  was  a  grant,  not  to  the  Dnke  of 
Edinburgh  personally,  but  in  order  to 
^vMe  for  the  establishment  of  His 
Boyal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh 
and  Her  Imperial  Highness,  the  only 
daughter  of  the  Emperor  of  Russia,  on 
their  marriage.  Therefore,  that  was  not 
a  grant  to  a  single  individual,  and  was  of 
quite  a  different  character.  I  do  not  say 
that  that  made  it  nu  irrevocable  grant. 
The  Act  of  Parliament  in  terms  admits 
the  power  of  revocation  or  reduction.  But 
when  the  House  of  Commons  comes  to 
consider  whether  it  will  exercise  that 
power,  tlM  character  of  the  grant  is  a 
most  material  consideration  in  arriving 
at  a  decision.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Peterborough  said  that  we 
bad  not  reduced  this  particular  grant. 
No,  you  must  look  at  the  thing  as  a 
whole.  You  must  take  it  as  the  £25,000, 
and  not  as  the  £10,000  which  remains 
and  the  £15,000  which  lias  been  ex- 
tinguished.  The  grant  has  already  been 
reduced,  not  by  the  hostile  action  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  but  by  the  voluntary 
surrender  of  the  Duke,  to  the  extent  of 
£15,000  out  of  the  £25,000.  Therefore, 
as  the  matter  stands  at  present,  not 
waiting  for  the  adverse  action  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  bat  by  the 
voluntary  action  of  the  Duke  of 
Coburg,  a  reduction  of  that  material 
character  in  accordance  with  the  provi- 
so in  the  statute  has  already  been  made. 
The  question  which  the  Government  had 
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to  detomine  was  this.  Was  that  or  was 
that  not  a  proper  action  upon  the  powers 
reserved  under  the  statute  to  Parliament  ? 
The  Govemment-^nd  I  speak  of  the 
Government  m  it  was  when  we  had  the 
inestimable  advantage  of  the  Leadership 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Midlothian,  and  as  it  is  now  as  being  one 
and  the  same,  because  there  are  the  same 
persons  with  the  same  respoosibilitr^  for 
the  decision  in  this  matter — the  Govern- 
ment when  under  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Midlothian  came  (o  the  decision  that 
that  -mu  a  proper  proceeding.  How 
could  we  do  otherwise  ?  As  I  have 
pointed  out,  this  is  not  a  matter  of  purely 
legal  interpretation.  It  has  been  very 
properly  stated  in  the  able'  speech  made 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Aber- 
deen that  this  is  a  question  of  policy — a 
policy  of  which  Parliament  is  the  judge. 
The  question  was  deliberately  put,  when 
this  grant  was  made  in  1873,  by  Mr. 
Anderson,  the  Member  for  Glasgow,  that 
the  revocation  should  be  made  absolute. 
Parliament  determined  then  that  the 
revocation  should  not  be  al>solute.  They 
determined  then  that  it  should  be  a  con- 
ditional revocation  only,  or  a  reduction 
according  to  the  judgment  which  Par- 
liament formed  upon  the  policy 
of  the  case  at  the  time.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Midlothian,  who  was  then  responsible 
for  the  grant,  and  for  the  advice  of  Par- 
liament, and  the  conduct  of  the  majority, 
said,  in  words  wliich  have  been  ab«ady 
quoted — 

"  He  would  oliservc  that  though  in  the  ooorse 
of  time  tha  Dake  of  Edinburgh  might  become 
a  foreign  Sovereign,  he  would  not  therefore 
cease  to  be  an  English  Frince.  He  woald  Btill 
continoe  to  have  family  relationahipa  and  hoaae- 
bold  oonnesioDs  to  muntain  ....  The 
grant  might  In  that  case  be  modified,  bnt  it 
coald  not  be  extjogoiahed." 

How  is  it  possible  that  a  Minister  with 
this  responsibility  could  come  to  any 
other  decision  P  Then  Mr.  Anderson, 
who  had  made  the  Motion  for  an  absolute 
revocation,  asked  whether  he  under- 
stood that  the  grant  would  be  reduced, 
but  would  not  terminate  on  the  wjoession 
of  the  Duke  to  a  fc»eign  Principality  ; 
and  Mr.  Gladstone  answered— 

-<He  did  not  venture  to  point  out  what  would 
occur.  What  be  Baid  wmi  that  it  might  be 
reasonable  to  reserve  the  power  given  in  the 

Eroviso.   But,  on  the  other  nand,  it  would  not 
e  roasonsble  to  provide  for  the  extinction  of 
the  aunaity."  ^  . 
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Therefore,  there  was  a  unantmotis  decision 
of  the  House  of  ComrooDB  at  the  time  to 
accept  that  interpretation  placed  upon 
the  grant  hj  the  Member  for  Midlothian, 
and  upon  those  grounde  and  that  assur* 
ance  die  grant  was  made.  Would  it  be 
fair,  under  those  circumstances,  with  that 
statement  made  and  annexed  to  the 
grant  and  annuity,  to  now  place  a  differ- 
ent and  an  opposite  interpretation  upon 
the  matter  ?  We  came  to  the  conoliuion, 
and  we  adhere  to  the  concliuion,  that  it 
would  be  absolutely  impossible  to  depart 
from  that  contemporaneous  statement 
which  was  accepted  by  the  House  of 
Commons  at  the  time.  I  do  not  deny 
the  absolute  right  of  the  hon.  Members 
for  Peterborough,  Northampton,  and 
Sunderland  to  form  their  own  opinions 
on  the  subject  and  to  say  that  we  are 
wrong.  But  we  are  obliged  to  accept 
that  position,  and  we  must  adhere  to  it. 
I  do  not  condemn — it  would  be  wrong  to 
do  so — those  who  form  a  different  ji^g- 
ment  on  the  matter.  I  only  point  out  on 
what  grounds  the  GoTeniment,  having 
given  careful  consideration  to  this  sub- 
ject, formed  the  view  they  arrived  at. 
This  is  a  question  which  the  House  of 
Commons  must  determine,  and  I  think 
the  House  will  determine  it  in  a  manner 
which  will  well  become  it.  I  have  said 
before  that  it  is  not  fitting  that  the 
name  of  the  Sovereign  should  be 
used  in  these  Debates  to  influence 
their  decision ;  but  at  the  same  time, 
without  vioUting^  that  rale,  which 
ought  never  to  be  violated,  I  cannot  but 
feel,  and  I  think  the  House  will  feel,  that 
there  never  was  selected  a  more  inaus- 
picious moment  than  this  to  do  a  most 
ungracious  deed.  I  do  not  think  it  is  a 
proceeding  which,  even  if  the  House  of 
Comraons  were  to  sanction  it,  would  com- 
mend itself  to  the  sentiments  of  the 
English  people.  I  quite  admit  that  my 
hon.  Friends  have  full  right  to  make 
their  protest  and  to  give  expression  to 
their  opinions  on  the  subject,  but  I 
earnestly  trust  that  if  anything  we  have 
said  to-night  should  have  convinced  them 
that  there  are  views  on  the  question 
which  are  such  as  to  commend  themselves 
to  a  majority  of  this  House  they  will  not 
press  the  matter  to  a  Division,  which  I 
do  not  think  would  redonnd  to  the  credit 
of  our  proceedings.  I  would  press  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Northamp* 
ton  not  to  persist  in  the  Motion.    I  have 

Sir  W,  ffamurt 


no  right  to  appeal  to  hen.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  theHoun. 
They  will,  ot  course,  take  the  view  ci 
the  subject  which  they  think  best  and 
most  fitting,  and  I  have  little  doubt  as  to 
the  view  they  will  take  of  it.  [Mr, 
Storey.  Hear,  hear  I]  I  heard  an 
ironical  cheer  from  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sundwland.  I  know  very 
well  that  I  have  little  influence  with  him. 
I  never  felt  more  than  I  do  at  this  tune 
the  absence  of  that  great  Leader  whose 
phice  I  so  unworthily  filL  Speaking  to 
gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  he 
might  have  had  some  personal  influence 
to  which  I  make  no  pretension  ;  but  this 
I  will  say — that,  under  the  circumstances 
of  to-night,  I,  at  all  events,  do  most 
earnestly  urge  upon  the  gentlemen  who 
sit  on  these  Benches,  in  the  name  of  the 
Government,  whom  I  believe  they  desire 
to  support,  to  sustain  the  decision  at 
which  that  Government  has  deliberately 
arrived. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  Mr.  S^ker» 
it  is  hardly  necessary  tor  me  to  rise  tmr 
the  purpose  of  re-arguing  the  questioo 
whi^  has  been  so  ably  dealt  with  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down,  but  I  cannot  let  this  Debate 
come  to  a  conclusion  without  expressing, 
in  perfectly  uoambiguoas  terms,  the  view 
which  I  hold,  and  which  I  hope  every 
hon.  Gentleman  who  Is  in  the  habit  of 
acting  with  me  will  be  prepared  to  sup- 
port in  the  Lobby.  I  deplore  deeply 
this  Debate,  which  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  has  thought  it  consistent  with 
bis  duty  to  initiate.  I  do  not  know  what 
is  to  be  gained  by  it ;  I  see  much  to  be 
lost  by  it ;  but,  at  all  events,  whatever 
may  be  the  upshot  of  it,  it  is  plain  that 
the  House  of  Commons  is  at  thia 
moment  perfectly  free  to  roister  what 
decision  it  pleases  on  this  question.  At 
the  same  time,  it  should  be  recollected 
that  we  are  dealing  with  a  decision  of 
the  House  of  Commons  arrived  at  20 
years  ago,  when  it  was  deliberately  in- 
dicated that,  in  the  event  ci  the  Duke  of 
Edinburgh  succeeding  to  the  Duchy  of 
Coburg,  it  would  probably  not  be  ex- 
pedient, whatever  might  have  been 
thought  at  the  time  that  occurred,  to 
withdraw  the  grant  which  Parliament 
then  decided  deliberately  to  confer  upon 
the  son  of  the  Queen.  I  heard  Vith  sui^ 
prise  and  some  pain  the  speech  of  tbo 
hon.  Member  for  Sunderlaod.    He  said 
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nothii^  disloyal  to  the  Crown,  but  be 
indicated  his  deliberate  view  that,  with 
regard  to  the  children  of  the  Sovereign, 
we  had  no  obligations  whatever,  that  the 
sole  obligation  lay  upon  the  Quean,  and 
that  she  was  to  provide  for  all  her 
children  out  of  the  Crown  fimds,  of  which 
she  has  command. 

Mb.  storey  said,  he  had  indioated 
only  his  view  that  the  jnroper  way  was 
for  the  State  to  pay  an  adequate,  a 
handsome,  a  generous  amount  to  the 
Sovereign,  but  that  she  should  provide 
for  her  ebildren  just  as  other  parents  did. 

Hb.  a.  J.  BALFOUK  :  Uaj  I  re- 
mind the  House  and  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  Civil  List  was  settled  upon  the 
hypothesis  that  the  Sovereign  should  not 
provide  for  her  children,  but  that  the 
country  should  provide  for  them.  If  the 
hon.  Member  thinks  we  should  not  pro- 
vide for  them  he  should  be  a  party  to 
increasing  the  Civil  List,  which  was  de- 
termined and  settled  at  a  time  when  the 
decision  of  the  country,  nnivm-sally 
accepted  by  men  of  aXl  Parties,  was  that 
the  duty  of  providing  for  the  ohildien  of 
the  Sovereign  rested,  not  upon  the 
Sovereign  herself,  but  upon  tbis  House, 
and  the  liberality  of  the  country  over 
which  she  reigns.  I  confess  when  I  re- 
flect that  this  settlement  was  made  nearly 
a  generation  ago,  and  that  the  Prince  in 
whose  favour  it  was  made  has  since  that 
period  done  distinguished  service  to  bis 
country  and  ranks  at  this  moment  amongst 
the  very  first  naval  officov  whom  this 
country  has  ever  ptMsesaed,  I  do 
think  that  it  is  an  ungracious  thing  to 
take  advantage  of  the  &8t  opportunity 
that  presents  itself  to  out  down — not 
merely  to  cut  down  but  to  destroy  alto- 
gether— the  allowance  which  this  House 
has  granted  to  him.  I  notice  that  a 
great  economist  who  supports  this  altera- 
tion of  our  regulations  is  now  out  of  the 
House,  and  I  greatly  regret  it,  because 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  who 
I  understand  is  the  leader  in  this  move- 
ment of  revolt  agaiiut  the  Government 
— not  for  the  first  time — a  few  hours  ago 

5Dt  down  a  Motion  for  the  payment  of 
[embm.  I  am  always  amused  by 
Badieal  economy.  Hotb  we  have  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  making  a 
speech  against  continuing  this  grant  of 
£10,000  a  year  to  a  Prince  who  is  the 
son  of  the  Sovereign  and  in  the  same  24 
hours  patting  a  Motion  upon  the  Notice 


Paper  which,  if  it  were  carried  into 
practical  effect,  would  impose  npon  the 
country  a  burden  of  £500,000  a  year  at 
least.    The  economies  of  the  hou.  Mem- 
ber are  singularly  contrived.    They  are 
all  economies  at  somebody  else's  expense, 
and  when  he  does  make  demands  upon  the 
resonroes  of  the  taxpayers  of  this  country, 
whom  at  other  times  he  is  so  anxious  to 
protect,  it  is  always  in  his  own  favour 
and  that  of  his  particular  friends  that  he 
makes  a  draft  upon  public  generositv. 
I  do  not  really  think  that  the  House  will 
endorse  the  views  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man.  Let  me  suppose  tliat  the  case 
which  we  have  before  us  was  reversed. 
We  are  dealing  with  the  marriage  settle- 
ments of  an  English  Prince  who  married 
a  RuBsiau  Princess,  and  we  propose  to 
cut  down  these  settlements  to  nothing  at 
all.    What  should  we  say  of  a  Russian 
Tsar  who  took  simiUr  opportunities  of 
making  an  economy  if  a  Russian  Prince 
had  married  an  English  Princess.  Are 
we  to  be  meaner,  is  this  House  and  this 
country  to  be  meaner,  than  any  country 
in  Europe  ?    Are  we  to  hold  ourselves 
np  as  objects  of  the  contempt  and  scorn 
of  every  country  which  has  a  Monarchy 
and  which  desires  to  support  a  Mon- 
archy ?    If  you  want  to  get  rid  of  your 
Monarchy,  say  so.    If  your  view  is  that 
it  is  a  luxury  too  expensive  for  this 
impoverished  country  to  support,  make  a 
public  profession  of  your  with.    But  if, 
as  the  majority  of  you  undoubtedly  hold, 
we  are  attached  to  and  ought  to  retain 
the  Monarchy  with  which  are  bound  up 
the  whole  traditions  ot  our  Constitutioniu 
freedom,  then  to  wzangle  over  eveiy 
sixpence  which  we  vote  to  keep  up  the 
dignity  of  the  Throne  surely  is  to  show 
ourselves  what  we  are  sometimes  accused 
of  being,  a  nation  of  hucksters  aqd  of 
shopkeepers.    The  right  hou.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  rested  his  case 
largely  upon  the  authority  of  a  states- 
man  whose  counsels   are   no  longer 
present    to   guide    us.     I,    at  all 
events,  though    I    have   not  agreed 
with    that    great  man  on  the  broad 
lines  of  his  policy,  have  always  felt  that 
as  regards  the  relations  which  ought  to 
subsist  between  this  House  and  the  reign- 
ing family  of  this  country  he  was  a  guide 
whom  we  should  all  be  proud  to  follow. 
Aud  I  thiuk  that  iu  the  particular  ar- 
rangement which  he  proposed — though 
it  has  fallen  to  others  to  sjipport  it— he 
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was  aniraated  hj  the  same  desire  loyally  i 
to  Bapport  the  dignity  of  the  Sovereign 
as  animated  him  throughout  the  whole  of 
his  political  life ;  and  I  am  sure  if  he  were 
hereto  support  by  speech  the  policy  which 
he  himself  was  the  first  to  initiate,  he 
would  add  most  powerful  aesistance  and 
be  would  prore  a  most  powerful  ally  io  the 
cause  in  which  I  am  convinced  the  ma- 
jority of  this  Honsefee!  that  their  hooonr 
is  engaged.    True  it  is,  as  the  right  hon. 
.Gentleman  and  speakers  opposed  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemaa  have  said  in  the 
course  of  this  Debate,  the  House  of 
CommoDs  is  free  to  do  what  it  likes. 
But  the  question  before  us  is  not  whether 
we  are  free  to  vote  for  this  Besolutioo, 
but  how  we  ought  to  use  the  freedom 
which  we  undoubtedly  eojoy.   And  on 
this  point  I  have  no  right  to  appeal  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.    But  I  have 
a  right  to  appeal  to  my  frienda  on  this 
'Side  of  the  House,  and  I  doubt  not  how 
tliat  appeal  will  be  answered.  It  is  plain 
to  me  there  is  behind  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  a  Party  whose  magni- 
tude I  have  no  power  to  estimate,  but 
who,  if  report  speus  truly,  are  formidable 
in  numbttv  as  they  are  powerful  in  De- 
bate.  And  it  may  be  conceivable  that 
there  ue  persons  vehemently  opposed  to 
the  Government  in  their  general  policy 
who  would  take  advantage  of  this  cir- 
cumstance to  put  them  in  a  position  of 
difficulty  and  embarrassment.    Biit  I  am 
convinced  that  if  such  persons  there  are 
in  this  House  they  will,  on  reflectioo,  see 
that  here  is  a  case  in  which  all  loyal  sub- 
jects of  the  Throne,  all  who  desire  to  sup- 
port the  honour  of  theCrown  and  to  respect 
the  traditions  of  Parliament,  all  who  are 
anxious  to  carry  out  the  spirit  of  engage- 
ments long  ago  entered  into  in  this 
House,  will  tbrow  aside  every  small 
^rty  feeling  and  will  unite  together, 
irrespective  of  the  petty  considerations 
which  may  on  smaller  occasions  animate 
us  in  our  daily  con6icts  across  the  floor 
of  this  House,  and  that  we  shall  support 
the  Governmeut  when  they  loyally  try 
to  carry  out  their  duty  as  the  servants  of 
Her  Majesty,  and  that  we  shall  be  found 
in  the  Lobby  voting  against  a  Resolution 
which,  if  it  were  carried,  would,  in  my 
judgment,  inflict  a  lasting  stain  on  the 
honour  of  this  House. 

Mb.  DALZIKL  (Kirkcaldy,  Ac.) 
should  not  detain  the  House  for  more 
than  a  single  moment,  but  after  the 

.Vr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


speeches  that  had  been  made  he  was  not 
content  to  give  a  silent  vote.    With  all 
respect  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down,  he  ventored  to 
say  be  had  totally  misrepreeented  the 
point  that  was  really  at  issue.   It  was 
not  a  question  of  the  maintenance  of  the 
British  Monarchy  and  whether  or  not 
they  approved  of  the  expenditure  which 
the  British  Monarchy  cost.    That  was 
totally  beside  the  question  now  before 
the  House.    The  question  they  had  to 
decide  was  whether  or  not  this  House 
had  the  power  to  review  the  decision 
arrived  at  in  1866  and  confirmed  in  1873. 
And  he  could  not  but  regret  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman   the  Leader  of 
the  House,   whom  all  on  that  side 
respected,   had  thought  it  proper  on 
an    occasion     like     this   to  appeal 
to  the  high  personal  respect  which  he 
knew  they  entertained  for  him,  and  ask 
them  to  sink  their  solemn  judgment  with 
regard  to  this  question,  and  put  their 
respect  before  it  in  the  decision  they  were 
to  take.    Highly  as  he  respected  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  highly  as  he 
appreciated  his  Leadership  In  the  House, 
he  said  that  on  a  question  like  this, 
coming  forward   on  the  Motion  of  a 
private  Member,  be  retained  his  right  ot 
judgment.    He  said,  that  the  point  that 
this  Debate  had  really  turned  upon  was 
whether  or  not  this  was  a  question  of 
honour  they  had  to  consider.    If  it  could 
be  shown  that  iu  approving  of  any  grant 
in  1886,  and  again  in  1873,  that  that  was 
a  deliberate  engagement   entered  into 
with  the  Royal  Prince,  for  his  part  be 
would  not  for  a  single  moment  attempt 
to  contest  that  decision.    But  the  facts 
were  altogether  contrary  to  that  case. 
Why  was  it  that  the  Amendment  was 
withdrawn  in  1878  ?    The  AmendmaDt 
was  withdrawn  on  the  distinct  under- 
standing that  the  question  as  to  whether 
the  Prince  should  continue  to  receive  the 
annuity,  when  he  should  come  to  the 
Throoe  of  Saxe-Coburg,  should  be  left 
open  for  the  Parliament  of  the  time  being 
to  decide.    The  Amendment  of  1873  was 
moved  hy  Mr.  Andereon,  and  withdrawn 
on  a  personal  appeal  to  him  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Midlothian.    This  was 
the  reason  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
for  making  that  appeal — 

"  In  cue  the  Dnke  of  Edinburgh,  in  tb« 
course  ol  nature,  should  succeed  to  a  Princi- 
pality abroad  which  ahoold  vote  its  own  revanne 
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ao<l  condition  of  expenses,  his  position  wouM  be 
so  materially  altered  from  that  of  a  simpla  per- 
son of  a  junior  member  <tf  the  Boyal  Family 
that  it  wonld  not  be  wise  to  piMcrlbe  beforehand 
what  might  or  might  not  oe  done." 

It  was  perfectly  clear  the  right  hoD.  Geii- 
tlenuD  did  not  detennine  the  question,  for 
he  said  that  the  responsibilltj  for  settling 
the  question  should  be  left  to  the  Parlia- 
ment of  the  time  being.  Then  the  right 
hoa,  Grentleman  went  on  to  mention  the 
case  of  the  King  of  the  Belgians,  who 
was  placed  in  a  preuisely  similar  position 
and  relinquished  his  allowance,  and  in 
appealing  to  bon.  Members  be  left  the 
impression  that  he  was  snggesting  that 
this  was  the  course  the  Duke  of  Edin- 
burgh should  foUow  in  similar  circnm- 
stancea.  He  maintained  that  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  have  allowed  Parlia- 
ment an  opportunity  of  deciding  on  this 
question.  Parliament  was  not  consulted, 
and  it  was  hj  the  merest  accident  of  the 
ballot  that  they  were  able  to  discuss  it 
at  all.  He  said  it  was  not  a  question  of 
confidence  in  the  Government,  but  if  the 
GoTerument  thought  tbey  had  represented 
the  feelings  of  their  followers  in  this 
House,  why  did  they  not  leave  the 
Uotion  to  stand  on  its  own  mmts?  The 
reason  was  plain.  The  Ghaneellor  of 
the  Ezoheqner  knew  that  if  the  Motion 
was  left  to  the  judgment  of  Members 
on  the  Liberal  Benches  he  wonld  not  get 
five  Members  to  vote  for  the  proposal  of 
the  Government.  It  was  because  he 
believed  His  Royal  Highness  was  in  a 
situation  to  maintain  his  present  position, 
because  he  had  ceased  to  owe  any 
allegiance  to  this  country  ;  because  there 
was  not  a  single  tittle  of  evidence 
brought  forward  to  show  that  be  had 
desired  this  grant,  or  had  any  real  neces- 
sity for  it,  wat,  apart  from  the  question 
of  confidence  in  the  Groveroment,  be  (Mr. 
Daliiel)  should  rota  for  the  Motion  now 
before  the  House. 

•  Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes  298  ; 
Noes  67. — (Division  List,  No.  33.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair.** 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Supi'LT, — Committee  upon  Monday 
next. 


INDIAN  RAILWAY  COMPANIES  BILL. 
XOTION  FOB  X.EAr£. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  enable  Indian  Railway  Companies  to 
pay  Interest  out  of  Capital." — {Mr.  JL 
ff.  Fowler:) 

Sir  B.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
asked  whether  the  proposed  power  would 
be  given  to  Indian  Railway  Companies 
under  the  conditions  that  were  laid  down 
by  the  Railway  Commisstonera  in  this 
country  ? 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  :  Practically, 
the  Regulations  are  the  same. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.) 
said,  he  thought  the  Government  should 
consider  that  the  Opposition  were  very 
considerate  in  allowing  this  Order  to  go 
through  without  a  word  explanation, 
but  they  reserved  this  right  to  disenss 
the  Bill  on  its  subsequent  stages. 

*SiB  J.  W.  PEASE  (Durham,  Bamaid 
Castle)  objected  to  the  principle  of 
that  portion  of  the  Bill  which  permitted 
interest  to  be  paid  out  of  capital  during 
construction  of  works. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  lir. 
H.  H.  Fowler  and  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert. 

Bill  presented,  and  ntd  first  time. 
[BUI  184.] 

HOUSE  OF  COHUONB  ACGOICUODATION. 

U0TI3N  FOB  A  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

The  parliamentary  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  T.  E. 
Ellis,  Merioiuthshire)  moved — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appdnted  *  ti> 
consider  wbet^r  any,  and  what,  arrangements 
can  be  made  to  improve  the  Accommodation 
provided  for  the  Members  and  Offlcisls  of  tMa 
Honsc,  and  for  the  representatives  of  the  Press: 

That  Mr.  Bnchanan,  Lord  Bnrghley,  Mr.  Bad- 
cliffe  Oooke,  Blr  Charles  Dilke,  Sir  Thomas 
Braaonde,  Mr.  Freeman-Mitlord,  Mr.  Herbert 
Olads&ooe,  Sir  James  JoioBV,  Major  Jones,  Mr. 
Alphens  Morton,  Mr.  McDonnell,  Ur.  David 
Plnnket,  Lord  Stanly,  Ctdond  Howard  Vincent, 
and  Sir  Julian  Ooldsmld  be  Members  of  the 
Committee  : 

That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for 
persons,  papers,  and  records : 

That  Five  be  the  qnonun.' " 

Mb.  CONYBEABE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  First  Conunissioner  of 
Works  whether  the  Amendment  be  (Mr. 
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CoDj'beare)  had  put  on  the  Paper  would 
be  accepted  —  namely,  to  insert  after 
"  Press  the  words  "  and  for  strangers, 
includiDg  Ladies  "  ? 

The  Marquess  of  CARMARTHEN 
(Lambeth,  Brixton)  said,  that  if  the 
terma  of  Reference  included  an  inquiry 
into  the  accommodatioo  for  Udies  he 
should  object. 

*The  first  commissioner  or 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 
W.)  :  Under  the  circumstances,  it  Is  im- 
necessary  for  me  to  give  an  answer,  for 
whatever  I  say  the  Committee  will  be 
objected  to.  I  wili,  therefore,  leave  the 
Reference,  as  it  at  present  stands,  to  the 
consideration  of  hou.  Members.  I  can 
only  say  that  I  am  anxious  to  meet  the 
couvenience  of  bon.  Members  and  the 
representatives  of  the  Press,  and  I  hope 
we  shall  be  able  to  come  to  some  con- 
clusion in  the  matter. 

Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston) :  I  object. 

Motion  postponed. 

LOCAL    GOYBRNUENT  PROVISIOyAL 
ORDERS  (No.  3)  BILL  — (No.  122.) 
Bead  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

LOCAL  OOVERNHENT  (IRELAND)  FRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDER  (No.   3)  BILL. 

(No.  116.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IBB- 
LAND)  ACT  (1887)  REPEAL  BILL. 
(No.  8.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  \. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Mon^y  next. 


CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PB0VI3I0NAL 
ORDER  (no.  1)  CANALS  OP  0£EAT 
NORTHERN    AND    OTHER  SAILTAT 
companies)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Burt,  Bill  to  confirm  a 
Provisiooal  Order  made  by  the  Board  ci  Tiade, 
under  "  The  Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act, 
1888,"  containinethe  ClaBsificatlon  of  Hercban- 
dise  Traffic  and  the  Schedale  of  Maximum  Tolls 
and  Charges  applicable  thereto,  for  the  Canals 
of  the  Great  Northern  and  oeitain  othu  Rail- 
way Companies,  ordered  to  be  broogbt  In  by 
Mr.  Bart  and  Mr.  Mundella. 
Bill  prMented,andreadflnttime.  [B1U178.] 
Mr,  Conybwre 


,  leaseholders  (purchase  of  pee  ^ 
simple)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  H.  L.  W.  Lawgon,  Bill  to 
give  facilities  to  Leaseholders  for  the  purchase 
of  the  Fee  Simple  of  their  Holdings,  onlered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  H.  L.  W.  Lawaon,  Mr. 
James  Rowlands,  Mr.  Kearley,  Mr.  Frye,  Mr. 
Brunner,  and  Mr.  Field. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [^111179.] 


religious  opinions  prosecutions  ^ 
bill. 

On  Motion  i.f  Mr.  Storey,  Bill  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  Prosecutions  for  the  expression  of 
Opinion  on  matters  of  Religion,  onlered  to  be 
broogbt  in  Mr.  Storey,  Mr.  Haden,  Mr.  Dal- 
ziel,  Mr.  Labouchere,  and  Mr.  Lloyd-Qeorge. 

BiUpresentHMid  read  fint time.  [Bill  180.] 


small  TENANTS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Farquharaon,  Bill  to  amend" 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Tenure  of  Land  in 
Scotland  by  Small  Tenants,  ordered  to  be 
broogbt  in  by  Dr.  Farquharson,  Mr.  Buchanan 
Mr.  Ciombia,  Captain  Sinclair,  and  Mr.  Wason. 

BillpTesented,aDdreadfirsttime.  [BUI  181.] 


SEA  FISHERIES  REGULATION  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell,  Bill  for 
the  better  regulation  of  the  Sea  Fisheries  of 
Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell,  Lord  Elcho,  and  Mr.  Shaw 
Stewart. 

Bill  pwwnnt.ed, and  read  fiist  time.  [Bill  182.] 


LOCOMOTIVE  THRESHING  ENGINES 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Kennaway,  Bill  for 
removal  of  the  restrictions  on  tbe  use  of  Loco- 
motive Engines  for  threshing  puiposes,  oraered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  John  KennawayrSir 
William  Walrond,  Sir  Hark  Stewart.  Mr.  Clancy, 
Mr.  Wingfield-Digby,  Mr.  Lambert,  and  Ur. 
Hound. 

Bill  prevented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  163.] 


PATENT  AGENTS  BILL. 

The  Select  Committee  on  Patent  Agents  Bill 
was  nominated  tA, — Mr.  Thomas  Henry  Bolton, 
Mr.  Bonsfietd,  Hr.  Broad,  Mr.  Alban  Gibba, 
Mr.  Heywood  Johnstone,  Sir  John  Leng,  Mr. 
Edward  M'Hugh,  Mr.  Mather,  Mr.  Knaaey, 
Mr.  W.  F.  D.  Smith,  and  Mr.  Warmington. 

Ordered,  That  the  Cwnmittee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  leconls. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  qnomm. — IMr, 
T.  E.  Ellis.) 

Boose  adjonmed  at  ten  minntes  after 
Twelve  o'cIod^tUl  Monday  next. 
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HOUSE    OF  LORDS, 
Monday,  2Srd  April  1894. 


COUMISSIOX. 
Tbe  following  Bills    received  the 
Royal  As»Dt : — 

1.  BehriDg  Sea  Award. 

2,  Army  (Annual). 

I  N£W  PEERS. 

Stnart  Reodel,  Esquire,  baving  been 
created  Baron  Rendel  of  Hatcblands  In 
tbe  County  of  Surrey — Was  (in  tlie 
usual  manner)  introduced. 

Sir  Reginald  Earle  Welby,  G.C.B., 
having  been  created  Baron  Welby  of 
AUington  in  the  County  of  Lincoln — 
Was  (id  tbe  usual  manner)  introduced, 

TRUSTEE  ACT.  18»3,  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
(No.  20,) 

COMMITTEE. 

House,)  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order.) 

Clause  1. 

Thk  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  My  Lords,  I  have  to  pro- 
pose some  Amendments  of  a  purely 
technicnl  character,  which  I  shall  leave 
for  Standing  Committee.  There  are  one 
or  two  which  I  propose  to  add  there. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendmeut ; 
and  re-committ«d  to  tbe  Standing  Com- 
mittee. 

COUNTY  COUNCILS  ASSOCIATION 
(SCOTLAND)  EXPENSES  BILL. 
(Na  27.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  tbe  Day  for  tbe  Second  Read- 
ily; read. 

•Lord  BALFOUR  :  My  Lords,  I  do 
not  think  your  Lordships  will  have  any 
diSicttlty  in  giving  a  Second  Reading  to 
this  Bill.  It  is  a  very  short  one,  and  there 
is  only  one  operative  clause.  Tbe  only  , 
object  of  it  is  to  enable  County  Couucits 
in  Scotland  to  have  the  same  privilege  as 
County  Councils  have  in  England  at  the 
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present  time  of  subscribing  to,  ami,  if 
they  see  fit,  paying  the  expenses  of 
County  Connci!  Associations.  There 
are  some  matters  of  difficulty  with  regard 
to  the  working  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act,  1889,  and  to  ordinary  County 
Council  administration,  which,  it  is 
generally  believed,  will  be  more  likely  to 
be  transacted  in  au  amicable  manner  if 
the  representatives  of  the  various 
counties  have  an  opportunity  to  meet  and 
consiler.  A  meeting,  which  was  attendctl 
by  representatives  from  nearly  every 
County  Council  in  Scotland,  was 
held,  in  the  course  of  January 
last,  m  Edinburgh,  and  one  of  the 
recommendations  which  was  unani- 
mously agreed  to  by  that  Conference  was 
that  such  an  Association  as  this  should 
be  formed  and  that  the  County  Council 
should  have  power  to  pay  a  reasonable 
sum  towards  the  expenses  of  managing 
it.  This  Bill  has  passed  unanimously 
through  tbe  other  House  of  I'lirliament, 
and  I  hope  yoiir  Lordships  will  give  it  a 
Second  Reading.  I  do  not  ttiink  there  is 
any  point  of  controversy  in  regard  to  it, 
and  I  beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
'  second  time. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  nsw  read  2"." 
—{The  Lord  Balfour.) 

The  LORD  PRtVY  SEAL  (I^rd 
Tweedmouth)  :  My  Lords,  the  pro- 
moters of  this  Bill  in  another  place 
consented  to  tbe  proposals  of  the  Go- 
vernment ;  tbe  Government  agreed  to  the 
measure  being  passed  in  tbe  other  Hou,«e, 
and  they  hope  that  your  Lordships  will 
read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

MURDER  OF  A  CARETAKER  IN 
COUNTY  CORK. 

QUESTION.  OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDON- 
DERRY asked  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
meat  whether  they  were  in  a  position  to 
furnish  the  House  with  information  with 

regard  to  the  brutal  murder  which  had 
just  taken  place  at  Glenura,  Co.  Cork, 
of  a  caretaker,  named  James  Donovan,  as 
reported  iu  this  morning's  papers  ? 

The  Earl  of  CORK  said,  being 
the  owner  of  the  estate  on  which  the 
terrible  murder  bad  been  committed, 
which  DO  one  deplored  more  than  him- 
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self,  he  would  give  tlie  uoble  Marquess 
the  latest  information  he  had  received 
from  his  agent  on  the  subject.  That 
iufonnation  he  had  received  tiiat  morning, 
and  it  was  to  the  effect  that  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  no  persons  had  been 
arrested  on  the  charge;  but  the  police 
had  an  idea  that  the  murder  had  not  been 
committed  solely  in  consequence  of  the 
■  victim  being  employed  as  caretaker  of  an 
evicted  farm,  but  in  consequence  of  his 
having  occupied  himself  lately  in  seizing 
cattle  on  other  people's  property,  not  his 
own  (Lord  Cork's),  under  the  Sheriffs 
orders.  He  was  happy  to  say  this  was 
the  first  bailiff  who  had  ever  been  placed 
upon  hie  property,  but  the  tenant  who 
was  evicted  owed  him  something  like  10 
years*  rent,  and  before  evicting  the 
tenant  his  bailiff  offered  to  compound  the 
arrears  for  £10.  Those  circumstances 
were  no  palliation  for  the  murder  that 
had  been  committed.  No  one  regretted 
it  more  tiian  he  did,  and  no  one  could 
use  greater  exertions  thau  he  would  ;  he 
would  do  everything  in  his  power  to 
discover  the  perpetrators  of  that  dreadful 
crime. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDON- 
DERRY was  sure  their  Lordships  would 
thank  the  noble  Earl  for  having  done  his 
utmost  to  give  them  the  details  with  re- 
gard to  this,  the  latest,  agrarian  outrage 
in  Ireland.  At  the  same  time  the  House 
WBB  fully  justified  in  asking  for  further 
detMls  as  they  came  to  hand,  as  no  doubt 
they  would  do.  He  gave  notice  that  on 
Friday,  April  27th,  he  would  ask  Her 
Majesty's  Government  for  whatever 
information  they  possessed  with  regard 
to  the  murder  of  James  Donovan,  at 
Glenara,  County  Cork,  and  further  whether 
they  in  any  way  attributed  the  murder  to 
the  recent  speeches  of  their  supporters 
denouncing  the  system  of  "land-grab- 
bing," and  whether  in  consideration  of 
the  evident  effect  of  those  speeches  they 
would  not  reconsidereheiravowed  purpose 
of  repealing  the  only  Act  which  was 
capable  of  dealing  with  agrarian  crime  in 
Ireland. 

MARKING  OF  FOKBIGN  AND  COLONIAL 
PBOBCCE. 
The  evidence  taken  before  the  Select 
Committee  from  time  to  time  to  be  printed 
for  the  use  of  the  Members  of  this 
House ;  but  no  copies  thereof  to  be  de- 

The  Earl  of  Cork 


livered,  except  to  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee, until  further  order.    (No.  30.) 

STANDING  COMMITTEE. 
Report  from  the  Committee  of  Chair- 
men of  the  Standing  Committee,  That 
they  have  appointed  the  Viscount  Cross 
Chairman  of  the  Standing  Committee 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

NOBTH  BERWICK  PROVISIONAL  OBDBR 
BILL.— (No.  18.) 
Read  2"  (according  to  order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow. 

STATUTE    LAW    KEVISIOX    BItLS  AND 

CONSOLIDATION  BILLS. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Lord  MonUwell  be  added 
to  the  Joint  Committee  on  Statute  Law  Revision 
Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills  for  the  oonsEdera- 
tion  of  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill,"— (TV 
Lord  ChaneeUor}  ;  agreed  to  ;  and  a  menage 
ordered  to  be  sent  to  the  Commons  to  acquaint 
them  therewith,  and  to  request  them  to  add 
one  of  their  Members  to  the  said  Joint  Com- 
mittee tar  the  consideratitMi  of  the  said  Bill* 


TOWN  IHPROVEUENT8  (bKTTERMENT).  ' 
The  Lords  following,  were  named  of  the 

Select  Committee : 


L,  Tweedmonth 

CZ.  Privy  Seal) 

D.  Norfolk 
M.  Salisbury 

E.  Denbigh 
E,  Onslow 

L.  Zouchcof  Haryng- 
worth 


L.  Belpcr 

L.  Kcnry.  (K  Dunrateit 

and  Mount-SKrl.') 
L.  Halsbury 
L.  Hobboose 
L.  Lingen 
L.  Farrer. 


The  Committee  to  appoint  their  own  Chair> 
man. 


LOCAL        OOTERNMEMT  PBOVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (no.  S)  bill. 
Brought  from  the  Commons ;  Bead  !■  ;  to  be 
printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Bzamlners. 
(No.  81.) 


LOCAL    60VSBXHENT    (iRELAND)  PBO- 
TISIONAL  ORDER  (NO.  3)  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  Bead  1*  ;  to  be 
printed ;   and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 
(No.  SS.) 

HoQte  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes  before 
Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 
quarter  Mst  Ten  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 
Monday,  23rd  April  1894. 


BOYAL  ASSENT. 
Message  to  attend  the  Lords  CommiB- 
sioners  ; — 

Tbe  House  went ;  and  being  re- 
tarned ; — 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Rojal 
Assent  to, — 

1.  Befaring  Sea  Award  Act,  1694. 

2.  Army  (Annoal)  Act,  1894. 

Q  UE  ST  IONS. 


EMIGRATION  STATISTICS. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

4  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  he 
is  aware  that,  under  the  American  Immi- 
gration and  Foreign  Labour  Law  of  the 
3rd  of  March,  1893,  the  master  and  sur- 
geon of  ererj  Teasel  carrying  emigrants 
to  America  has  to  swear  before  the 
United  St&tes  Consul  at  ^e  port  of  de- 
parture full  porticalara  as  to  the  age, 
sex,  and  oecupatlott  of  all  emigraots 
carried  in  theu*  ship,  as  well  as  other  de- 
tails with  regard  to  their  actecedents 
and  present  condition,  and  that  the  re- 
sult has  been  that,  of  7,637  brought 
^riug  tbe  past  jear  before  the  Board 
of  Special  Inquiry,  l,6d3  were  refused 
admission  and  sent  back  to  England,  at 
the  expense  of  the  Steamship  Company 
conveying  them,  as  unworthy  of  Ame- 

I  rican  citisenship  ;  and  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  in  future  obtain  more 
accurate  information  than  is  now  fur- 
nished ooncemingtfae  increasing  augmen- 
tation from  abroad  of  the  labour  compe- 
tition in  London  and  other  great  towns  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Mr.  Mcvdella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  ;  The  United  States  Immi- 
gration Law  of  tbe  3rd  of  March,  1893, 
requires  the  master  or  first  or  second 
offii»r  and  the  surgeon  of  every  vessel 
carrying  emigrants  to  the  United  States 
to  verify  on  oath  or  affirmation  before 
the  United  States  Consul  at  the  port  of 
departure  lists  containing  such  particu- 


lars regarding  the  emigraDta  as  are  men- 
tioned in  the  question.  We  have  no 
Returns  showing  the  number  sent  back 
in  tlie  pest  calendar  year,  but  it  appears 
that  in  the  year  ending  June  30  last  the 
number  returned  to  all  countries  was 
1,630,  but  from  inquiries  made  of  the 
Shipping  Companies  carrying  emigrants 
from  the  Unit«l  Kingdom  to  the  States, 
it  appears  that  only  340  were  brought 
back  to  this  country  from  all  causes  in 
the  year  1893.  Tbe  Labour  Department 
are  preparing  a  Report  ou  the  effect  of 
alien  immigration  ou  the  demand  for 
labour.    This  Is  nearly  ready. 

INDUSTRIAL  ACCIDENTS. 

Mr.  jacks  (Stirlingshire)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  tf  be  could,  in  order  to  add  to  the 
usefulness  of  7*Ae  Labour  Gazette,  under 
the  beading  "  Industrial  Accidents,"  give 
the  percentage  of  accidents  to  the  number 
of  persons  employed,  in  addition  to  the 
figures  already  given  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  Board  of 
Trade  have  no  information  as  to  how 
many  persons  are  employed  in  factories 
and  workshops,  and  consequently  the 
percentages  suggested  by  my  hon.  Friend 
cannot  be  given.  Such  particulars  as  are 
known  are  given  in  tbe  introductory 
heading  to  the  table,  and  will  be  found 
in  this  month^s  number  of  the  Gazette,  at 
page  123. 

THE  CASE  OF  SAXON,  THE  SAILOR. 
Mr.  darling  (Deptford)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
case  of  S.  Saxon,  a  seaman,  who  was 
pensioned  on  the  3rd  of  January,  1893, 
having  been  lent  to  tbe  Japanese  Navy 
from  the  6th  of  March,  1890,  to  the  6th 
of  August,  1891 ;  whether  this  man  be- 
came entitled  to  a  pulsion  on  the  I7tfa  of 
January,  1 89 1 ,  and  has  repeatedly 
applied  for  pension  due  to  him  from  the 
6th  of  August,  1891,  to  tbe  24th  of 
February,  1H92,  but,  failing  to  get  any 
answer  from  the  Admiralty,  continued  to 
serve  ou  board  H.M.S.  Imperieute  until 
the  3rd  of  January,  1R93,  when  he  was 
peusioued  ;  whether  he  will  be  granted 
his  pension  as  from  the  6th  of  August, 
1891,  to  the  24th  of  February,  1892,  the 
time  during  which  he  was  unemployed, 
he  having  re-entered  the  Navy  on  the 
latter  date  in  order  to  exisb  while  ithe 
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Admiralty  conaulered  his  application  for 
peoRion  ;  and  wlij  bis  letters  remaiaed 
without  answer  ? 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Dundee) 
(wiio  replied)  said  :  This  case  was  care- 
fully investigated  in  1U93,  the  result 
being  that  their  Lordships  allowed  the 
man  pay  for  the  period  6th  of  August, 
1891,  to  23rd  of  February,  1892.  This, 
of  course,  was  more  advantageous  to.  the 
man  than  pensiou.  A  bill  for  tbe  amount 
dne  (£33  lOs.)  was  sent  to  H3I.S. 
Presuientj  in  March,  1893,  for  delivery 
to  SaxoD,  but  was  returned  unpaid,  as 
the  man  had  been  discharged  to  the  shore 
and  his  address  was  unknown.  As  since 
that  date  no  application  was  received  in 
the  Admiralty  from  the  man,  the  money 
has  not  been  paid  over  to  him,  but  steps 
will  now  be  taken  to  do  this. 

Mb.  darling  :  If  the  man's 
address  is  sent  to  the  Admiralty,  will  the 
money  be  paid  to  him  ? 

Mr,  E.  ROBERTSON  :  Certainly. 

COUNTY  DOWN  SEA  FISHERIES. 

Mb.  M*CABTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treaanry 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  last  Return  relating  to  the  Sea 
Fisheries  of  the  United  Kingdom,  from 
which  it  appears  that  266  tons  of  fish 
were  in  1893  brought  inland  from  New- 
castle, County  Down  ;  whether,  with  the 
exception  of  Ardglass,  which  lies  to  the 
north-east  of  Dundrum  Bay,  on  which 
Newcastle  is  situate,  tbe  quantity  of  fish 
sent  inland  from  Newcastle  last  year  was 
greater  than  that  from  any  other  fishing 
place*  in  Ulster  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries,  in  their 
Report  for  1891,  state  that  boats  cannot 
get  in  or  oat  of  Newcastle  Harbour 
without  great  risk  and  difficulty,  and  that 
^e  difficulty  and  danger  have  consider- 
ably increased  since  then  ;  and  whether, 
considering  tbe  number  of  lives  already 
lost,  the  great  risk  to  the  fishermen  still 
living  there,  and  the  wealth  of  fish  iu 
Dundrum  Bay,  he  will  send  an  eagioeer 
to  inspect  and  report  what,  if  anything, 
can  be  done  in  the  matter  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham) : 
I  have  no  reason  to  question  the  state- 
ments in  tbe  first  two  paragraphs,  though 
1  am  informed  that  tbe  figures  are  for  the 
Newcastle  Coast  Guard  Division  which 

Mr.  Darling 


includes  Annalong,  a  much  larger  fishing 
port.  The  statement  referred  to  in  para- 
graph 3  is  not  that  of  the  Inspectors  of 
Fisheries,  but,  as  I  stated  on  tbe  21st  of 
July  last,  is  contained  in  a  summary  of 
Reports  from  Coast  Guard  officers,  and  is 
not  ascribed  to  any  one  iu  particular.  As 
I  stated  on  tbe  same  date,  there  are  no 
funds  available  for  improving  the  har- 
bour, aud  it  could  therefore  only  give 
rise  to  unfounded  hopes  if  an  engineer 
were  sent  down  by  the  Board  of  Works. 
It  appears  tcme  Uiat  it  is  rather  for  the 
County  Authorities  to  take  action  in  the 
matter,  if  they  see  fit. 

ASSAULT  ON  A  COUNTY  COURT  BAILIFF 
AT  PEMBRYN. 
Mr.  GRIFFITH  -  BOSCAWEN 
(Kentj-Tunbridge):  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  any  proceedings  have  yet 
been  instituted  against  tbe  men  who 
assaulted  Robert  Lewis,  the  bailiff  of  the 
Newcastle  Emlyn  County  Court,  at 
Pembryn,  on  the  14th  of  March,  and  who 
he  had  stated  were  well  known  to  the 
police  ;  and,  if  not,  why  not ;  whether 
any  notice  of  the  sudden  withdrawal  of 
the  police  escort  on  tbe  16tb  of  March 
was  given  by  the  Chief  Constable  to  the 
bailiff  till  the  actual  morning  of  the  16tfa, 
when  the  bailiff  had  started  on  his  duly  ; 
whether  last  week  the  Chief  CoDstable 
refused  to  give  Lewis  an  escort  suffioieDt 
to  protect  his  life,  and  in  consequence  no 
further  attempts  have  been  made  to 
execute  the  118th  Order  of  the  County 
Court  still  unexecuted ;  and  whether  he 
can  take  any  steps  to  compel  the  Chief 
Constable  of  Cardiganshire  to  enfon»  the 
law  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.) :  1.  Proceedings 
tiave  been  instituted  by  the  bailiff.  2. 
Notice  was  given  on  the  I6th  of  April 
not  of  immediate  withdrawal,  but  that 
the  escort  would  have  to  rctnrn  to  its 
station  on  the  following  night,  tbe  l7th. 
3.  The  Chief  Constable  offered  10  men, 
to  be  under  his  own  command,  but  tbe 
bailiff  refused  them.  The  Chief  Con- 
stable considers  sncb  an  escort  adequate. 
i.  I  hare  no  reason  to  think  that  the 
Chief  Constable  is  not  taking  the 
necessaiy  steps  to  enforce  the  law. 
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STROKESTOWN  AND  ELPHIN  POSTAL 
ABRANGBUENTS. 
Mb.  bodkin  (Roscommon,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  uk  the  Postmaster  Geoeral  if  he 
is  aware  that  great  local  dissatisfaction 
exists  regarding  the  postal  arrangements 
of  Strokestown  and  Elphin,  which  are 
considerable  country  towns  in  the  County 
of  Roscommon  :  that  the  town  of  Strokes- 
town  has  got  no  benefit  whatever  from 
the  accelerated  mail  service,  because, 
though  most  of  the  correspondence  is  in 
the  Dublin  direction,  the  mail  ear  pro- 
ceeds to  exactly  the  opposite  route  to 
Castlerea,  thus  losing  two  hoars  of  time 
otherwise  available  for  aoswOTing  letters ; 
and  that  Elphin  has  similar  reason  to 
complainof  the  existing  defective  arrange- 
ments ;  and  will  he,  in  deference  to  tbe 
strong  local  wishes  on  this  subject,  give 
his  favourable  consideration  to  a  new 
arrangement  hj  which  the  mall  car  shall 
leave  Strokestowa  at  9  o'clock  for  the 
town  of  Roscommon,  and  the  midday  car 
from  Longford  to  Strokestown  be  ex- 
tended to  Elphin  ;  or,  better  still,  a  car 
ran  direct  •from  Carrick-on-ShannoD  to 
that  town  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  -  GENERAX 
(Mr.  A.  MOBLEV,  Nottingham,  E.)  : 
The  question  of  rearranging  tbe  postal 
service  to  these  places  has  been  more 
than  once  considered,  but,  there  being 
already  a  considerable  loss  to  the 
Revenue,  no  improvement  has  hitherto 
been  found  practicable,  except  at  an 
additional  outlay,  which  was  not  con- 
sidered to  be  warranted.  -I  will  consider 
tbe  hon.  Member^s'-suggestion  of  a  ser- 
vice via  Roscommon  or  Carrick-on- 
Shannou  and  let  him  know  the  result ; 
hut  I  wish  to  point  out  that,  as  tbe 
existing  day  mail  from  Longford  to 
Strokestowo  works  in  close  connection 
with  tbe  Dublin  mail,  tbe  hon.  Member 
is  under  a  misapprehension  in  stating 
that  Strokestown  has  derived  uo  benefit 
whatever  from  the  acceleratitd  mail  ser- 
vice. 

Mb.  bodkin  intimated  that  he 
would  forward  to  tbe  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man communications  be  had  received  on 
the  subject. 

THE  ZANZIBAR  PROTECTORATE. 
Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the 


Sultan  of  Zanzibar,  in  1886,  on  tbe  joint 
invitation  of  Great  Britain  and  Germany, 
in  adhering  to  the  Berlin  Act,  specially 
reserved  bis  fiscal  rights  under  the  first 
Article  of  that  Act,  and  subsequently, 
in  pursuance  of  that  reservation,  for  a 
stipulated  annual  payment  conceded  the 
entire  Customs  Revenue  so  reserved  of 
his  territories  within  the  British  sphere 
of  influence  to  a  British  Compauy ; 
whether,  acting  on  the  advice  of  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  subsequent  to 
'  the  declaration  of  a  British  Protectorate 
over  his  dominions,  and  to  the  exclusive 
advautage  of  that  Protectorate  if  ex- 
tended to  the  interior,  the  Sultan  with- 
drew sucb  reservation,  on  which  the 
Comp^ny^s  contract  of  rent  was 
based  ;  whether  any  claim  has  been 
made  against  the  Sultan  in  respect  of  the 
withdrawal  above-mentioned,'^nd  whe- 
ther it  is  correct,  as  stated  in  tb«-^port 
issued  to  the  shareholders  of  the  Com- 
pany on  the  loth  of  February  last,  that 
the  Company,  in  virtue  of  Article  7  of 
the  Charter,  sought  the  intervention  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  on  tbe  6th  of 
October  last,  and  again  on  tbe  16tb  of 
January  1893,  and  that  tbe  only  reply 
so  far  has  been  a  bare  acknowledgment 
of  those  letters ;  whether  tbe  Directors 
of  the  Imperial  British  East  Africa 
Company  submitted  an  offer  in  June, 
1893,  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  for 
the  re-absorption  of  the  Company's  con- 
cession and  rights  by  the  Sultanate; 
and  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  inform  the  House*  before  the 
Uganda  Debate  takes  plac^,  of  the  terms 
of  any  arrangement  come  to  with  the 
Imperial  British  East  Africa  Company  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(SirE,  GBEY,Nortbumberland,Berwick): 
It  is  not  possible  to  make  an  adequate 
statement  on  the  points  raised  in  the 
first  three  paragrnphs  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's question  within  the  limits  of  an 
answer  to  a  question.  It  is  the  case 
that  the  Company  submitted  some  time 
ago  an  offer  to  Her  Majesty's  Grovern- 
mcnt  such  as  is  descril>cd  in  the  last 
paragraph  but  one,  but  ii  was  not  possible 
to  discuss  tbe  proposal  till  a  decision 
had  been  come  to  respecting  the  future 
occupatiou  of  territory  which  tbe  Com- 
pany* had  evacuated.  I  am  not  able  to 
say  wliether  the  eommuniciitio'js  with 
the  Compauy  will  be  sufBcieutly  ad- 
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vanced  to  eoable  me  to  aunounce  before 
the  Debate  that  an  airangement  had 
been  come  to, 

GERMAN  PBISON-MADE  GOODS. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birmingham, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Fresideoi  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  he  is  aware  that 
goods  manu&ctured  in  German  Prisons 
by  prison  labour  at  nomioal  wages  are 
being  exported  to  Eoglaod,  and  »otd  in 
competition  with  English  manufactures  ; 
whether  he  can  obtain  any  informatiou 
as  to  the  amount  and  value  of  such  im- 
portations, and  their  influence  on  the 
Euglish  trades  affected  ;  whether  he  can 
state  the  number  of  prisoners  so  employed 
in  German  prisons  ;  and  whether  he  will 
endeavour  to  obtain  through  the  Foreign 
Office  a  Report  on  the  cliai-acter  and 
extent  of  this  competition  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  We  have  been 
unable  to  obtain  any  eTidence  of  the 
importation  of  goods  manufactured  in 
German  priuouB  beyond  the  statements 
which  have  appeared  iu  a  trade  news- 
paper ;  but  steps  are  being  taken  to 
obtain  through  the  Foreign  Office  all  the 
informatiou  available  on  the  subject. 

THE  BRITISH  EAST  AFRICA  COMPANY. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  be  can  state  what  proportion  of 
the  Customs  Duties,  referred  to  iu  the 
late  Sir  Gerald  Portal's  Report  (page  3a, 
paragraph  3)  as  accruing  to  the  British 
East  Africa  Company,  has  been  appro- 
priated to  the  payment  of  rent  to  the 
Sultau  of  Zanzibar ;  and  what  other 
sources  of  revenue  (tax  or  otherwi?e) 
have  been  or  are  available  to  the  Com- 
pany for  the  purposes  of  administration 
mentioned  in  that  Report  ? 

Sir  E.  GREY :  Hor  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment cannot  give  iuformation  as  to 
the  financial  arrangements  or  resources 
of  tho  Company. 

RUNAWAY  SLAVE  SETTLEMENT  ON 
THE  JUBA  RIVEK. 
Mk.  ALBAN  GIBBS  (London)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  district 
of  Gosha,  lying  on  the  right  bank  of  the 
Juba  Riveri  which  is  occupied  By  an 
agricaltnral  colony  of  runaway  slaves 
numbering  several  thousand  souls,  forms 

Sir  E.  Grey 


part  of  the  Protectorate  transferred  by  Ger- 
many to  Great  Britain  iu  1890;  whether 
the  district  in  question  is  now  part  of  the 
same  Protectorate,  or  is  included  in  the 
territory  placed  under  the  administration 
of  the  Sultan  of  Zauzibar  along  with 
Witu  ;  and  whether  any,  and  if  so  what, 
measures  h%ve  been  taken  since  the  terri- 
tory was  placed  under  the  Sultan  of 
Zanzibar  to  protect  the  people  of  Gosha 
from  the  lawless  tribes  of  the  country 
around,  and  to  secure  to  them  free  access 
to  the  coast  by  the  Juba  River  ? 

Sir  E.  GREY  :  With  reference  to  the 
first  paragraph,  it  is  understood  that  a 
large  settlement,  composed  in  a  great 
measure  of  runaway  slaves,  exists  iu 
territory  in  the  interior  near  the  Juba. 
That  territory  did  not  form  part  of  the 
protectorate  transferred  by  Germany  to 
Great  Britain  in  1890.  With  reference 
to  paragraphs  2  and  3,  it  is  not  included 
in  the  Protectorate  which  has  been  placed 
under  the  administration  of  the  Sultan  of 
Zanzibar,  who  has,  consequently,  not 
taken  measures  in  regard  to  it.  When 
the  territory  is  explored  and  access  to  it 
opened  information  will  be  obtained  as  to 
these  natives  of  whom  little  is  known  at 
present. 

SHIPWRECK  ON  FILEY  BRIGG. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Knsh- 
cliffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  proceedings  at  an 
inquest  held  at  Filey  on  the  13th  of 
April  to  inquire  into  the  deaths  of  certain 
persons  at  a  shipwreck  on  Filey  Brigg, 
when  it  was  stated  by  the  chief  officer  of 
the  Coastguard  that  the  bell  buoy  to 
warn  vessels  from  this  dangerous  reef  had 
been  allowed  to  fall  entirely  out  of  order, 
and  that  there  was  no  system  of  perio- 
dical inspection  into  its  condition  ;  and 
whether  be  will  cause  such  a  representa- 
tioD  to  be  made  to  the  Elder  Brethren  of 
the  Trinity  House  who  are  responsible  in 
the  matter  as  will  prevent  this  state  of 
things  iu  future  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  forwarded 
to  tbe  Trinity  House  a  communication 
made  to  me  by  the  Yorkshire  coroner  in 
the  case  of  loss  of  life  owing  to  the  strand- 
ing of  the  Chilian  on  Filey  Brigg,  and 
the  Elder  Brethren  informs  me  that  tber 
have  given  instructions  for  another  bell 
buoy  to  be  placed  in  lieu  of  the  present 
one. 
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Utu  J.  K.  ELLIS  t  Will  tber  give 
instractioDfl  that  it  shall  be  looked  after 
properly? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  No  doubt  they 
wUI. 

FBBE  SCHOOL  BOOKS  IN  SCOTTISH 
SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  D.CRAWFORD  (Lanark, N.E.) : 
I  bog  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
whether  in  reply  to  an  application  by  a 
parent  for  the  use  of  books  free  of  charge 
the  head  master  ol  a  Board  school  is 
jastified  in  refnsiog  the  request,  and  in 
adding,  "if  your  children  don't  get  a 
proper  supply  of  books  they  can't  remain 
aere  '*  ;^  and  whetlieri  considering  the 
prevailing  uncertainty  on  the  subject,  he 
will  be  good  enough  to  state  plaiuly 
what  the  rights  of  parents  are  (either  by 
law  or  under  the  Rules  of  the  Depart- 
ment) with  respect  to  a  free  supply  of 
school  books  ? 

SiK  C.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  Col- 
lege) :  At  the  same  time,  I  beg  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  will  state  the 
Rules  of  the  Scotch  Education  Depart- 
ment as  to  the  right  of  children  attending 
public  schools  to  a  free  supply  of  books 
and  statiooery  ? 

The  secretary  kob  SCOT- 
LAKD  (Sir  G.  TrevElvan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgoton) :  The  reply  quoted  by  the 
hon.  Member  is  certoinly  not  one  which 
a  teacher  was  justified  in  making  on  liis 
own  authority.  If  it  represents  a  Rule 
laid  down  by  a  School  Board,  the  De- 
partment would,  in  case  of  a  reference  to 
them,  request  an  explanation,  and  would 
iuquire  into  the  circumstances  under 
which  such  a  Rule  was  imposed.  If,  in 
porsuanoe  of  such  a  Rule,  children  were 
excluded  from  a  school,  the  legul  point 
might  easily  be  decided  by  a  prosecntion 
for  non-attendance  ;  and  unless  such  pro- 
secution were  forthwith  instituted,  and 
the  question  thus  decisively  tested,  the 
Department  would  not  bold  that  the 
exclusion  was  justified  under  the  Coiie, 
and  would  consequently  refuse  the  grant. 
As  I  have  already  stated,  the  Depart- 
ment holds  a  proper  supply  of  books 
(and  I  include  in  this  stationery)  to  be  a 
condition  of  efficiency,  upon  which  pay- 
ment of  the  Parlian*entary  grant  de- 
pends ;  and  also  that  a  charge  for  the  luie 
of  books  is  inconsistent  with  relief  of 
fees.  But  it  does  not  rest  with  the  De- 
partment to  give  an  authoritative  ruling 


on  legal  points,  other  than  those  con- 
nected with  administration  which  may 
arise  under  the  Educatiou  Acts.  An 
authoritative  decision  on  such  points  can 
only  be  given  by  a  Court  of  Iaw.  This 
answer  applies  to  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  College 
Division  of  Glasgow. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  it  is  the  case  that  in 
schools  in  which  books  are  thus  provided 
free,  the  children  are  allowed  to  take 
them  home  and  use  them  in  the  prepara- 
tion of  home  lessons  ? 

Sib  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  am  io. 
formed  that  in  rural  districts  in  Scotland, 
and  especially  In  the  Highlands,  it  is  the 
prevailing  custom.  The  Department,  in 
granting  or  refusing  the  Parliamentary 
grant,  takes  into  consideration  the  pro- 
vision of  books  in  these  schools,  Itcan- 
not  go  further  than  that. 

INDIAN  CANTONMENT  REGULATIONS. 

Mr.  STANSFELD  (Halifax):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
with  reference  to  fbe  Indian  Cantonment 
Regulations,  whether  the  Despatch  from 
India,  mentioned  in  one  of  the  tel^ranu 
that  were  read  to  the  House  by  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  on  the  7th  of 
November  last,  has  been  received  ;  and 
what  action  has  been  taken  upon  it  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  foe 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowleu,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  The  Despatch  to  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  refers  was  duly 
received  and  most  carefully  considered  by 
Lord  Kimberley  in  Council.  In  bis  reply, 
which  was  sent  on  the  Ist  March  last,  he 
informed  the  Government  of  India  that, 
in  his  opinion,  the  only  effective  method 
of  preventing  a  recurrence  of  any  prac- 
tices inconsistent  with  their  Orders  and 
with  the  Resolutions  passed  by  the  House 
of  Commons  on  the  5th  of  June,  1888, 
was  to  proceed  by  means  of  legislation. 
He  requested  them  accordingly  to  under- 
take the  necessary  legislation  as  soon  as 
possible,  and  indicated  the  form  in  which 
he  wished  this  to  be  eflTected.  Further, 
to  avoid  the  possibility  of  any  future  mis- 
conception of  Orders,  he  requestetl  the 
Government  of  India  to  issue  a  Resolu- 
tinn  explaining  the  policy  of  that  legis- 
lation, and  prohibiting  all  practices,  as 
distinguished  from  Rules  or  Regulations, 
inconsistent  with  that  policy. 
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Sir  R.  temple  :  Ma;  I  ask  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  if  he  has  noticed 
the  Return  presented  hy  the  Secretary 
for  War  to  this  House'  in  January  last, 
showing  the  dreadful  increase  in  con- 
tagious diseases  in  several  of  the  Presi- 
dencies of  India  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  Yes,  Sir;  a 
question  on  that  subject  was  answered 
last  week  by  the  Secretary  for  War,  who 
stated  that  this  Return  was  engaging  the 
consideration  of  both  of  us.  There  are 
explanatory  circumstances  which  I  need 
not  refer  to  now,  but  which  must  be 
taken  intoeonsideration  in  dniing  with 
the  Return. 

BXPBBIHBNTAL  U0BILI8ATI0K  OF 
BQUIPHKNT  AND  STOBB  DBFOTS. 
Mk.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  ordering  during  the  pre- 
sent year  an  experimental  mobilisation 
of  the  equipment  and  store  depots  of  the 
First  Army  Corps  at  Aldershot,  Warley, 
or  Colchester  ;  and  whether  he  will  also 
cdnsider  the  possibility  of  mobilising 
during  the  present  year  one  or  more  of 
the  Army  Medical  Staff  Corps  bearer 
companies  attached  to  the  First  Army 
Corps  ? . 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerm  AN,  Stir- 
ling, &c.)  :  It  is  not  considered  advisable 
to  haveany  special  muster  of  the  equipment 
of  the  First  Army  Corps  ;  Reports  are 
periodically  furnished,  so  that  we  are  well 
aware  of  its  condition.  As  regards  the 
Medical  Staff  Corps,  arrangements  have 
been  made  to  train  this  summer  at  Aider- 
shot  four  field  hospitals  and  four  bearer 
companies,  and  one  of  each  at  the  Cur- 
ragb.  These  units  will  be  on  a  war 
footing  both  as  regards  men  and  equip- 
ment, and,  except  in  respect  of  the 
number  of  horses,  the  process  will  be  as 

near  an  approach  to  a  mobilisation  as  can 
be  made  under  existing  conditions. 

LABOURERS'  COTTAGES  IN  THE 
COOTEHILL  UNION. 
Mb.  young  (Cavan,  E.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Local 
Government  Board  for  Ireland  have  re- 
ceived -the  documents  recently  referred 
to  by  him  from  the  Guardians  of  Coote- 
hill  Union  ;  whether  the  Local  Govern- 


ment Board  are  now  awve  that  three- 
fifths  of  the  elected  Guardians  are  in 
favour  of  promoting  a  scheme  for  cot- 
tages and  allotments  in  their  respeetive 

constituencies,  and  do  not  object  to  the 
expense  being  made  a  divisional  charge  ; 
whether  the  attention  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  has  been  drawn  by 
labourers  interested  to  Reports  of  the 
Board's  proceedings  on  the  12th  of 
January  and  the  23rd  of  February  in  a 
local  newspaper  ;  and  whether  the  Local 
Government  Boud  now  propose  to  order 
an  inquiry  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECBETABY  von 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  MoBi,sr,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  documents  referred  to 
have  been  received  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  The  papers  do  not  contain  the 
iufonnatiou  required  by  the  second  para- 
graph of  the  question.  The  Board  have 
received  a  newspaper  report  of  the 
Guardians'  proceedings  on  the  12th  of 
January,  but  not  of  the  proceedings  on 
the  second  mentioned  date.  The  Board 
did  not  receive  until  the  21st  instant  the 
observations  of  the  solicitor  acting  for  the 
labourers,  and  the  question  of  holding  ma 
inquiry  is  now  under  consideration. 

THB  IHPOBTATIOH  of  CANADIAN 
STORE  CATTLE. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Boartl  of  Agriculture  whether  repre- 
sentations have  been  made  to  him  by 
mauy  agriculturists  in  the  Eastern 
Counties,  both  of  England  and  Scotland, 
as  to  the  exceptionally  healthy  and  pro- 
fitable character  of  Canadian  store  cattle  ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  necessity  for 
farmers  being  able  to  make  their  arrange- 
ments for  the  coming  season,  fae  can  now 
state  the  result  of  the  representations 
m^de  to  him  by  the  Dominion  Govern- 
ment of  Canada  with  regard  to  the 
slaughtering  of  all  Canadian  cattle  at 
the  ports  where  they  are  landed  ? 

Mr.  CROMBIE  (Eincaidineshire)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  whether,  with  a  view  to 
allowing  cattle  feeders  to  make  arrange- 
ments for  the  coming  season,  be  will  now 
state  what  eourse  he  is  prepared  to  take 
with  regard  to  the  restrictions  at  present 
in  force  on  the  importation  of  Canadian 
cattle  ? 

Mr.  arch  (Norfolk,  N.W.)  :  I  heg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
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Agriculture  whether  he  has  received  a 
cop7  of  the  resolution  of  the  Norfolk 
Chamber  of  Agriculture,  proposed  by  a 
Teterinarj  surgeon  and  seconded  hj  a 
large  tenant  farmer,  stating  that  while 
extremely  anxious  to  keep  out  all  auimids 
from  the  continent  of  £nrc^  and  froib 
all  countries  where  contagious  diseases 
are  likely  to  exist,  they  would  heartily 
welcome  the  importation  of  Canadian 
store  cattle,  which  have  been  found  to  be 
exceptionally  healthy  and  profttable  to 
the  grazier  ;  and  whether  he  is  prepared 
to  allow  the  importatioo  of  such  cattle  for 
the  benefit  of  graziere  in  the  Eastern 
CouDties  of  England  ? 

Mr.  MAGUIRE  (Clare,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Presidetat  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  whether,  in  the  months  of 
May  and  Jnne  last,  the  lungs  of  cattle 
landed  in  this  country  from  Canada  were 
forwarded  to  the  Board  of  Agriculture  for 
examination  by  the  Inspectors  of  the  ports, 
who  believed  them  to  be  affected  with 
contagious  pleuro-pneumonia  ;  whether 
in  three  of  these  cases  well-defined  and 
typical  signs  of  pleuro-pneumonia  were 
apparent,  and  they  were  pronounced  by 
the  experts  of  the  Board  to  be  infected 
with  the  disease ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  it  was  stated  in  evidence  before  the 
Departmental  C^mittee  of  1888  that 
oases  had  been  known  of  the  development 
of  the  disease  after  no  less  aperiodthanl5 
months ;  and  whether,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, and  considering  the  length  of 
frontier  between  Canada  and  districts 
where  the  disease  is  known  to  exist,  the 
present  restrictions  which  the  slaughter 
of  Canadian  cattle  at  the  port  of  de- 
barkation is  required  will  be  maintained  ? 

CoioxEL  WARING  (Down,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  whether,  in  view  of  the  long 
tenn  of  incubation  of  the  disease  of 
plenro-pnenmonia  in  cattle,  and  the  great 
difficulty  in  enforcing  qnarantine  along 
the  extended  frontier  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada,  he  can  assure  the 
farmers  of  Great  Britain  that  the  pre- 
cautions taken  by  the  Canadian  Govern- 
ment are  sufficient  to  secure  them  from 
the  risk  of  this  disease  being  introduced 
into  this  country  by  cattle  from  the 
United  States  (where  it  is  admittedly 
prevalent)  passing  through  the  Canadian 
ports? 

Uh.  STAYELEY  hill  (Stafibid. 
shire,  Kingswinford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 


President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
whether,  as  the  result  of  inquiries  with 
reference  to  the  presence  of  cattle  disease 
in  the  Dominion  'of  Canada,  he  has  any 
reason  to  believe  that  there  is  any  diffi- 
culty in  enforeing  Quanmtine  Regulations 
as  between  the  Dominion  and  the  United 
States,  or  any  laxity  in  enforcing  those 
Regulations ;  and  whether  the  only 
access  for  cattle  to  the  grazing  lauds  of 
the  Dominion  is  from  Montana  by  three 
trails  only,  all  converging  upon  and 
uoder  the  supervision  of  the  North- West 
Mounted  Police  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.Gardnbi(, 
Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  I 
have  received  many  representations  from 
agriculturists  in  the  Eastern- Counties  of 
Scotland  as  to  the  advantages  attending 
the  importation  of  Canadian  store  cattle, 
and  I  have  also  received  the  resolution  to 
the  same  effect  to  which  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Norfolk  refers  in  the 
question  which  stands  in  his  name.  Upon 
a  most  anxious  review,  however,  of  the 
whole  sequence  of  events,  I  am  forced, 
with  much  regret,  to  the  conclusion  that 
I  should  not  be  justified  in  restoring  the 
privilege  of  free  admission  to  Canadian 
cattle  uatil  I  am  in  possession  of  the  evi- 
dence which  would  be  afforded  bya  f  urthw 
examination  of  the  lungs  of  the  animals 
slaughtered  at  the  port  of  landing.  The 
examination  will  not  be  of  a  protracted 
character,  and  if  the  result  confirm  the 
representations  made  to  me  concerning 
the  absence  of  pleuro-pneumonia  in 
Canada,  and  no  adverse  circumstances 
arise,  I  should  ttieu,  I  consider,  be  bound 
to  dispense  with  slaughter  at  the  port, 
although  some  temporary  Regulations 
regarding  the  movement  of  animals  after 
landing  would  probably  be  requisite,  if 
confidence  in  the  safety  of  the  trade  is  to 
be  restored.  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion addressed  to  mo  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  County  Down,  I  would  say  that  the 
precautions  taken  by  the  Canadian  Go- 
vernment to  prevent  the  introduction  of 
diseased  animals  into  the  Dominion  from 
the  United  States  were  very  materially 
strengthened  early  last  year,  as  the  hon. 
Member  will  see  from  No.  16  of  the 
printed  Papers  on  the  subject;  and  if  it 
were  only  necessary  for  me  to  consider 
the  qaestiou  of  the  admission  o(  Canadian 
animals  from  this  point  of  view,  I  should 
not  hesitate  to  conclude  that  reasonable 
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security  agaiDst  the  introdactioa  of  dis- 
eased auimals  iDto  Great  Britain  from 
Canada  is  afforded  at  the  present  time. 
What  I  have  already  said  wilt  afford  n 
reply  to  the  questions  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  KiDcardinesbire,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Clare ;  and  with 
regard  to  the  question  put  to  me  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Staffordshire,  I  would 
say  that  the  facts  and  Regulations  as  to 
the  admission  of  cattle  from  Canada  into 
the  United  States  are  fully  explained  in 
a  Report  of  the  Caoadiau  Privy  Council 
included  in  the  further  Papers  on  this 
sabjeot  which  I  propose  to  lay  on  the 
Table  forthwith. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  Arising  out  of  that  answer  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  right  boo.  Gentle- 
man, who  says  that  he  proposes  to  insti- 
tute an  examination  which  is  not  to  be  of 
a  protracted  character,  when  that  ex- 
amination will  begin,  aad  how  long  the 
period  of  examination  will  continue  ;  and 
if  he  decides  to  re-admit  Canadian  cattle 
without  requiring  slaughter  at  the  port  of 
debarcation,  will  he  give  aach  notice  of 
bis  intention  as  will  enable  Parliament  to 
express  an  opinion  before  the  decision  is 
6nally  adopted  ? 

Mk.  H.  GARDNER :  With  regard  to 
the  period  of  examination,  that  very 
materially  depends  upon  the  uamber  of 
animals  coming  in  from  Canada.  With 
regard  to  giving  notice,  I  shall  follow  the 
usual  course. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  my  ques- 
tion. When  will  the  examination  com- 
mence  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER :  As  a  matter  of 
factf  examinations  are  always  going  on. 
This  is,  however,  a  speqial  examination, 
and  it  will  begin  as  soon  as  the  bulk  of 
the  animals  begin  to  come  in. 

Colonel  WARING  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  con- 
tagious pleuro-pueumonia  can  be  detected 
with  certaiuty  in  the  living  animal  ;  what 
is  the  longest  known  period  of  incubation 
of  the  disease  ;  whether  the  disease  has 
existed  recently  in  Canada,  and  does  it 
now  exist  in  the  United  States  P 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) :  Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
received  a  resolution  from  the  Central 
Chamber  of  Agriculture  stating  that  the 
time  has  come  when  the  introduction  of 
live  cattle  into  this  country  should  not  be 

Mr.  H.  Gardner 


Sermitted,  except  on  very  special  con- 
itions,  without  the  slaughter  of  the 
animals  at  the  port  of  debaroatloD  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER :  I  have  received 
the  resolution,  and  I  also  reeeived  a 
deputation  from  the  same  body,  to  which 
I  gave  a  reply. 

Mil.  WHITELAW  (Perth):  May  I 
ask  whether,  in  the  examination  of  these 
animals,  a  representative  of  the  Canadian 
Government  will  be  allowed  to  take  part  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER:  The  usual 
course  will  be  followed. 

Colonel  WARING :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  my  ques- 
tions. If  he  has  any  objection  to  doing 
so  I  will  put  them  down. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  find  all  the  information  he  re- 
quires in  the  Papers  to  be  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  and  which  I  hope 
will  be  circulated  among  hon.  Members 
in  the  course  of  next  week. 

EVICTIONS  ON  LORD  DILLON'S 
ESTATE. 

Mr.  BODKIN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  ease  of  Patri<:k  Webb,  of  Lough- 
lin,  recently  evicted  on  Lord  DillonV 
estate;  is  he  aware  that  10  years  ago 
Patrick  Webb  bought  the  interest  of  the 
outgoing  tenant  in  the  holding  from 
which  he  has  now  been  evicted,  and,  in 
addition  to  the  price  to  the  tenant,  paid 
to  the  landlonl  nine  years  of  arrears  of 
rent  then  due  on  the  said  holding  ;  that 
to  this  Patrick  Webb  further  spent  £500 
in  buildings  and  improvements  on  the 
holding  with  the  full  approval  of  the 
landtmtl,  and  that  no  rent  was  due  to 
Lord  Dillon  at  the  date  of  the  eviction, 
but  that  Patrick  Webb  was  evicted  for 
over-holding  on  the  expiration  of  a  99 
years'  lease,  the  Land  Commission,  in 
spite  of  the  protest  of  one  of  its  members, 
refusing  to  fix  a  fair  rent  on  the  ground 
that  the  holding  was  residential  in  its 
character,  under  the  Land  Act  of  1881, 
because  the  house  was  situate  in  a  village 
of  less  than  140  inhabitants  ;  and  will  he 
afford  such  facilities  as  the  progress  of 
public  business  will  permit  to  render 
such  cases  impossible  in  the  future  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  it  is  not  the  case  that  Webb  baa 
been  evicted.  An  ejectment  decree  for 
overholdiog  possession  has,  it  is  true, 
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been  obtained  against  him,  but  this  has 
not  yet  been  executed  peadtDg  the 
result  of  legal  proceediugs  takea  bj 
Webb  agaiDSt  his  landlord.  With  regard 
to  the  refusal  of  the  Land  Commission  to 
fix  a  fair  rent  on  the  holding,  I  am  in- 
formed 'that  the  ground  on  which  the 
application  was  dismissed  was  that  the 
holding  was  not  an  agricultural  one. 
The  ease  was  re-heard  by  Land  Commis- 
mlssionera  in  Minr,  1893,  when  the 
decision  of  the  Sub^Commisaion  was 
affirmed.  Subeflquently,  the  Commis- 
Bioners  gave  liberty  to  the  tenant  to 
appeal  to  the  Court  of  Appeal,  but  he 
appears  to  hare  taken  no  steps  to  pro- 
secute the  appotl. 

BEPORT  OF  THP  GOLD  AND  SILVBB 

couuissioy. 
Sir  W.  HOULDSWOKTH  (Man- 
chester, N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  if  he  is  aware  that 
for  a  considerable  time  no  copies  of  the 
Report  of  the  Gold  aud  Silver  Commis- 
«ion  have  been  obtainable,  and  that  con- 
stant applications  for  it  are  being  made 
both  here  nnd  abroad,  and  whether, 
under  these  circumstances,  be  will  give 
instructions  for  the  Report  to  be  re- 
printed :  and  whether  it  would  be 
possible  in  such  reprint  to  add  a  com- 
plete index  of  the  valuable  papers  and 
tables  appended  to  the  Report,  similar  to 
that  which  appears  at  the  end  of  the 
Report  of  the  Indian  Currency  Com- 
mittee ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBEBT,  Oldham)  : 
1  am  informed  that  the  first  Report  is 
now  out  of  print,  and  the  second  almost 
ont  of  print ;  but  there  is  still  a  con- 
siderable stock  of  the  final  Report  and 
its  Appendices,  which  form  the  most  in- 
tOTesting  part  of  the  volumes  issued  by 
the  Commission.  I  doubt  whether  there 
is  any  very  considerable  demand  for  the 
first  two  volumes,  which  consist  entirely 
of  the  "evidence"  of  witnesses  ;  but,  if 
any  large  demand  arises,  the  question  of 
reprinting  shall  be  re-considered. 

Sir  W.  HOULDSWORTH  :  Is  it 
not  possible  to  provide  a  complete 
index  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBEBT :  I  should  like 
to  consider  that  question. 


ASSIZE  ARBANOEMENTS. 
Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  (Bir- 
mingham, S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  if  Her 
Majesty's  Judges  have  yet  arrived  at  any 
understanding  as  to  the  proper  course  to 
be  adopted  by  them  at  Assizes  in  refer- 
ence to  the  trial  of  prisoners  committed  to 
the  Sessions ;  and  whether  he  can  now 
issue  any  definite  statement  for  the  guid- 
ance of  Magistrates  in  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Assizes  Relief  Act  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE 
FOR  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT 
(Mr.  AsQDiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  The  Lord 
Chancellor  informs  me  that  he  has  no  in- 
formation on  the  subject  except  what 
appears  from  the  letter  of  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  of  the  I6th  of  February  stating 
the  view  of  himself  and  the  great  majority 
of  the  Judges  ;  nor  has  he  any  authority 
over  any  Judge  who  may  act  on  a 
different  view.  As  to  issuing  any  state- 
ment for  the  guidance  of  Magistrates,  I 
have  done  all  that  it  is  in  my  power  to  do 
by  the  Circular  Letter  issued  from  the 
Home  Office  of  January  8  last. 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  :  I  shall 
have  to  call  attention  to  the  subject  on 
the  Estimates. 

FREE  EDUCATION  AT  ATHERTON, 
LANCASHIRE. 

Mb.  LEES  KNOWLES  (Salford, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  demand  has 
lately  been  made  at  Atherton,  Lancashire, 
for  free  education  ;  and  where  there  is  a 
demand  for  free  education  in  any  school 
district  and  such  demand  may  be  met  by 
the  transference  of  scholars  from  one 
school  to  another,  whether  the  burden  of 
supplying  places  should  be  apportioned 
to  any  one  particular  school  provided  that 
the  scholars  can  obtain  such  education 
within  areasonable  distance  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherbam)  :  Claims  for  free  education 
for  between  1,600  and  1,700  children 
have  been  made  at  Atherton,  and  are 
being  dealt  with  in  the  usual  way.  In 
order  that  such  claims  may  be  met,  the 
Department  require  that  a  free  place 
shall  be  provided  for  each  child  claiming 
it  at  some  school  within  a  reasonable  and 
convenient  distance  of  the  child's  home. 
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In  a  district  not  under  a  School  Board, 
the  supply  of  such  free  places  at  the 
various  schools  which  have  the  right  to 
charge  fees  is  a  matter  within  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  managers.  The  Depart- 
ment cannot  compel  anj  such  school  to 
provide  any  free  places  at  all ;  but  if  the 
free  places  claimed  are  not  supplied  by 
Toluntary  arrangement,  it  becomes  the 
duty  of  the  Departroeut  to  order  the 
•  formation  of  a  School  Board  to  supply 
the  free  places  required. 

UGANDA. 

Mr.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool,  Aber- 
cromby)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
it  is  the  case,  as  stated  in  Sir  Gerald 
Portal's  Report  (page  33,  paragraph  5), 
that  the  Imperial  British  East  Africa 
Company  made  Treaties  in  Uganda  and 
the  neighbonritig  oountries  promising 
protection  in  return  for  certain  com- 
mercial advantages ;  if  so,  are  such 
Treaties  a  violation  of  Clause  16  of  the 
Company's  Charter,  prohibiting  any 
monopoly  of  trade  ;  whether,  in  accord- 
ance with  Clause  3  of  the  Charter,  the 
Treaties  in  question  have  received  the 
approval  of  Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of 
State ;  and  whether  Copies  of  the 
Treaties  will  bo  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  before  the  Debate  on 
Uganda  ? 

Sir  £.  GREY  (who  replied)  said  :  I 
mnst  ask  to  be  allowed  to  postpone  any 
statement  ou  this  question  until  the 
Debate  comes  on. 

STAMP  DEEDS. 

Mr.  M*CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  he 
will  state  the  number  of  offices  in  Eng- 
land in  which  instruments  and  counter- 
parts can  be  stamped  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  die  de- 
noting that  the  full  and  proper  duty  has 
been  paid  on  the  original  deeds  is  only 
impressed  iu  the  London,  Edinburgh,  and 
Dublin  stamp  offices.  Belfast  already 
enjoys  the  utmost  facilities  that  hare 
been  given  to  Liverpool,  Manchester, 
and  Bristol,  and  to  those  places  only, 
with  respect  to  the  transmission  of  counter- 
parts to  the  central  office. 

KILLABNBY  UNION. 
Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  aiik  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 

Mr,  Aeland 


Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is 
true,  as  stated  by  the  Local  Grovemment 
Inspector,  that  whilst  the  liabilities  of  the 
Killarney  Union  amount  to  £5,652,  the 
Guardians  have  only  £565  to  their  credit 
in  the  bank ;  whether  unpaid  cheques 
to  the  amount  of  £2,lb3  have  been 
issued,  and  that  bills  amonnting  to 
£1,690  are  dae  ;  and  if,  in  view  of  the 
serious  financial  state  of  fiie  Union,  he  will 
dismiss  the  Gnsrdiana  and  appoint  Yiee 
Guardians  ? 

Mr.  J.MORLEY  :  The  figures  given 
in  the  question  represent  with  substantial 
accuracy  the  financial  condition  of  this 
Union  on  the  Uth  inst.,  when  the  In- 
spector made  his  statement  to  the 
Guardians,  which  was  duly  reported  1% 
the  public  Press.  As  regards  the  con- 
clusion of  the  question,  I  can  only  say  at 
present  that  ihe  matto*  is  engaging  my 
careful  considraution. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  Did  not  a 
similar  state  of  affairs  prevail  some  time 
ago  in  the  Tralee  Union  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  It  is  quite  true 
that  iu  consequence  of  the  financial  con- 
dition of  the  Tralee  Uni6n  the  elected 
Guardiaos  were  suspended  and  Vice 
Guardians  appointed,  and  the  result  has 
been  satisfactory. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
there  is  anything  very  extraordinary  iu 
an  excess  of  the  liabilities  over  the  assets 
at  a  time  when  the  proceeds  of  the  old 
rate  are  exhausted,  and  the  colleotion  ci 
the  new  rate  began  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  There  is  nothing 
extraordinary  in  the  matter  as  I  under- 
stand, and  I  hope  the  Killarney  Guardians 
will  soon  be  able  to  put  themselves  in 
order. 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.)  r  U 
it  not  a  fact  that  the  elected  Guai^ 
dians  are  now  administering  in  Tralee 
Union  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  Yes,  it  is  tmo 
that  the  Vice  Guardians  have  done 
their  work,  and  that  the  elected  Guar- 
dians are  now  doing  duty. 

Mr.  BODKIN  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  Vice  Guardians  are  paid  Guardians  ; 
if  so,  what  is  their  salary,  and  does  the 
right  boo.  Gentleman  consider  that  it 
tends  to  lighten  the  deficit  by  appoinUng 
Vice  Gua^ians,  who  are  pMd  a  salary^ 
thereby  putting  an  additional  bnrdoD  on 
the  ratepayers  ? 
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Mr.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  :  Is  it  usual 
for  these  Unions  to  issue  cheques  for 
£2,000  which  are  afterwards  dis- 
honoured by  the  bank  ? 

Mr.  MORLEY  :  I  am  afraid  that 
such  proceedings  are  uot  entirely  nn- 
nsiial. 

Mr.  bodkin  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answer  my  question  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  say  off- 
hand what  are  the  salaries  of  the  Vice 
Guardians.  It  appears  that  in  some 
oases  they  hare  reduced  the  debt. 

WOMEN  IN  INDIAN  COAL  MINES. 
Mr.  PROVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  if  be  has  received  any 
Report  from  the  Inspector  relating  to  the 
employment  of  women  in  coal  mines  in 
India ;  and,  if  not,  when  we  may  ex- 
pect it? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  The  Inspector's 
Report  upon  Goal  Mines  has  not  yet  been 
received.  The  Goverumeut  of  India  hope 
to  receive  bis  first  Report  in  July  next, 
and  they  will  send  it  home  soon  after. 

SiE  J.  GORST  (Cambridge  Univer- 
sity) :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether,  in  the  meantime,  and  pend- 
ing the  presentation  of  the  Report,  any 
steps  will  be  taken  to  put  a  stop  to 
the  employment  of  women  uudei^;roand 
in  coal  mines  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  that  question. 

GALWAT  EXTRA  POLICE  FOKCE. 

Mb.  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will  state  the 
number  of  extra  police  in  the  County  of 
Galway  in  connection  with  the  Clanri- 
carde  estate  in  1893,  compared  with  the 
jeax  1885,  and  the  cost  of  maintaining 
same  ;  and  if  he  will  state  the  number 
and  cost  of  extra  police  on  the  estate 
eince  1885  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  In  1885  the  num- 
ber of  extra  police  employed  in  connec- 
tion with  this  estate  was  four,  at  an 
Aunnal  cost  of  £276.  In  December,  1893, 
4he  namber  so  employed  was  29,  and  the 
Annoal  cost  £1,999.  Between  1885  and 
the  1st  of  January  last  the  number  of 
extra  police  employed  on  the  estate 
.averaged  23,  at  a  total  cost,  as  near  as 
4uin  be  estimated,  of  £14,520. 


CANADIAN  TEA  DUTIES. 
Mr.  HOWARD  (Middlesex.  Totten- 
ham) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he  can 
state  what  the  intentions  of  the  Canadian 
Government  are  with  reference  to  the 
alteration  of  the  Tea  Duties  ;  whether 
teas  blended  in  bond  in  Great  Britain 
will  be  subject  to  any  and  what  duty  in 
the  new  tariff;  and  whether  the  Cana- 
dian Government  can  legally  differentiate 
against  this  country  and  home  labour  in 
favour  of  China  and  other  tea-exporting 
countries. 

Sib  B.  HANSON  (London)  :  May 
I  at  the  same  time  put  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  a  question  on  the  same  sub- 
ject which  I  have  had  on  the  Paper  on 
two  days  previously,  but  which  has  un- 
fortunately not  appeared  to-day  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  : 
I  am  much  obliged  to  my  hon.  Friends 
for  having  postponed  these  questions. 
We  received  on  Saturday  the  following 
telegram  explanatory  of  the  proposal  in 
regard  to  tea  in  the  new  Canadian  tariff  :— 

"  Daties  proposed  In  Canadian  Honseof  Com- 
mons as  to  tea  and  coffee  are  ezprefised  in  follow- 
ing extract  from  tariff.  Extract  begins: '  Tea  and 
green  coffee  imported  directly  from  the  country 
of  growth  and  uroduction,  free.  This  item  shall 
include  tea  and  coffee  pnichased  in  bond  in  any 
country  where  tea  and  coffee  are  subject  to 
CoBtonu  Datfes,  provided  there  be  satiafactOTy 
proof  that  the  tea  or  coffee  bo  purchased  in 
bond  is  such  as  might  be  entered  for  home  con- 
sumption in  the  country  where  the  same  is  pur- 
chased.' Kxtiact  ends.  The  above  item  is,  of 
course,  sabject  to  amendment  by  the  Canadian 
Parliament.   Derpatch  follows  by  mail." 

I  trust  that  this  explanation  will  be  satis- 
factory to  my  hon.  Friends  and  to  the 
trade. 


IRISH  CHURCH  SDRPLUS  FUNDS. 
Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Padding- 
ton,  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  a  Return  showing  whether 
there  is  an  avulahle  balance  of  securities 
remaining  amonff  the  Irish  Church  Sur^ 
plus  Funds  sufficient  to  guarantee  a 
Treasary  loan  ;  aud,  if  so,  to  what 
amount  of  loan  ;  and,  if  he  will  show  in 
detail  all  the  liabilities  which  have  been 
imposed  on  the  Irish  Church  Surplus 
Funds  ? 
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Sir  J.  T.  HIBBEBT  :  A  Return  is 
being  prepared,  and  1  hope  to  be  able  to 
lay  it  on  the  Table  in  a  few  days. 

Lord  B.  CHUBCHILL  :  In  the 
form  I  ask  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT :  Yes. 

UGANDA. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  beg  to 
aftk  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether,  in  view  of  the 
indefinite  postponement  of  the  Debate  on 
the  Settlement  of  Uganda,  he  can  now 
make  a  further  statement  as  to  the  in- 
tention of  the  Goremment  as  to  the 
exact  area  over  which  Imperial  udminis- 
tration  is  to  prevail,  as  to  the  railway, 
and  means  of  communicatioD  with 
Uganda  suggeHted  by  Sir  G.  Portars  Re- 
port, and  as  to  the  abolition  of  the  legal 
status  of  slavery  in  Zauztbar  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  In  answer  to  this  and 
other  questions,  I  have  to  say  that  it  is 
not  posuble  to  deal  with  these  matters  in 
the  compass  of  an  answer  to  a  qnestion, 
and  I  must  reserve  the  explanations  upon 
them  until  the  Debate,  when  a  fall  state- 
ment will  be  made  on  this  aud  other 
points. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  beg  to 

ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chao- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he  will 
be  good  enough  to  consider  whether  it 
would  not  make  the  discussion  much 
more  yftluable  if  the  House  had  some  in- 
timation beforehand  as  to  the  decision  of 
the  Grovemment  with  regard  to  the  main 
points  of  interest  conuected  with  the 
subject  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.Hahcouri,  Derby): 
I  will  tell  the  right  hoa.  Gentleman  at 
once  what  our  position  is.  As  soon  as 
ever  we  can  make  arrangements  after  the 
conclusion  of  the  Debate  on  the  Motion 
for  the  appointment  of  the  Scotch  Grand 
Committee,  I  will  endeavour  to  fix  the 
Debate  on  Uganda  on  as  early  a  day  as 
possible,  when  I  will  make  a  statement 
on  ihe  subject. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  When  the 
Debate  comes  ou,  and  after  the  state- 
ment has  been  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man allow  the  Debate  to  be  adjourned  in 
order  to  enable  the  House  to  consider 
that  statement  P 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  would  rather 
postpone  my  answer  to  that  question. 


Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  (Manchester, 
N.K.) :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
place  the  House  in  possession  of  the  facte 
of  what  the  Government  proposed  to  do 
with  the  money  aeked  for  in  the  Esti- 
mate ?  That  Estimate  refers  to  particu- 
lars, but  gives  none.  Do  the  Govern- 
ment propose  in  the  Estimate  to  take  any 
sum  for  improved  commuuicatioo  either 
by  railway  or  road,  or  the  tracts  referred 
to  in  the  Report,  which  are  often  cir- 
cuitous because  tliey  are  uncleared  and 
go  through  swamps  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Vote  is 
a  formal  one  intended  for  the  purpose  of 
raising  a  discussion  only,  and  does  not 
profess  to  give  particulars  at  all. 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  The  Estimate 
says  there  are  particulars. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  No  definite 
statement  as  to  details  can  conveniently 
be  made  at  the  present  time. 

THE   IMPORTATION  OF  GERMAN 
PRISON-MADE  GOODS. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  if  he  lias  received 
any  communication  from  the  Board  of 
Trade  with  reference  to  the  importatioD 
into  the  United  Kingdom  of  German 
prison-made  goods  ;  and  what  steps,  if 
any,  have  been  taken  in  the  matter ;  and 
if  the  Secretary  of  State  will  cause  in- 
quiries to  be  made  concerning  this  traffic 
of  Her  Majesty^s  Consuls  in  Germany, 
and  particularly  of  those  in  Berlin  and 
Cologne  ? 

SibE.  GREY  :  A  communication  has 
been  received,  and  Her  Majesty's  Am- 
bassador in  Germany  is  being  instructed 
to  furnish  a  general  Report  on  the 
subject. 

Colonel  H.  VINCENT  :  When  will 
the  Report  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

Sir  £.  GREY  :  I  cannot  exactly  say. 

THE  BUDGET  AND  THE  NAVAL 

DEFENCE  FUND. 
X'ORD  G.  HAMILTON  (Middlesex, 
Kalmg) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  if  the 
£289,000,  described  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  as  money  which  has  been 
paid  over  to  the  Naval  Defence  Account 
in  excess  of  the  authorised  expenditure 
of  £10,000,000,  is  the  proceeds  of  ad- 
vances made  by  the  Treasi»y  previous  to 
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the  commeDcemeDt  of  the  present  fiaao- 
cial  jear  from  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
ander  Section  2  of  "  The  Naval  Defence 
Act,  1889":  and,  if  not,  from  what 
aonrce,  and  under  what  authority,  has 
this  mooev  been  obtained  ? 

Sir  W:  HARCOURT  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  origin  of  the  tranaaction  is 
that  money  was  wanted  and  was  advanced 
by  the  Treasury  under  the  Naval  Defence 
Act. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  Is  not  the 
result  of  the  transaction  this  :  that  the 
National  Debt  has  been  increased  by  the 
Bom  of  £289,000  in  order  that  the 
Revenue  for  that  year  might  apparently 
be  increased  by  tliat  amount,  ^though 
that  amount  does  not  properly  belong  to 
the  Revenue  for  that  year  ? 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  This  is  one 
of  the  beautiful  conundrums  in  finance 
which  arise  out  of  the  National  Defence 
Act.  It  would  take  anybody  two  days 
to  understand  how  the  matter  arose,  aud 
half  a  day  for  him  to  explain  the  matter. 
It  arose  in  this  way  :  £3,146,000  was 
borrowed  from  the  Treasury  on  this 
account  two  years  ago  under  the  Statute, 
and  the  Treasury  were  bound  this  last 
year  to  pay  over  £1,429,000,  which  was 
more  than  was  wanted,  aud  the  conse- 
quence is  that  the  money,  not  being  re- 
quired to  pay  off  the  loan,  is  available  to 
be  restored  to'the  Exchequer.  I  do  not 
know  whether  that  is  intelligible  to  any- 
body, as  it  is  barely  intelligible  to  me. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  I  beg  to 
give  notice  that  I  shall  oppose  the  Reso- 
lution, and  I  think  that  I  shall  be  able 
in  a  few  minutes  to  make  it  clear  to  the 
House  what  is  the  nature  of  the  transac- 
tion. 

REPOBTED  DTSTUBBAirOB  IN 
BEOHOANALAND. 
Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  wiie- 
tber  he  can  give  any  further  information 
as  to  a  reported  attack  by  Namaques 
on  Bechuanas,  resulting  in  the  slaughter 
of  many  natives,  men,  women,  and 
children,  and  also  of  some  whites  ;  and 
whether  or  no  these  Namaques  belong 
to  the  German  sphere  of  influence  or 
protectorate  ? 

•Mb.  S.  BUXTON  :  The  Secretary  of 
State  is  inquiring  into  the  matter,  about 
which  we  have  no  official  informatioa. 


EMPLOYMENT  FOR  EX-SOLDIERS. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  he 
can  state  what  is  the  number  of  non-com- 
missioned officers  and  men  at  home 
stations  employed  on  other  than  strictly 
military  duties,  and  struck  off  the  ordinary 
duty  roster  ;  whether,  at  the  date  of  the 
Report  of  the  Wantage  Committee,  they 
numbered  no  less  than  13,000  ;  and  whe- 
ther the  practice  as  to  employed  men,  de- 
8cril>ed  by  Sir  A.  Haliburton  as  a  legacy 
from  the  long  service  system,  has  been 
modified  ;  aud,  if  so,  in  what  manner, 
since  the  Wantage  Committee  reported 
two  years  ago  ? 

•Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Proposals  dealing  with  this  subject  are 
now  under  consideration.  The  number 
of  soldiers  employed  on  duties  which  are 
not  strictly  military  cannot  be  stated 
without  a  reference  to  the  General  Officers 
commanding  in  the  isereral  districts, 

Mb.  U anbury  :  But  is  it  not  a 
fact  that  at  the  date  of  the  Report  of  the 
Wantage  Committee  the  number  was 
13,000  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  i 
That  may  have  been  so. 

Majob  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.) :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  take  into  con- 
sideration the  desirability  of  employing 
first-class  Army  Reserve  men  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  whole  qnestioa  is  under  considera- 
tion. 

KEKHARS  POOR  LAW  OUABDIANS* 
ELECTION. 

Mb.  KILBRIDE  (Kerry,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Irelnud  whether  the  Local 
Government  Board  have  yet  held  an  in- 
quiry into  the  proceedings  in  connection 
with  the  election  of  Poor  Law  Guardians 
in  the  Kenmare  Union  ;  and  whether  the 
alleged  irregularaud  illegal  conduct  of  the 
chairman,  on  the  occasion  of  the  election 
of  chairman,  will  also  be  inquired  into  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Board  on 
the  16th  instant  instructed  their  Inspector 
to  hold  a  sworn  inquiry  into  this  matter, 
and  the  investigation  wilt  take  place  at 
the  earliest  possible  date.  The  matter 
referred  to  in  the  second  paragraph  has 
already  formed  the  subject  of  inquiry  by 
the  Local  Government  Board,  who  do 
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not  think  that  it  calls  for  further  ioter- 
ferencc  oo  their  part. 

NEW    PARISH  BOUNDARIES. 

Mr.  RANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
Tiiinster)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presiilent  of 
the  Local  Government  Boani  what  will 
be  the  latest  possible  date  for  the  ar- 
rangement of  the  boundaries  under  **  The 
Local  Government  Act,  1894,"  if  the 
Government  proposals  for  deferring  the 
date  of  the  elections  of  Parish  and  Dis- 
trict Councils  are  adopted  ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  It  will 
be  seen  from  Section  84  (3)  (b)  of  the 
Local  Goverument  Act,  1894,  that  the 
30th  of  Angast  in  the  present  year  is  the 
date  before  which  the  re-arrangement  of 
boundaries  must  be  completed.  The  Bill 
before  the  House  for  accelerating  the 
registration  makes  no  alteration  in  this 
respect. 

CHILDREN  IN  LONDON  PRISONS. 
Mk.PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
N.E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
Eis  attention  has  been  called  to  a  state- 
ment published  in  the  Press  by  Mr. 
William  Wheatley,  that  on  the  19th  in- 
stant he  found  two  children  undergoing 
a  sentence  of  five  days^  imprisonment  in 
Pentonville  Prison,  and  that  cue  of  the 
children  said  he  would  be  11  next  birth- 
•day,  but  did  not  look  more  than  eight, 
and  the  other  stated  that  he  would  be  13 
next  birthday,  but  did  not  look  more  than 
nine  ;  for  what  offence,  from  what  Court, 
and  by  what  Magistrate  were  these 
children  committed  ;  and  whether  the 
committal  to  prison  was  reported  to  the 
Home  Office  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  boys  referred 
to  were  sentenced  at  the  Marlborough 
Street  Police  Court  by  Mr.  Hannay  to  a 
fine  of  5s.,  or  five  days'  imprisonment,  for 
throwing  bricks  and  stones  from  a  partly 
-demolished  building  iu  Nassau  Street,  at 
passengers  in  the  street,  about  which 
practice  many  complaints  had  been  made 
io  the  police.  There  were  four  boys  iu 
all  i  one  over  1 4  was  remanded  for  a 
week,  and  the  three  others  were  fined  5s. 
■each  or  five  days.  Only  one  of  the  three 
fines  was  paid  ;  the  parents  of  two  of 
the  boys,  Baker  and  Smith,  wishing  them 
■to  be  taught  a  lesson,  refused  to  pay  the 
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fines,  saying  that  they  could  do  nothing 
with  their  boys.  The  Governor  of  Peo- 
tonville  informs  me  that  the  boys  were 
treated  io  the  ordiuary  way  iu  cells  set 
apart  for  juveniles.  The  matter  was  re- 
ported to  the  Home  Office. 

LONDON  PRISON  ACCOMMODATION. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if  he  is  now  able  to  state 
what  questions  (in  addition  to  the  accom- 
modation in  Loudon  prisons)  will  be  re- 
ferred to  the  proposed  Departmental 
Committee  of  Inquiry  into  our  prison 
system  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  No;  I  am  not  at 
present  ic  a  position  to  give  my  hon. 
Friend  the  information  he  asks. 

CLOOHBB  VALLBT  TRAMWAY, 

Mb.  M*GILLIGAN  (Fermanagh,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  he  is  aware  that  engine- 
drivers  in  the  employment  of  the  Clogher 
Valley  Tramway  Company  are  obliged 
to  work  12  hours  daily,  and  occasionally 
17  hours  a  day  ;  and  that  ou  a  recent 
occasion  an  engine-driver  worked  on  the 
line  for  36  hours  withont  rest ;  and  will  he 
have  inquiry  made  into  the  conditions 
and  hours  of  labour  of  engioe-driTers, 
milesmeu,  and  lamp-lighters  tn  the  employ 
of  this  Company  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  made 
inquiry,  and  the  Company  inform  the 
Board  of  Trade  that  their  engine-drivers 
work  60  hours  per  week  of  six  days  ; 
that  there  are  no  Sunday  trains  ;  they 
add  that  in  case  of  breakdown  the  hours 
may  have  been  longer,  but  tbey  do  not 
admit  the  long  hoars  referred  to  by  the 
hoD,  Member. 

Mb.  U'GILLIGAX  :  WUl  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  inquire  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  I  have  made  in- 
quiries, and  I  have  given  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber the  result.  If  the  hon.  Member  has 
particulars  of  any  specific  cases,  and  will 
lay  them  before  me,  I  will  inquire  further. 

VEHICULAR  LIGHTING  AT  NIGHT-TIME. 

Mb.  mount  (Berks,  Newbury): 
I  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Govmnment  Board  whether  a  Conntj^ 
Council  has  power  to  pass  a  bya>law  re- 
quiring every  vehicle  drawn  by  anj 
anima!  in  that  ooanty  between  one  hour 
after  sunset  and  one  boor  before  sonriM 
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to  have  a  lighted  lamp  attached  to  that 
vehicle  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  -  LEFEVRE  :  The 
Secretary  of  State  has  held  that  such  a 
bye-law  may  be  made  under  Section  16 
of  the  Local  Govemmeut  Act,  1888,  pro- 
vided its  terma  are  reasonable.  The 
matter  is  one  which  has  been  considered 
to  fall  within  the  words  "  good  rule  and 
goverument "  of  a  county.  Monmouth- 
shire is  a  county  where  such  a  bye-law 
is  in  force. 

SALMON  FISHING  IN  THE  RIVEB 

SLANEY. 

Mr.  FFRENCH  (Wexford.  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lonl 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  rod  fishermen  are  allowed  the 
privilege  of  fishing  for  salmon  in  the 
River  Slaoey  six  weelts  previous  to  the 
time  altoted  to  the  net  &Bhenne&' ;  whe- 
ther a  like  custom  is  prevalent  on  all  the 
rivers  in  Ireland  where  salmon  are  taken  ; 
and  whether  he  can  take  any  steps  to 
assimilate  the  times  for  the  be^ioning  of 
net  and  rod  fishing  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  understand  the 
fact  is  as  stated  in  the  first  paragraph. 
The  difference  between  the  dates  on  which 
net  fishing  and  angling  commence 
depends  on  local  circumstances,  and  the 
Inspectors  of  Fisheries  are  of  opinion  that 
.  the  interests  of  the  salmon  fisheries  would 
not  admit  of  the  assimilation  of  dates 
for  the  commencement  of  net  and  rod 
fishing. 

THE  REVISED  EDUCATION  CODE. 

Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education  when 
the  Revised  Code  relating  to  evening 
schools  will  be  printed  and  circulated  ; 
and  when  the  same  will  come  into  opera- 
tion ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  Evening  School 
Code  will  be  printed  and  circulated  very 
shortly.  It  contains  a  prorisioa  making 
it  Apply  to  all  schools,  the  grants  to 
.which  fall  dne  after  the  30tfa  of  April, 
1894,  which  is  the  end  of  the  school- 
year  for  evening  schools ;  practically, 
therefore,  it  affects  but  few  schools  until 
they  begin  their  new  session  next  winter. 
I  will  undertake  that  plenty  of  time 
shall  be  given  for  the  consideration  of  the 
few  changes  which  have  been  made  from 
last  yearns  Code. 
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Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  :  When  will  the 
Code  become  law  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  Practically  it  will 
not  take  effect  until  next  autumn. 

Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  :  But  when  will 
it  become  law  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND :  It  was  laid  on  the 
Table  at  the  end  of  last  montli.  It  be- 
comes law  a  month  from  the  date  of  so 
laying  it. 

FHCENLX  PARK  0RAZING8. 

Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury whether  the  Board  of  Works  intend 
to  re-establish  the  old  system  of  letting 
the  grazing  in  Phoenix  Park  to  different 
owners  of  cattle,  now  that  the  Veterinary 
Department  of  the  Privy  Council  have 
stated  in  reply  to  the  Dublin  Cowkeepers* 
Association  that  there  was  no  bindranoe 
to  their  cattle  being  grazed  upon  the  park  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT :  In  conse- 
quence of  the  withdrawal  by  the  Veteri- 
nary Department  of  the  objection  to  the 
admission  of  grazing  cattle  to  the  Phoenix 
Park  the  Board  of  Works  decided  to 
invite  tenders  for  the  grazing  of  the  park 
by  cattle  the  property  of  one  owner,  and 
that,  if  DO  such  tender  were  made,  appli- 
cations from  owners  irrespective  of  num- 
bers should  be  received.  No  tenders 
came  in,  and  accordingly  the  old  practice 
is  being  reverted  to. 

BIBEENHBAD  GUARDIANS  AND  THE 
NATIONAL  DOCK  LABOURERS'  UNION. 

Mr.  M.  AUSTIN  (Limerick,  W.)  :  On 
behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Middles- 
brough, I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
his  attention  bos  been  called  to  the  refusal 
of  the  medical  officer  of  the  Birkenhead 
Board  of  Guardians  to  grant  sick  certifi- 
cates to  members  of  the  National  Dock 
Labourers'  Union  who  were  unable  to 
pay  for  the  same,  with  the  result  that 
tliey  are  deiffived  of  the  sick  allowance 
from  that  organisation  ;  and  whether 
medical  officers  of  such  Boards  aro  justi- 
fied in  their  refusal  to  grant  such  certifi- 
cates ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Guardians  of  the  Birken- 
head Union  that  application  was  made 
to  them  by  the  Branch  Secretary  of  the 
Dock  Labourers'  Union  to  direct  the 
medical  officer  of  the  workhouse  to  give 
to  members  of  that  organisation  who 
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were  Id  the  workhouse  oertificates  of 
iUness,  not  for  the  purpose  of  obtaiuiug 
sick  pay  but  to  keep  the  members  in 
burial  benefit.    The  Grnardiatis  were  of 

opinion  that  it  formed  no  part  of  the  duty 
of  the  medical  officer  of  the  workhouse 
to  give  these  certificates,  and  the  Local 
OoTernment  Board  concur  in  the  view  of 
the  Guardians  that  there  is  no  legal  obli- 
gatioQ  attaching  to  the  medical  officer  in 
^is  matter. 

TAXES  ON  LAND  VALUES. 
Mr.  D ALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  the  Goverament  will  consent  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee 
to  inquire  and  report  as  to  the  most  effi- 
cacious method  of  levying  a  tax  on  land  | 
values  ? 

Mr.  H.  L.  W.LAWSON  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester)  :  May  I  ask  whether  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  aware 
that  a  vast  amount  of  evidence  on  the 
subject  of  ground  values  was  taken 
during  the  late  Parliament  by  the  Town 
Holdings  Committee  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  Yes.  I  was 
going  to  refer  to  the  fact  that  the  Town 
Holdings  Committee  have  already  col- 
lected a  large  amount  of  evidence  on  the 
subject.  I  can  hardly  understand  what 
my  hoD.  Friend  wants  to  know. 

Mr.  DALZIEL:  I  wish  an  inquiry  into 
the  mode  of  levying  the  tax.  That  has 
not  been  gone  into. 

THE   NEW'  ESTATE  DUTY. 

Mr.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  he  will  lay  upoo 
the  Table  a  Return  of  some  few  typical 
estates,  showing  what  wonld  be  the 
average  payments  under  the  head  of  the 
existing  Succession  Duty,  and  what  he 
anticipates  would  be  the  pajrments  under 
the  new  Estate  Duty  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  do  not  think 
I  can  at  present  undertake  to  lay  before 
the  House  the  particulars  asked  for. 
When  the  Bill  is  before  the  House  the 
hon.  Member  and  his  friends  will,  trtth 
the  information  then  supplied,  have  no 
difficulty  in  forming  their  own  concln- 
sions. 

Mr.  W.  long  :  Cannot  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  us  some  indication 
of  the  interpretation  the  Government 
will  place  on  the  words  marketable 
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value,"  and  the  method  in  which  such 
value  wilt  be  arrived  at  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  I  am  afraid 
I  can  add  nothing  to  my  answer. 

UGANDA. 

Mr.  a.  smith  (Christchurch)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  the  details  of  the  proposed 
arrangements  for  the  Protectorate  of 
Uganda  conld  be  given  in  answer  to  a 
question,  in  order  to  allay  the  anxiety  on 
the  subject  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  That  ques- 
tion I  have  already  answered. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  Can  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  give  us  any  idea 
when  the  Debate  will  be  taken  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  told  the 
hon.  Gentleman  it  would  be  takeu  when 
we  had  got  the  Scotch  business  out  of 
the  House. 

MR.  DBENEY,  J.P. 

Mr.  BUTCHER  (York)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  has 
been  brought  to  his  knowledge  that  Mr. 
Deeney,  of  Rathmullen,  in  the  County  of 
Donegal,  who  was  appointed  to  the  Com- 
mission of  the  Peace  for  County  Donegal 
in  January,  1893,  was  the  holder  of  a 
retail  liceoce  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors  in  Rathmullen,  and  that  ho  trans- 
ferred his  licence  to  his  wife  ;  and  whe- 
ther, under  these  circumstances,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  proposes  to  take 
any  steps  to  revoke  such  appointment  ? 

Mr.  mains  (Douegal,  N.)  :  Before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers  the 
question,  may  I  ask  whether  the  late 
Conservative  Government  did  not  appoint 
persons  to  the  Commission  of  the  Peace 
for  the  Counties  of  Derry  and  Donegal 
who  then  held,  and  still  do,  common 
retail  public-house  licences;  whether  Mr. 
Deeney  gave  a  transfer  of  his  hotel  spirit 
licence  previously  to  his  appointment  to 
the  Commission  of  the  Peace  ;  whether 
from  the  date  of  his  appointment  any 
fault  has  been  found  with  him  In  the  dis* 
charge  of  his  Magisterial  duties ;  and 
whether  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
proposes  to  take  any  steps  to  revoke  the 
appointment  of  those  Magistrates  who 
at  present  hold  retail  licences  in  County 
Derry  and  County  Donegal  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  It  is  a  fact  that 
the  late  Government  did  appoint  holders 
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<ii  licences  to  the  CommiBsion  of  the 
Peace.  Id  answer  to  the  question  on  the 
Paper,  the  appoiutment  referred  to  was 
made  on  the  recouiiueudation  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  the  County,  and  before 
acting' on  the  recommeadation  the  Lord 
Cbanoellor  required  Mr.  Deenej  to  give 
an  undertaking  to  transfer  his  licensed 
basiDess.  The  Magistrates  at  Quarter 
Sessions  in  the  county  granted  the  licence. 
Owing  to  the  lapse  of  time  that  had 
taken  place  the  Lord  Chancellor  did  not 
propose  interfering  with  the  matter  now  ; 
and  as  the  hon.  Member  will  see,  if  such 
a  course  were  takeu,  the  Lord  Cbanoellor 
would  be  bound  to  caucet  similar  appoint- 
ments which  were  made  by  his  prede- 
cessor in  Office. 

Mh.  CARSON  (Dublin  University)  : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  consider 
the  advisability  of  testing  the  legality  of 
these  licences  under  the  circumstances  ? 

Ms.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  will  lay  the 
point  before  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

THE    NEWFOUNDLAND  MINISTERIAL 
CRISIS. 

Sib  F.  EVANS  (Southampton):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  the  Report 
cabled  from  St.  John's,  Newfoundland, 
which  appeared  in  The  Daily  News  and 
other  morning  papers  of  this  day,  to  the 
effect  that — 

"  The  L^:ialature  of  Newfoundland  baa  been 
farther  pronged  until  the  23rd  of  May  " 

is  correct ;  whether  the  Legislature  was 
80  further  prorogued  by  the  Governor 
acting  under  instructions  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government ;  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  all  correspoodenee  which  has 
passed  between  the  Governor  of  New- 
foundland and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment relating  to  a  demand  for  dissolu- 
tion made  by  the  late  Government  of 
Newfoundland,  of  which  Sir  William 
Whiteway  was  Premier  ? 

Mb.  S.  BUXTON  :  The  Legishiture 
of  Newfoundland  has  been  prorogued  by 
the  Governor,  -  acting  on  ma  advice  of 
his  responsible  advisers,  until  May  23. 
I  can  make  no  promise  as  to  wliat,  if  any, 
portion  of  the  correspondence  in  regard 
to  tl}is  Ministerial  crisis  can  be  presented 
to  Parliament ;  but  I  say  at  once  that 
the  telegraphic  correspondence  that  has 
passed  between  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  the  Croremor  of  Newfound- 


land has  been  necessarily  of  a  highly- 
confidential  character,  and,  of  course, 

will  not  be  published. 

Sir  F.  EVANS  :  Cannot  the  hon. 
Geutleman  answer  more  definitely  that 
part  of  my  question  as  to  whether  the 
Legislature  was  further  prorogued  by  the 
Governor  under  instructions  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  I  have  said  that 
the  Governor  acted  on  the  advice  of  his 
responsible  advisers, 

THE  GLENLARA  MURDER,  CO.  CORK. 
Mr.  DARLING  (Deptford)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  whether  he  can  give  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  reported  murder  of  a 
caretaker  in  North  Cork  ;  whether  any- 
one has  been  arrested  for  the  murder  ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  he  wilt  use  all  the 
powers  conferred  upon  him  by  the  Crimes 
Act  in  order  to  detect  the  murderer  ? 

Ma.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  this 
ternble  outrage  was  denounced  vigorously 
from  all  the  altars  in  the  neighbourhood 
yesterday  ;  that  a  strong  feeling  of  public 
indignation  has  been  aroused  in  the 
locality,  and  that  to-day  the  shops  in 
Newmarket  are  shuttered  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  quite  true 
that  the  murder  was  denounced  yester- 
day from  all  the  altars  in  the  district, 
and  that  to-day  the  town  of  Newmarket 
bears  signs  of  goueral  mourning.  I 
regret  to  say  that  the  acconnt  in  the 
morning  papiers  is  substantially  correct — 
that  Donovan  was  brutally  attacked  on 
the  morning  of  Saturday  last  by  two 
men,  and  was  beaten  about  the  head  with 
the  stock  of  a  gun.  He  then  scrambled 
back  to  his  room,  aud,  about  three  or 
four  hours  afterwards,  died.  Of  course, 
it  is  not  desirable  that  I  should  8tat«  in 
any  form  what  clue  the  police  have,  nor 
what  steps  they  are  taking  in  regard  to 
the  outrage.  As  to  the  question  about 
the  Crimes  Act,  I  do  not  think  that 
applies. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  Was  Donovan 
under  police  protection  at  the  time  of  the 
murder  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  He  was,  to  the 
extent  of  being  under  protection  by  police 
patrol,  which  frequently  passed  his  farm. 

Mr.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.) :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  the  man  was 
murdered  by  being  beatea«bout  the  head 
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^ith  the  stock  of  a  gun.  Is  it  true,  as 
reported  in  some  of  tlie  papers,  that  be 
was  also  shot  ? 

Mr.  J,  MORLEY  :  My  report  is 
that  he  was  beatea  on  the  head  with  a 
gun  as  he  lay  in  bed,  aud  afterwards 
dragged  into  tbe  yard  aad  beaten  again. 
I  have  no  iDformation  as  to  his  having 
been  shot. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
Can  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  say 
whether  this  is  one  of  those  cases  in 
jelatioD  to  an  evicted  farm  where  an 
evicted  tenaut  would  be  restored  under 
the  Evicted  Tenants'  Bill  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

Mr.  MACNEILL  (Donegal,  S.) : 
May  I  ask  whether,  until  last  Sunday, 
there  had  been  any  agrarian  murder  in 
the  district  for  23  mouths,  the  period  of 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman's  administration 
in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  CARSON:  Was  there  not  a 
deplorable  outrage  only  last  week  ? 
*Mr.  speaker  :  Oider,order!  The 
last  two  questions  are  entirely  outside 
tbe  question  upon  the  Paper. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAJT. 
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C3VU1TTEE. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  tbe  Committee.) 

•The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  H  ARCOURT,  Derby) : 
I  have  understood  that  it  will  be  for  tbe 
convenience  of  the  House  to  deal  in  tbe 
following  manner  with  these  Resolutions. 
I  understand  that  right  bon.  and  bon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  desire  to  have  some 
further  explanation  of  the  first  Resolution^ 
but  that,  having  had  that  explanation, 
they  desire  that  tbe  discussion  upon  it 
should  be  postponed  until  to-morrow.  I 
will,  therefore,  now  move  formally  the  first 
Resolution,  relating  to  the  Estate  Duty, 
and  I  will  then  renew  it  again  to-morrow. 
I  may  point  out  to  the  Committee  that 
it  is  of  the  greatest  consequence  that  the 
Bill  should  be  brought  forward  as  well 
us  the  Income  Tax  Resolutions,  so  that 
there  should  be  authority  from  the  House 
to  levy  tbe  Income  Tax  at  the  proposed 
increased  rate.    That  being  done,  to- 
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morrow  will  be  free  for  tbe  discussion  on 
tbe  Estate  Duty.    I  do  not  know  that  I 

can  add  very  much  to  tbe  statement  I 
have  already  made.  It  is  impossible  to 
understand  tbe  question  until  you  have 
before  you  the  clauses  which  dea'  i» 
detail  with  this  matter,  and  when  yoa 
have  seen  the  Bill  you  wilt  find  that  tbe 
plans  of  the  Government  are  compara- 
tively simple.  There  is  a  good  deal  in 
the  machinery  clauses  which  cannot  be 
avoided  in  cases  of  this  kind  ;  but  the 
enacting  clause  provides  that  the  exist- 
ing Probate,  Account,  Estate,  and  addi- 
tional Succession  Duties  shall  cease  to 
exist,  and  in  their  place  there  will  be  a 
new  Estate  Duty,  levied  upon  the  prin- 
cipal value  of  all  property  which  passes 
on  tbe  death  of  the  deceased,  whether 
real  or  personal,  settled  or  unsettled,  and 
the  principal  value  having  been  taken, 
tbe  duty  will  be  graduated  according  to 
the  scale  set  forth  in  tbe  Resolution. 
Property  passing  on  tbe  death  of  the 
deceased  may  be  of  different  kinds.  Of 
course,  I  am  not  now  speaking  of  realty 
and  personalty.  The  first  property 
which  will  be  dealt  with  is  prof)erty  of 
which  the  deceased  is  competent  at  the 
time  of  his  death  to  dispose.  That  in- 
cludes for  the  first  time  foreigu  property 
belonging  to  persons  domiciled  in  tbe 
Unit»l  Kingdom.  Such  property  is  at 
present  subject  to  Legacy  Duty.  Tbe 
second  class  of  property  dealt  with  under 
the  present  tax  is  properly  which  the 
deceased  has  himself  settled  in  his  lifetime 
-»tbat  is  to  say,  property  not  at  his  dis- 
posal at  the  time  of  his  death.  It 
will  also  include  all  those  classes  of 
gifts  which  are  now  taxaUe  uoder  the 
Account  Duty  saeh  Mdonatio  mortis  eauta 
• — voluntary  gifts  made  within  12  months 
of  death,  life  iusurauues,  and  other  things 
now  chargeable  under  the  Account  Duty. 
At  present  tbe  Account  Duty  applies  only 
to  voluntary  settlements.  Hereafter  the 
principle  of  the  Account  Duty  will  be 
applied  to  all  settlements,  whether  volun- 
taryorforconsideration.  I  cometoanother 
class  of  property  in  which,  by  the  dis- 
position of  someother  person,  the  deeeMed 
bad  ouly  a  life  interest — that  is  to  say,  a 
settlement  made  by  A  upon  B,  but  which 
property  passes  from  B's  family  upon  BV 
death.  That  property  will  pay  Estate 
Duty,  but  it  will  be  treated  for  the  pur- 
poses of  graduating  tbe  duty  in  a  different 
manner  from  propwty  n^tled  hj  the 
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deeessed  himBolf.  These  are  the  three 
main  classes  of  property  which  will  be- 
come the  subject  of  the  proposed  Estate 
Duty,  aod  all  these  several  kinds  of 
property,  taken  upon  their  principal 
value,  will  be  treated  as  one  estate  for 
the  purpose  of  determining  the  graduated 
rate.  That  is  to  say,  if  a  tnao  has 
£50,000  in  personalty  and  £50,000  in 
realty,  settled  or  Dusettled,  they  will  be 
pat  together  and  treated  as  one  estate  for 
the  determination  of  the  gradunted  rale  to 
be  placed  apon  them,  except  when  the 
property,  settled  by  the  disposition  of 
some  other  person  than  the  deceased, 
passes  away  from  the  descendants  or  the 
family  of  the  deceased  to  some  other 
person,  in  which  case  it  will  not  be 
valued  with  his  own  property  for  the 
pnrposes  of  graduation.  Therefore,  that 
£100,000  will  under  those  circumstances 
pay  the  Estate  Duty  at  the  rate  belonging 
to  £100,000,  but  will  not  pay  more, 
because  there  may  be  another  £50,000 
passing  away  &om  the  deceased  at  his 
death,  but  not  to  his  own  family. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  Guild- 
ford): Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
say  whether  by  "family"  he  means 
lineal  descendants  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  will  give 
further  details  on  that  point  to-morrow. 
We  now  come  to  the  question  of  settle- 
ment, which  is  the  most  difficult  matter 
in  the  Bill.  A  settlement  covers  several 
lires,  bat  at  present  Probate  Duty  is  paid 
only  ODoe  on  property  settled  by  will.  The 
question  we  have  to  consider  is  Udi :  What 
principle  shall  we  apply  to  settlements  by 
will  or  otherwise  ?  Will  you  allow  one 
payment  to  cover  settlement,  or  will  you 
take,  as  in  cases  where  there  are  no 
settlements,  full  payment  on  every  death  ? 
_  Take  the  case  of  property  in  connection 
with  which  there  is  no  settlement.  The 
property  goes  to  A,  and  he  pays  full 
duty  ;  it  then  goes  to  B,  his  brother,  and 
he  pays  full  duty  ;  then  it  goes  by  will 
to  C,  and  be  pays  full  duty  likewise.  In 
this  case  A,  B,  and  C  have  free  disposal 
of  the  property,  whereas  if  property 
were  settled  each  would  only  have  a  life 
interest.  Therefore,  after  much  reflec- 
tion, T  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
we  ought  to  follow  the  principle  now  in 
force  under  the  Probate  Duty,  and  allow 
one  payment  to  cover  the  settlement. 
Some  people  think  that  is  a  very  great 
aaerifice,  becaosa  of  the   number  of 


lives  in  the    settlement.     You  may 
have  a  number  of  lives,  but  you  can 
only   have   one   generation.      It  may 
well    be   that    a   young    life   in  free 
testacy  may  cover  a  longer  period  than 
all  the  lives  in  the  settlement,  and  there- 
fore it  is  not  certain  that  in  every  case  a 
settlement  will  cover  more  than  a  single 
life,  but  on  the  whole  and  on  the  average 
there  might  be  a  loss.    We  cannot  esti- 
mate exactly,  what  that  loss  will  be,  but, 
following  the  scheme  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  we  propose,  as  I  men- 
tioned in  my  Budget  statement,  that  an 
additional  1   per  cent,  shall  be  placed 
upon  settlements,  to  cover theaverage  loss 
arising  through  one  of  those  circum- 
stances.     If  this  percentage  is  found  to 
be  too  much  it  will  be  discontinued  ;  if 
it  is  found  to  lie  too  little,  it  may  be  in- 
creased.   A  question  has  been  suggested 
to  me  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Forest  of  Dean :  "  What 
are  yoii  going  to  do  in  cases  where 
Probate  Duty  has  been  paid  upon  a  death 
occurring  before  the  passing  of  the  Bill  ?  " 
We  have  considered  it  only  fair  to  allow 
that  duty  to  cover  the  settlement,  and 
not  to   require   payment  of   the  new 
Estate  Duty  in   respect  of  it.  Now, 
I  should  like  to  say  a  word  or  two 
upon  small  estates  under  £1,000.  That 
is  a  very  material  question  under  this 
Bill.     At  present  these  estates  in  the 
case  of  personalty  pay  both  Probate  and 
Legacy  Duty.   In  the  case  of  realty  they 
pay  only  Succession  Duty.     In  future 
they  will  only  pay  Estate  Duty,  aod, 
generally  speaking,  the  charge  on  them 
will  be  less  than  it  is  at  present.    I  need 
not  repeat  what  I  have  already  said  on 
that  matter,      I  went  into  it  in  my 
Budget  speech.  I  have  been  asked  as  to 
the  mode  of  valuation.    I  would  remind 
all  hon.  Gentlemen  who  must  be  familiar 
with  the  practice  in  these  matters  that 
the  6rst  valuer  in  alt  these  matters  is 
the  successor  himself.     I  know  the 
ordinary  practice,  having  bad  to  do  with 
a  great  many,  deeds  of  administration— 
because  when  a  man  has  the  misfortune 
to  belong  to  the  Bar  his  family  always 
insist  on  making  him  executor  aod  trus- 
tee, and  therefore  he  becomes  familiar 
with  the  administration  of  estates.  In 
99  cases  out  of  100  what  happens  is  this  : 
The  executor  sends  for  the  most  respect- 
able and  well-known  surveyor  in  jthe 
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neighbourhood  and  telle  him  to  value  the 
property.  If  it  is  a  question  of  plate,  he 
Bends  for  the  most  respected  and  eminent 
fiilversniith  in  London,  and  in  the  case 
of  jewelB  he  does  the  same  thing  ;  and 
I  can  say  from  my  knowledge  and  from 
information  received  from  the  Inland 
Bevenue  that  in  the  far  greater  number 
of  cases  the  valuation  is  accepted,  unless 
there  is  some  reason  to  believe  that  it  is 
outrageously  inadequate  and  improper. 
That  is  the  first  system  of  valuation. 
People  are  in  most  cases  their  own 
valners. 

LoBD  B.  CHXJRCHILL  (Padding- 
too,  S.)  :  What  about  worVo  of  art  ? 

Sir  W.  HAECOURT  :  I  know  that 
works  of  art,  when  valued  to  the  nation, 
are  very  often  valued  at  a  very  high  price 
indeed,  and  I  should  be  extremely  happy 
if  works  of  art  were  always  valued  on 
that  scale.  I  believe  the  result  to  the 
Exchequer  would  be  far  greater  than  it 
is  at  the  present  time.  I  say  the  parties 
themselves  are,  generally  speaking,  the 
first  valuers.  It  is  not  the  interest  or  the 
policy  of  the  Department  to  extract  the 
uttermost  farthing,  and  they  do  not  do 
BO.  Any  moderate  and  fair  valuation  is 
taken  and  accepted  by  the  Inland  Be- 
venue.  There  are  cases  which  would 
astonish  the  Committee  if  I  told  them 
the  valuation  that  has  been  made. 
I  would  ask  the  Committee  to  con- 
sider the  disadvantage  of  what  some 
people,  I  know,  favour,  and  that  is 
establishing  a  lixed  rule  of  valuation.  In 
the  first  place,  under  the  existing  system, 
especially  with  regard  to  land,  the  annual 
Tflhie  is  taken.  The  proposal  of  the 
Government  is  that  the  Commissioners 
shall  take  methods,  subject  to  appeal  to 
the  Court,  as  they  think  best  to  ascertain 
the  value.  They  will  not  exclude  annual 
value  as  one  of  the  methods  for  arriving 
at  principal  value  ;  but  I  think  that  the 
more  discretion  that  is  left  to  the  Com- 
missioners as  to  the  method  of  ascer- 
tainiug  the  value  of  any  commodity  the 
wiser  will  it  be.  One  hears  some  people 
talk  as  if  there  were  diflBculties  iu  ascer- 
taining principal  value.  Principal  valae 
was  introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite ;  and  for  five  years  the 
Estate  Duty  has  been  paid  on  principal 
value  in  certain  cases,  and  there  has 
been  no  difficulty  whatever.  Principal 
value  has  for  a  long  time  been  the 
system  of  valuation  in  connection  with 
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leasehold?,  and  I  would  ask  gentlemen 
who  say  there  is  great  difficulty  in  ascer- 
taining the  principal  value  of  freeholds 
why  there  should  be  more  difficulty  in 
their  case  than  in  the  case  of  leaseholds  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  was 
driven  into  arriving  at  principal  value  by 
capitalising  the  rent  on  certain  tables  ; 
but  I  would  point  out  to  gentlemen 
interested  in  the  land  that  that  is  a 
principle  extremely  to  the  disadvantage 
of  properties  falling  iu  value  and  to  the 
advantage  of  properties  rising  in  value. 
Therefore  it  is  the  worst  of  all  principles 
to  be  adopted.  In  future  the  charge  will 
be  upon  the  capital  value,  not  on  the 
capitalised  rent,  and  will  therefore  be 
jnster  as  between  different  kinds  of  landed 
property  than  it  is  at  present.  Proper- 
ties of  great  prospective  value  will  pay 
ou  a  much  larger  figure,  and  properties 
with  a  less  bright  future  may,  in  a  good 
many  cases,  pay  on  a  low*er  figure  than 
they  do  at  present.  Any  attempt  to  lay 
down  B  hu^-and-fast  principle  of  valua- 
tion would  in  my  opinion  be  imprac- 
ticable. It  would  lead  to  injustice  to 
properties  which  have  the  poorest  out- 
look. Any  fixed  number  of  years'  pur- 
cliase,  not  too  low  for  the  State  to  accept, 
would  be  far  too  high  for  these  distressed 
properties  to  bear.  But  the  State  ought 
not  to  accept  20  or  24  years'  purchase  on 
property  like  that  near  London.  It  is 
worth  more.  Why  should  you  fix  too 
low  a  standard  on  the  most  valuable 
property,  and  consequently  oppress  pro- 
perties less  able  to  bear  it  ?  Surely  it 
is  far  better  to  endeavour  in  each  case 
to  assess  the  tax  upon  the  value  which 
really  pertains  to  the  property.  I 
venture  to  ask  the  Committee  to  con- 
fider  this  matter,  because  I  know 
it  occupies  a  great  deal  of  attention, 
especially  amongst-  those  interested  in 
land;  I  ask  the  House  to  consider  what 
1  have  said  in  regard  to  leaseholds  and 
the  Estate  Duty,  and  to  bear  in  mind  tfamt 
where  this  has  been  in  practical  opera- 
tion there  has  been  no  real  ground  of 
complaint.  Now,  I  pass  to  another  snb- 
ject,  also  of  great  interest  to  the  owners 
of  real  property,  and  that  is  how  the 
money  is  to  be  raised.  First  of  all,  as  I 
have  said  already,  I  have  reserved  the 
eight  years'  instalments  in  order  not  to 
force  a  sale.  I  have  taken  the  length  of 
time  given  by  the  right  hon.  Oen^eman 
opposite.   But  the  monev^wiU  have  to 
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be  raised  Id  eome  form  or  another  if  it  is 
not  paid  off  in  these  jearlj  instalments. 
The  life  tenant  will  have  power  to  charge 
the  estate.  He  will  have  power  in 
respect  of  this  dutj  to  make  a  mortgage 
OD  the  estate,  and  if  he  prefers  to  pay  it 
out  of  his  pocket,  he  will  himself  be  in 
the  position  of  a  mortgagee.  It  is  said, 
"  How  are  you  to  borrow  money  at  all  in 
the  case  of  heavily  mortgaged  estates  ?  " 
People  do  not  bear  in  mind  that  the 
charge  will  only  be  on  what  remains  after 
you  have  deducted  the  mortgage.  That 
will  be  the  margin  and  the  residue  upon 
which  the  charge  will  be  made. 

•Sir  M.  hicks-beach  (Bristol, 
W.)  t  Will  the  charge  take  precedence 
of  existing  mortgages  P 

SiB  W.  HARCOURT:  Existing 
mortgages,  no.  Subsequent  mortgages, 
jea.  The  State  does  not  claim  to  take 
precedence  of  existing  mortgages.  There 
will  be  further  assistauce  which  we  pro- 
pose to  give  in  reference  to  the  raising 
of  the  money,  and  that  is  that  any  money 
out  of  the  settled  funds  may  be  employed 
for  the  purpose  of  paying  this  charge. 
That  is  all  I  have  to  say  about  the  Estate 
Duty.  I  come  now  to  the  Succession  Duty. 
I  find  that,  oddly  enough,  in  the  public 
mind  there  is  a  want  of  appreciation  of 
the  fact  that  there  have  always  been 
two  kinds  of  Death  Dnties  payable. 
I  now  refer  to  the  second  class  of  these 
duties.  These  are  the  Legacy  and  Succes- 
sion Duties.  The  Legacy  Duty  is  paid 
in  all  events  by  the  individual  to  whom 
the  property  comes.  The  Legacy  and 
Succession  Duties  are  subject  to  the 
consanguinity  scale.  The  Legacy 
Duty  under  the  Bill  will  remain 
entirely  unchanged.  The  Succession 
Duty  will  be  payable  as  now,  except — 
and  it  is  a  large  exception — in  the  case 
of  lineals,  who  will  be  exempt.  It  will 
be  levied  at  the  old  rates,  before  the 
additions  of  1^  and  ^  per  cent,  made  by 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Goschen). 
We  go  back  to  the  old  rates  of  Succession 
Duty.  Where  the  successor  takes  an 
absolute  interest,  this  duty  will  in 
future  be  payable  on  the  principal  value, 
and  not  upon  the  life  interest  as  at 
present.  That,  of  course,  is  a  great 
chauge,  and  will  put  it  upon  precisely 
the  B«De  footing  as  the  Legacy  Duty.  It 
will  be  a  charge  upon  the  property,  and 
tt  will  not  lapse  with  the  life  of  the 
person  liable,  and  it  will  carry  interest 


on  the  unpaid  instalments.  With 
these  changes,  the  Legacy  and  Suc- 
cession Duties  will  become  practically 
identical.  You  will  have  the  Estata 
Duty  levied  like  what  I  may  call  an  en- 
larged and  uoiTersal  Probate  Duty  upon 
all  classes  of  property,  and  you  will  have 
an  identical  Legacy  and  Succession  Duty, 
charged  practically,  as  in  the  present 
Legacy  Duty,  upou  the  beneficiaries  of 
the  property.  These  are  changes  which, 
I  admit^  are  of  large  character,  but  simple 
iu  their  pktu. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) :  As  to  the  Succession  Duty  pay- 
able by  a  person  who  succeeds  to  a  life 
estate,  that  will  only  be  on  the  value  of 
the  life  estate.  In  that  case  would  not 
the  Succession  Duty  lapse  with  the  life 
estate  ? 

Sir  W.  HAECOUET  :  Yes.  Great 
interest  is  attached  to  the  question,  how 
will  these  changes  affect  the  relation 
between  the  charges  upon  personalty  and 
upon  realty  ?  I  will  give  the  House 
some  important  figures.  At  present  the 
total  yield  of  the  Death  Duties  of  all 
kinds  is,  in  round  numbers,  £10,000,000. 
Of  that  at  present  £8,900,000 — I  may  say 
£9,000,000 — is  paid  by  personalty,  and 
£1,150,000  is  paid  by  realty.  And  mark, 
when  I  say  realty  I  am  not  speaking  of 
agricultural  laud ;  I  am  speaking  of  land 
and  freehold  houses  tliroughont  the 
country.  You  may  say,  therefore,  that 
at  present  the  land  and  freehold  houses— 
the  realty  of  the  country — pay  a 
little  more  than  one-tenth  of  the 
Death  Duty.  Personalty  under  Probate 
pays  now  £4,800,000  ;  the  Estate  Duty, 
£1,130,000  ;  Legacy  Duty,  £2,720,000; 
Succession  Duty,  £260,000  —  total, 
£8,910,000.  Now  we  go  to  realty.  Pro- 
bate Duty,  nothing ;  Estate  Duty, 
£110,000;  Legacy  Duty,  nothing  ;  Suc- 
cession Duty,  £1,040,000 — altogether, 
£l,ldO,000,  as  against  £8,910,000  for 
personalty. 

Mr.BEODRICK  :  What  is  the  capital 
value  ? 

Sir  W.  HAKCOUBT:  I  should 
rather  advise  the  hon.  Gentleman  uot  to 
pursue  that  inquiry.  I  will  now  state 
how  the  case  will  stand  on  the  plan  pro- 
posed by  the  Government.  By  our  plan 
the  total  yield  of  the  Death  Duties  will 
Iw  £13,500,000  as  against  £10,000,000 
at  present. 
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Sir  M.  hicks-beach  :  This  year  ? 
Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  No ;  I  am 
speaking  of  the  final  result.   Of  that,, 
personalty  will  pay  £11,000,000;  and 
realty,  land  and  houses,  £2,500,000. 
That  is  to  say,  that  under  the  plan  ot  the 
Government  the  increase  of  the  Death 
Duties  upon  personalty  will  be  £2,1 30,000, 
and  upon  realty  £1.320,000— total  in- 
crease, about  :£3,500,000.    That  is  not 
all.    I  hare  shown  that  the  additional 
chaise  upon  realty  under  this  plan  will 
be  £1,300,000.    Of  that,  less  than  one- 
half  will  fall  upon  agricultural  land- — 
that  is  to  Bay,  as  far  as  we  can  calculate, 
the  additional  charge  upon  agricultural 
land  will  be  about  £600,000.    But  for 
that  total  of  £1,300,000  put  upon  realty 
we  have  given  a  compensation  under 
Schedule   **  A of  the  Income  Tax 
amounting  to  £600,000   applicable  to 
realty.  I  ought  to  tell  the  Committee  that 
the  total  allowauce  under  Schedule  '*  A  " 
is  £800,000,  but  of  that  at  least  £200,000 
will  go  to  leaseholds,  which  are  reckoned 
as  personalty,  and,  therefore,  what  has  to 
be  deducted  from  the  charge  upon  realty 
is  £600,000.   Now,  that  will  leave  the 
net  additional  charge  imposed  by  the 
Budget,  upon  all  realty,  iucludiog  agricul- 
tural land  and  laud  and  houses,  at  £700,000. 
Of  this  sum  £350,000  or  £400,000  is 
asked  of  the  landed   interest   of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  b9  their  coulrlbntion  towards  the 
cost  of  the  defence  of  this  country,  and 
also  as  a  means  of  placing  taxation  ou 
an  equitable  l>asis.    I  see  to-night  that  a 
right  hon.  Gentlemau  goen  down  into  the 
country,  and  says  that  it  will  be  the  ruin 
of  his  ancestral  home,  and  that  hence- 
forth the  Couuty  of  Kent  will  grow 
thistles  inste&d  of  strawboiries.    I  hope 
that  such  will  not  be  the  result  of  pro-  ] 
posals  of  this  character.   I  confess  that 
when  I  come  to  examine  these  Resolu- 
tions I  am  astonished  ut  the  moderation 
of  the  change  that  is  made  by  them. 
I  hope  that  this  statement  of  mine  will 
tend  to  re-assure  those  who  have  l>eeu 
alarmed  by  the  rumours  that  have  been 
put  forward  that  we  are  going  to  inflict 
universal  ruin  upon  the  landed  interest 
of  this  country.    I  think  it  will  be  some 
satisfiwtion  to  them  that  an  act  of 
justice  which  has  long  been  desired — 
that  of  placing  all  property  on  all  equal 
footing— can   be  accomplished   ^  so 
small  a  cost  and  by  placing  so  s^U 


a  burden  upon  those  who  are  asked  to 
bear  it. 


Motion  made,  and  Questiou  proposed, 

Bstate  Duty. 
*'  That,  towards  rataiog  the  Supply  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  there  shall  be  levied  and  paid 
to  Her  Majeaty,  in  the  c»se  of  every  person 
dying  on  or  after  the  first  day  of  Jane,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-four,  upon 
the  principal  value  of  the  property,  real  or 
personal,  settled  or  not  settled,  which  posses,  or 
IS  to  be  deemed  to  pass,  on  or  witji  reference  to 
bis  death,  a  Duty  at  the  graduated  rates  fbUow* 
ing  (that  is  to  say) :— 


ail 
5  e  1 


1  i  I  1 


•s  ■s 

I  I 
,  .1 1 


■g  rt^      a  a  3  a  S 


*~     O     E-<  n  GQ  03  cc  ccK 


8  S   S  t  C 


ai>ri        >a  S 
«4 


s 

E 

I  U 

And,  where  property  subject  to  Duty  at  the 
gratluated  rates  to  be  imposed  in  conformity 
with  this  Resolution  i»  nettled,  there  shall  be 
levied  and  laid  to  Her  MajMty  upon  the 
principal  value  thereof  a  further  Duty  of  one 
pound  for  every  full  sum  of  £100,  and  for  any 
fractional  part  of  £100  over  any  multiple  of 
£100. 

In  resoect  of  property  chari^ble  with  Duty 
to  be  impoaed  in  conformity  with  this  Rewla- 
tioQ  there  shall  not  be  levied  the  Duties  follow- 
ing (that  is  to  say)  :— 
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1.  TbeStampDuticBimposedby'TheCustoma 
and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  I S8 1 ,'  on  the  affidavit  to 
be  required  and  received  from  the  person  apply- 
ing for  Probate  or  Lettem  of  Administration  in 
England  or  Irclaad,  or  on  the  inventory  to  be 
exhibited  and  recorded  in  Scotland. 

2.  The  Stamp  duties  imposed  bj  section  38 
of '  The  Custonu  and  Inland  Bevenae  Act,  188 1 ,' 
as  amended  and  extended  by  section  II  of  'The 
CoBtoms  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1889,'  on 
the  value  of  persooal  or  moveable  property  to 
be  included  in  accounts  thereby  directed  to  be 
delivered. 

3.  The  additional  Succession  Duties  impo6e<l 
by  section  31  of  'The  Customs  tuid  Inland 
Revenue  Act,  1888.' 

4.  The  temporary  Estate  Duties  impoaerl  by 
sections  K  and  fi  of  '  The  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  Act,  1889.' 

i>.  The  duty  at  the  rate  of  one  iiound  per 
centum  which  would,  by  virtue  of  the  Acts  in 
force  relating  to  Le^racy  Duty  or  Sncce»sion 
Duty,  have  been  payable  under  the  will  or 
intestacy  of  the  deceased,  or  on  or  by  reference 
to  his  death,  under  his  ilisposition  ur  any  devolu- 
tion from  him."— (Tftf  Chancellor  the  Ex- 
chequer.') 

•SiK  M.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol,  W.) : 
I  think  a  good  deal  might  be  ^aid,  and  a 
good  deal  will  have  to  be  said  when  wo 
come  to  discoss  this  question,  in  replj^  to 
the  concluding  observations  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  but  I  do  not  at 
all  intend  to  enter  into  arguments  either 
on  that  or  any  other  subject  now.  I 
understand  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  at  the  commencement  of  his  re- 
marks that  it  was  his  intention  to  with- 
draw this  Resolution  after  replying  to 
any  qiiestioQ  that  might  be  asked  him, 
aod  to  take  a  discussion  on  the  other 
Resolution.  In  the  first  place,  I  under- 
stand that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does 
not  intend  that  the  charge  to  be  imposed 
on  an  estate  by  the  new  Estate  Duty 
shall  take  procedure  of  existing  mort- 
firages.  That  being  so,  I  do  not  gather 
from  him  any  explanation  of  how  it  would 
be  possible  for  the  owner  of  such  an  estate 
to  raise  the  money  required.  I  will 
aHsume  that  an  estate  is  raortgaged,as  I  am 
afraid  is  the  case  in  very  many  instances, 
nearly  np  to,  even  if  not  beyond,  its  full 
value.  How  nuny  people  are  there  to 
be  found  nowadays  who  will  lend  money 
on  second  mortgages  ?  And  if  the  money 
is  not  found  by  means  of  a  second 
mortgage,  where  is  it  to  come  from  for 
meeting  the  large  increase  tb|  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes  in  the  duty  P 


Sib  W.  H  A.RCOURT :  It  can  be  paid 
by  instalments. 

SirM.  HICKS-BEACH:  Yes,  but  sup- 
posing that  the  net  income  at  the  owner*s 
disposal,  after  paying  the  interest  on  his 
mortgage,  is  not  sulBcient  to  enable  him 
to  pay  the  instalments  ?  In  that  case  he 
will  have  to  attempt  to  raise  the  money 
by  mortgage  on  the  residue  of  the  estate. 
I  believe  that  he  will  find  it  impossible 
to  do  so,  having  regard  to  the  present 
depressed  value  of  laud  and  to  the  reluc- 
tance of  investors  to  lend  money  on  a 
second  mortgage,  and  the  presumption  in 
that  ca^  is  that  the  State  will  Lave  to 
take  the  property  in  pUice  of  the  tax. 
The  next  point  I  will  pat  to  the  right 
hon. Gentleman  is  this:  I  understand  his 
explanation  of  the  changes  he  proposes 
to  make  in  the  Succession  Duty,  but  I 
wish  to  know  whether  he  intends  that 
the  Succession  Duty  shall  be  payable 
where  a  life  estate  is  taken  on  that  life 
estate  only,  as  at  present,  or  on  the 
capital  valne. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  understand 
on  the  life  estate. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH :  Then  all 
the  alteration  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
proposes  to  make  is  that,  whereas  the 
Succession  Duty  is  now  invariably  charge- 
able on  the  life  interest  only,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposes  where  the  full 
estate  is  taken  to  charge  it  on  the  full 
estate  ?  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man imposes  the  new  Estate  Dnty 
upon  personalty  abroad  belonging  to 
a  person  domiciled  in  England,  but  I 
gather  that  he  makes  no  alteration 
in  the  law  by  which  personalty  in 
England,  belonging  to  a  person  domiciled 
abroad,  escapes  the  payment  of  Death 
Duty  altogether. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  There  are 
great  difficulties. 

•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  I  know 
there  are  difficulties,  but  I  think  the  un- 
fairness of  thesystem  proposed  is  obvious* 
and  whatever  argument  there  may  be  for 
imposing  the  Estate  Duty  as  well  as 
the  Legacy  Duty  on  property  abroad 
belonging    to    persons    domiciled  ia 
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England,  it  seems  to  me  unfair  to  make 
such  persons  liable,  without  making  an 

attempt  to  prevent  the  escape  of  those 
who  happened  to  be  domiciled  abroad. 
There  is  another  matter  I  wish  to  refer 
to.  What  the  proportions  of  the  pro- 
posed increased  Death  Duties  may  be, 
which  will  be  borue  in  the  future  by 
realty  and  personalty  is  rather,  I  think,  a 
matter  of  argument,  but  no  doubt  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  proposes  a  very 
coDsiderable  increase  in  the  existing 
■Death  Duties  upon  individuals.  I  asked 
him  a  question  the  other  cveuiug  with 
reference  to  the  Corporatious  Duty  im- 
posed in  1885.  The  Committee  are 
aware  that  that  duty  is  5  percent,  on  the 
net  annual  value  on  certain  classes  of 
property  belonging  to  Corporations.  The 
duty  payable  produces  about  £36,000  a 
year,  owing  to  the  very  large  exemptious 
that  were  made  at  the  time  the  Act  was 
passed.  I  think  itwas  admittedatthetime 
that  5  per  cent,  per  annum  was  by  no  means 
a  large  payment  to  be  made  by  these  Cor- 
poratious to  set  against  the  then  existing 
Death  Duties  on  individuals.  Now  that 
this  large  increase  is  made  iu  the  Death 
Duties  on  individuals,  does  not  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  also  propose  to  increase 
the  5  per  cent.  Stamp  Duty  in  propor- 
tion ?  There  are  several  points  connected 
with  the  Corporations  Tax  that  are 
worth  consideration: — notably  some  ex- 
emptions wh  ich  were  certainly  not 
intended  by  Parliament  when  the  tax  was 
imposed,  but  which  have  crept  into 
existence  owing  to  the  decision  of  the 
Law  Courts.  In  fact,  tiie  whole 
Corporation  Duty  requires  dealing 
with,  and  I  regret  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  made  an  attempt  to 
put  it  on  a  fairer  and  more  equitable 
basis  as  contrasted  with  the  Death 
Duties. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Begis)  wished  to  know  how  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  who  proposed 
to  tax  foreign  property  belonging  to  a 
person  domiciled  in  this  coantry,  would 
be  able  to  impose  such  a  tax  ?  If  the 
whole  property  of  a  person  domiciled 
in  this  country  consisted  of  foreign 
Stock,  how  was  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man going  to  lav  his  bands  on  that 
Stock  ? 

Sir  M.  HickM-Beach 


Sir  W.  HABCOURT  :  We  can  do  so 
if  the  House  gives  us  power. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  asked  how 
the  House  could  give  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  power  to  deal  with  property 
iu  a  foreign  country  where  he  had  no 
jurisdiction  ?  He  noticed  that  the  increase 
iu  thecbargeon  landed  property  amounted 
to  double  the  present  tax.  The  present 
tax  and  the  Succession  Duty  amounted 
to  £1,150,000,  and  the  new  tax  would 
eventually  amount  to  £2,500,000.  This 
was  an  extremely  serious  matter,  and  in 
bis  opinion  it  was  made  far  more  serious 
by  the  method  proposed  to  be  adopted  for 
obtaining  the  value  of  all  this  property. 
The  story  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  told  the  House  about  a 
picture  which  might  have  been  worth 
£5,000,  but  was  only  worth  £500,  showed 
the  extreme  difficulty  of  valuing.  Other 
cases  might  be  cited  on  the  point.  In 
1883  a  testator  bequeathed  six  pictures 
by  Sir  Joshua  Reynolds  and  Gainsborough, 
and  for  purposes  of  Probate  Duty  they 
were  valued  at  something  over  £1,150, 
but  five  years  afterwards  they  realised 
£14,000  at  a  sale.  A  more  striking 
instance  occurred  in    1875.  Certain 

Pictures  and  effects  were  valued  for 
rebate  Duty  at  Ims  than  £3,000  in 
February,  1 875,  and  in  May  of  the  same 
)ear  the  same  property  was  sold  for 
£31,000.  He  mentioned  these  cases  as 
showing  the  vagaries  of  valuation,  and  he 
submitted  that  this  method  of  valuation 
was  an  extremely  improper  method  to 
apply  to  landed  estates.  He  believed  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  find  in  many 
cases  if  the  valuation  was  fairly  made 
aud  the  mortgages  were  deducted,  the 
deductions  would  amount  to  more  than 
the  estimated  value  of  the  estate.  It 
was  notorious  that  in  many  canes  estates 
were  mortgaged  not  only  up  to 
the  hilt,  but  far  beyoud  the  hilt. 
There  was  another  point  which  he  was 
not  quite  clear  about.  As  be  made  it 
out,  according  to  the  Resolution,  taking 
f  he  case  of  property  worth  over 
£1,000,000,  it  would  pay  8  per  cent. ;  if 
it  passed  under  settlement  it  was  to  pay 
an  additional  1  per  cent.,  and,  according 
to  the  Resolution,  if  it  went  to  a  stmnger 
it  wonld  pay  an  additional  10  per  cent., 
making  19  per  oent.  in  all,  which  was  a 
very  high  percentage. 
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Sir  W.  UARCOURT  was  understood 
to  8*7  that  that  was  in  place  of  H  per 
cent,  at  present. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  auid.  am- 
biguity came  in  with  regard  to  the  word 
family."  He  did  not  know  whether 
that  word  was  to  apply  to  lioeals-  He 
also  noted  that  the  words  in  the  Reaolu- 
tion  as  to  Estate  Duty  were  extremely 
large.  It  was  to  apply  to  all  property 
settled  or  not  Battled  **  which  passes  or 
is  to  be  decmeit  to  pass.*'  Therefore,  it 
applied  to  property  which  did  not  pass, 
but  which  came  in  another  category. 

SiK  W.  HABCOURT  said,  that  this 
showed  the  great  mistake  of  discussing 
these  matte»  upon  a  Resolution.  The 
Resolution  was  always  made  large  enough 
to  embrace  everything.  What  was 
actually  embraced  was  shown  by  the 
Bill,  and  that  was  why  he  was  so  anxious 
for  tbe  Bill. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
was  only  asking  for  iuformatlon  upon 
matters  which  seemed  to  require  an  ex- 
planation. It  seemed  to  bim  that  tbe 
terms  were  very  ambiguous  with  regard 
to  the  passing  of  property. 

Sir  W.  HABCOURT  :  They  are  the 
words  of  the  Succession  Duties  Act. 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  thought 
that  was  not  so  ;  but,  at  any  rate,  the 
words  were  very  wide. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  only  rise 
to  make  a  suggestion  to  the  Committee. 
It  is  to  the  e^ect  that  we  should  pass 
from  this  Resolution  now,  and  enter  upon 
a  general  discussion  upon  the  Budget,  of 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  near  me 
(Mr.  Goschen)  wishes  to  take  a  surrey. 
Of  course,  that  will  not  prevent  any 
questions  being  raised  at  a  later  stage 
either  on  the  ^solution  now  before  us, 
m  on  another  Resolution.  It  is  a  well- 
nndOTStood  principle  that  the  Budget,  as 
a  whole,  may  be  discussed  on  any  of  the 
Resolutions- 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  propose 
now  to  withdraw  this  Resolution,  in  order 
to  bring  it  on  first  thing  to-morrow,  and 
we  can  then  proceed  with  the  others. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min), who  was  indistinctly  heard,  saidythat 
an  answer  which  had  been  given  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Bristol  appeared  to  require  an  explana- 
tion.  His  right  hon.  Friend  asked  whe- 
ther, in  the  case  of  an  estate  devised  in 
settlement,  the  first  person  who  took  an 
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interest,  taking  a  life  interest,  the  Suc- 
cession Duty  obtained  upon  the  life  in- 
terest ought  to  be  on  the  capital  value  of 
the  estate.  The  answer  was  that  the 
Succession  Duty  was  paid  on  the  life  in- 
terest. To  give  an  instance : — A*  B. 
devised  an  estate  to  his  eldest  sou  for 
life,  with  remainder  to  his  eldest  son  for 
life — a  strict  settlement.  A.  B.  died. 
What  was  to  be  paid  on  the  death  of 
A.  B.  ?  He  understood  that  the  son  and 
grandson  of  A.  B.,  and  others  coming  in 
lineal  succession  under  the  settlement, 
would  be  clear  of  all  Succession  Duty 
because  of  the  1  per  ceot.  paid  on  the 
capital  value,  according  to  the  Resolu- 
tion. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RiGBY,  Forfar)  was  understood  to  say 
that  he  had  answered  the  question  before. 
On  the  death  of  a  person  who  so  settled 
the  estate  by  will  the  Estate  Duty  would 
be  charged,  and,  of  course,  would  be 
charged  upon  the  whole  property  settled. 
Taking  the  case  where  lineals  were  in 
the  first  instance  being  dealt  with,  the 
payment  of  the  Estate  Duty  ou  the  whole 
principal  value  of  the  property  would 
clear  the  duty  which  otherwise  would  be 
payable  before  tbe  Bill  became  law.  The 
I  per  cent,  unquestionably  would  be  put 
upon  the  settlement  as  an  additional 
duty,  and  would  cover  all  devolutions 
under  the  settlement  until  the  property 
became  vested  in  a  person  competent  to 
dispose  of  it,  not  for  tbe  limited  interest 
but  for  the  whole  value  of  the  property. 

•Sib  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  that 
his  question  had  no  reference  to  the  case 
of  lineals  put  by  the  Solioitor  General. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
Income  Tax. 

<*  That,  towards  raising  tbe  Supply  granted  to 
Her  Majesty,  there  shall  be  charged,  collected, 
and  paid  for  the  year  which  commenced  on  the 
sixth  day  of  April,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  ninety-fonr,  in  respect  of  all  Property, 
Profits,  and  Gains  mentioned  or  described  as 
chargeable  in  the  'Income  Tax  Act,  ld53/  the 
following  Dutaes  of  Income  Tax.  (that  is  to 
say)  :— 

For  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  annual 
value  on  amount  of  Property,  Profits, 
'  and  Gains  chargeable  under  Schedules 
(A),  (C),  (D),  or  (B)  of  the  said  Act, 
the  Duty  of  Eight  Pence  ; 
And  for  every  Tweuty  Shillings  of  the 
annual  value  of  the  occupation  of  Lands, 
Tenements,  UeTeditament8,and  Heritages 
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chargeable  under  Schedule  (B)  of  the 

said  Act,— 
In  England,  the  Duty  of  Four  Pence  ; 
In  Scotland  and  Ireland  rmiectlTely,  the 

Duty  of  Three  Pence."— (TiW  Chaneettor 

of  the  Exchequer.') 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's.  Han- 
over  Sqtiare)  :  I  will  ask  the  House  to 
pass  from  tbe  extremely  important  sub- 
ject with  which  we  have  just  been  tloal- 
ing,  and  from  questions  of  detail,  to  the 
consideration  of  the  general  Budget 
proposals  as  a  whole.  With  r^ard  to 
what  has  fallen  from  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  to-night,  I  will  only  say  that 
he  appears  to  have  pricked  a  gigantic 
bubble.  Until  now  it  has  been  believed 
in  every  Radical  quarter  that  realty  was 
paying  millions  too  little,  and  that  the  in- 
justice to  personalty  was  extreme.  Now, 
if  the  figures  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man are  correct  (but  they  will  have  to 
be  subjected  to  a  most  rigorous  analysis), 
after  you  have  put  realty  and  personalty 
OD  tbe  same  footing,  after  you  have  re- 
moved every  possible  injustice,  there 
remains  £300,000  too  little  which  the 
landed  interest  has  paid  in  the  past 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  £400,000. 

Me.  GOSCHEN:  Well,  £400,000. 
I  put  it  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
whether  that  adequately  represents  what 
they  have  believed  to  be  the  injustice 
of  the  present  system  ?  They  will  further 
remark  that  it  is  in  order  to  remove  this 
alleged  injustice — because  the  matter 
will  have  to  be  carefully  considered — 
that  these  gigantic  proposals  are  to  be 
made  which  will  employ  all  the  lawyers 
in  England  in  re-caating  the  wills  of 
almost  every  person  during  the  next 
three  or  four  years.  In  reviewing  the 
Budget  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, I  think  hon.  Membfav  will  have 
to  find  their  way  througb  a  multitude 
of  lofty  precepts  to  the  considera- 
tion of  proposals  which  are  large 
and  ingenious,  but  which,  I  think,  are 
not  free  from  some  financial  frailty.  I 
do  not  remember  any  speech  made  on  a 
similar  occasion  when  the  sternest  doc- 
trines of  high  morality  in  finance  have 
been  inculcated  with  such  magnificence. 
I  do  not  intend  to  comment  on  the  pro- 
posals of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  any 
censorious  or  unfriendly  spirit.  Every- 
one must  have  sympathised  with  a 
Minister  who  has  had  to  face  so  large  a 
deficit  as  that  which  it  is  the  unfortunate 


fate  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  have 
to  deal  with.  But  I  think  he  must  expect 
that  here  and  there  his  proposals  wilt  be 
tested  by  that  high  standard  of  ortho- 
doxy on  which  he  has  himself  expatiated 
with  so  much  eloquent  emphasis.  I  need 
not  detain  the  Committee  many  minutes 
in  regard  to  the  Expenditure  and  Bevenue 
of  the  past  year.  Nor,  indeed,  do  I  pro- 
pose, considering  the  largeness  of  the 
proposals,  to  spend  much  time  on  tbe 
preliminary  parts  of  the  Budget  state- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke 
at  length  on  expenditure,  and  repeated, 
to  a  great  extent^  his  protest  against  the 
growing  amount  of  expenditure  on  all 
our  Services.  I  reminded  him  last  year, 
and  I  must  remind  him  again,  that  it 
appears  now  that  neither  Party  can  claim 
any  distfnction  as  to  economy.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  have  charged  Con- 
servative finance,  in  times  past,  with 
being  extravagant.  But  they  have  now 
been  in  Office  two  years,  and  under  no 
single  head  of  expenditure  is  there  any 
symptom  of  any  decline  in  the  charges 
that  are  pnt  upon  the  taxpayers  of  the 
country.  Therefore,  although  there  is 
plenty  of  other  kinds  of  bunkum,  I  think 
that  that  particular  form  of  bunkum  had 
better  be  avoided  in  future  in  election 
speeches.  Now  that  we  have  reached  a 
time  when  State  action  is  to  be  extended 
in  so  many  dhiectious,  when  the  State  is 
apparently  to  undertake  so  many  new 
duties,  when  there  are  to  be  increased 
legions  of  Inspectors,  for  example — now 
that  all  this  is  to  be  done,  of  course  the 
Estimates  must  rise  from  year  to  year. 
The  circumstances  are  too  strong  for  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  just  as  they 
have  been  too  strong  for  Chancellors  of 
tbe  Exchequer  in  the  past.  But  the  fact 
is,  that  if  the  new  doctrine  is  to  prevail 
in  many  quarters — it  does  not  prevail  in 
the  mind  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer— if  the  new  doctrine  is  to  be  that 
there  is  to  be  expenditure  for  the  masses 
and  payment  by  the  classes,  we  shall  see 
our  expenditure  increase  by  leaps  and 
bounds.  With  regard  to  Revenue,  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  congratulated  him- 
self and  the  country  on  the  fact  that  in  a 
year  like  the  past  there  was  no  falling  off 
in  Revenue,  whicb  afforded  so  much  evi- 
dence of  the  general  solidity  and  tax- 
paying  power  of  the  coontry.  I  associate 
myself  entirely  with  bis  satisftwtion  as 
I  regards  that  point.  It  is,  no  donbt,  won- 
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derfu]  that  iu  theyear  which  has  passed  the 
RevcDue  reaubed  the  point  which  it  did. 
Aoconiiug  to  the  right  hon.  Geatlemau 
this  is  politieallj  and  socially  satis- 
factory. As  far  as  it  shows  the  great 
consumiDg  power  of  the  working  classes, 
no  doubt  It  is  satiafautfwy.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  draw 
attention  to  the  fact  that  out  of 
£45,000,000  contributed  by  indirect 
taxation  £30,000,000  were  contributed 
by  the  drinkers  of  alcohol.  I  con- 
gratulate the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
his  olBcial  capacity  that  the  consumption 
of  alcohol  still  remains  preoiscdy  the  same 
as  it  was,  but  the  same  congratulation 
can  hardly  be  extended  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  the  ardent  patron  of  the 
Local  Veto  Bill.  So  far  there  is  do  de> 
crease  in  the  moderate  desire  of  the 
people  to  resort  to  alcoholic  drink. 
Among  the  proofs  of  prosperity  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alluded  there 
is  one  to  which  I  wish  to  call  attention. 
1  share  his  satisfaction  at  the  existence 
of  this  proof,  but  I  doubt  whether  we 
ought  to  draw  precisely  the  same  infer- 
ence from  it  that  be  drew.  I  allude  to 
the  increased  deposits  in  the  savings 
banks  as  showing  the  growing  prosperity 
of  the  uoantry.  The  right  hon.  Gentte- 
man  dwelt  on  the  effect  of  the  Bill  of 
last  year  by  which  the  limit  of  deposits 
was  raised,  and  no  doubt  that  had  a 
great  effect.  It  is,  however,  important  to 
know  bow  far  the  increase  is  to  be 
accounted  for  by  a  transfer  of  deposits 
from  other  quarters,  and  how  far  it  is 
due  to  an  increase  of  thrift  among  the 
people.  In  so  far  as  it  shows  an  increase 
of  the  power  of  depositing,  of  course  it 
is  an  unlimited  blessing.  I  look  upon 
these  deposits  as  forming  a  kind  of 
partuOTsbip  between  the  masses  and  the 
State,  and  they  seem  to  show  that  in  a 
vast  number  of  cases  by  self-reliance  and 
personal  effort  people  are  making  some 
provision  for  their  old  age.  But  there 
is  one  financial  aspect  of  the  ques- 
tion to  which  I  would  call  attention. 
As  you  increase  the  enormous  mass 
of  deposits  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, now  amounting  to  £126,000,000 
sterling,  and  as  yon  extend  the  limit  of 
these  deposits,  you  are  perhaps  exposing 
yoorselTes  to  the  danger  of  withdrawals 
at  times  when  it  would  be  most  inconve- 
nient to  the  State  to  meet  such  demands. 
Hitherto  the  depo^tora  have  not  belonged 


to  the  classes  that  suffer  most  from  in- 
dustrial or  commercial  depression.  When 
they  do  come  from  those  classes,  you  will 
run  the  risk  of  fluctuations  in  the  deposits 
iu  your  hands  at  most  inconvenient 
moments.  I  trust  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  will  accept  that  suggestion  in 
the  spirit  iu  which  it. is  intended.  There 
is,  I  know,  a  constant  desire  at  the  Post 
Office  to  increase  its  business.  In  fact,  I 
believe  the  office  would  be  prepared  to 
"  run  "  thti  business  of  the  whole  country, 
as  tbo  phrase  goes,  but  its  ambition 
ought  to  be  restrained  within  reasonable 
bounds.  With  regard  to  the  Revenue* 
I  do  not  quite  understand  why  the  re- 
venue of  the  Post  Office  has  shown  a 
certaiu  wa.nt  of  elasticity.  I  know  the 
telegraphs  compete  with  the  telephones  ; 
but  as  regards  the  Post  Office  itself,  I 
rather  gather  there  is  a  falling  off  iu  the 
natural  advance  we  might  expect.  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  right  bou.  Gentle- 
man agrees  with  that.  In  the  case  of 
expenditure,  the  right  hon.  Geutleman 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  total 
had  increased  in  20  years  by  £24,000,000, 
and  education  had  increased  by £6,000,000. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  contrasted 
direct  and  indirect  taxation,  tlie  remis- 
sions that  have  been  made  iu  the  case  of 
each  and  the  burdens  which  have  been 
imposed.  In  taking  into  account  what 
has  been  done  for  the  wage-earning 
classes,  this  increased  expenditure  on 
education  ought  to  be  put  on  the  credit 
side,  because  the  greater  part  of  these 
£6,000,000,  differing  in  this  respect  from 
other  parts  of  our  expenditure,  may  be 
viewed  as  going  either  directly  into  the 
pockets  of  the  working  classes,  or,  if  I 
may  use  the  phrase,  into  the  heads  of 
their  children.  This  expenditure  is  a 
distinct  boon  to  them,  perhaps  a  greater 
boon  than  if  the  money  had  been  sprat 
in  giving  them  a  free  breakfast  table,  for 
in  that  case  the  middlonan  would  have 
secured  a  certain  amonntof  the  remission ; 
but  in  this  case  the  working  classes  have 
got  the  whole  of  the  advantage  of  the 
£6,000,000,  and  I  hope,  therefore,  that 
iu  future,  when  hon.  Members  contrast 
what  has  been  done  iu  the  last  six 
years  in  respect  of  direct  and  of 
indirect  taxation,  they  will  not  omit  to 
take  into  account  the  large  sum  voted 
for  the  establishment  of  free  education,. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  drew  a  balance 
sheet,  after  his  comments  upon  Expendi- 
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ture  and  Revenue,  and  he  showed  a 
deficit  of  £4,502,000.  In  unfoldiug 
it,  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  usvd  most 
eloquent  language  respecting  financial 
moiulitj.  He  intoned  iu  Roleinn  accents 
the  arUoles  of  his  financial  creed,  saying — 

"  This  18  a  very  formfciable  mm.  How  Is  this 
vast  deficit  to  be  met  1  Not  borrowingr ;  not 
by  abaiulonlDg  the  fixed  and  jierinanent  pro- 
vfsiODB  for  the  liquidation  of  the  Debt." 

Yea,  not  by  abandoning  those  provisions, 
but  by  tampering  with  them.  The  Com- 
mittee will  remember  how  startled  we 
all  were  when,  after  his  declarations  on 
the  subject  of  financial  morality,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us  that  he  was 
going  to  diminish  this  rear  the  amount 
fixed  by  Statute  for  the  reduction  of  the 
Debt  by  £2,000,000.  I  think  this  stern 
financial  purist,  when  he  made  up  his 
mind  to  come  to  such  a  concloBioti  as 
that,  mast  have  entered  in  his  private 
diary  on  that  day,  "  I  was  tempted  and 
fell."  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  cast  a 
kind  of  cloud  over  this  transaction,  but 
it  is  as  clear  as  daylight.  I  do  not  con- 
demn the  action  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  I  only  condole  with  him  on  his 
lapse  from  his  own  standard  of  financial 
purity.  This  is  the  'position.  At  the 
commencement  of  this  year  the  amount 
fixed  for  the  discharge  of  the  permanent 
Debt  was  £25,000,000.  Besides  that, 
thete  was  an  amount  of  £1,400,000, 
which  ought  by  Statute  to  be  paid  out  of 
the  Bevenue  of  this  year,  aud  an  amount 
of  £500,000,  likewise  by  Statute,  which 
ought  to  be  paid  out  of  the  Suez  Canal 
dividends, both  applicable  to  the  discharge 
of  debt.  But  these  statutory  provisions 
are  not  convenient  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  he  is  going  to  repeal  so 
much  of  them  as  will  enable  him  to  dis- 
pense with  the  payment  of  £1,400,000 
and  to  annex  the  Suez  Canal  dividends 
as  a  windfall.  [Sir  W.  Habcourt  : 
Not  as  a  windfall.]  .  I  will  gladly  with- 
draw the  word.  The  effect  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  proposal  is  that  the 
£25,000,000  set  aside  for  the  payment  of 
thepermauent  Debt  will  be  diminished  this 
year  by  £2,000,000,  which  have  to  be  ap- 
plied towards  the  payment  of  other  debt. 
I  trust  we  shall  hear  no  more  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  of  these  high 
doctrines;  but  if  we  do,  I  shall  be  veryhappy 
to  meet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  tlut 
gronnd  ;  and  if  he  thinks  we  are  to  hear 
more  upon  this,  then  there  is  a  temp- 
er. Goschen 


tation  for  me  to  go  more  fully  into 
the  matter.  However,  for  the  present, 
I  will  refrain  from  doing  so,  and  will 
only  put  one  point  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  evaded  and  avoided.  He 
has  in  this  year,  irrespective  of  his  new 
proposals,  an  Estate  Duty  of  1  per 
cent.  How  does  it  come  to  figure 
in  the  Revenue  ?  Jt  was  a  tempo- 
rary tax  put  on  to  discharge  the  annuity 
under  the  Naval  Defence  Act.  We  did  not 
put  that  annuity  upon  our  successors  in 
the  ordinary  sense.  We  established  a  tax 
which  should  last  so  long  only  as  the 
annuity  lasted,  and  no  longer  ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  discharges  the 
annuity  out  of  the  provisions  mode  for 
the  permanent  Debt,  and  annexes  the  par- 
ticular tax  imposed  by  Parliament  for  a 
particalar  purpose  and  diverts  it  to  his 
own  use  in  meeting  the  ordinary  expendi- 
ture of  the  year.  That  is  the  story  of 
the  financial  expedient  by  which  he  pro- 
poses to  reduce  his  deficit  to  a  sum  of, 
I  think,  £2,390,000.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  then  began  to  lay  down  fresh 
principles,  and  said  that  in  order  to  deal 
with  a  sum  of  that  magnitude  it  would  be 
necessary  to  have  recourse  to  the  great 
staple  branches  of  Revenue,  and  he 
stated  his  views  Chat  no  small  taxes 
should  be  imposed.  I  do  not  blame  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  not  imposing 
small  taxes. 

Sir  W.  HABCOUBT  :  I  meant  for 
a  large  deficit. 

Mr.  goschen  :  Yes,  and  he  said 
that  for  large  deficits  you  must  go  to 
the  larger  sources  of  Revenue.  I  know 
that  there  exists  inthe  mind  of  the  public 
lie  a  certain  prejudice  against  any  fiscal 
changes  which  disturb  certain  trades  or 
give  trouble.  I  enter  my  protest  against 
that.  The  Committee  will,  I  hope,  allow 
me  to  put  this  view  before  them.  In  my 
judgment,  our  total  fiscal  system  rests 
upon  a  very  narrow  foundation.  The 
whole  Bevenue  is  derived  &om  a  com- 
paratively small  number  of  sources.  Any 
one,  indeed,  who  can  broaden  the  basis 
and  find  new  sources  of  Bevenue  by 
which  you  can  avoid  a  constant  recur- 
rence, for  example,  to  the  Income  Tax, 
will  render  and  does  render  a  public 
service.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
to  meet  a  heavy  deficit,  but  it  is  not  such 
a  one  as  could  not  possibly  have  bees 
met  by  far  lees  financial  chuiges  than  he 
has  thooght  wise  to  introduce.  I  think 
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the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has,  this  year, 
preferred  dealing  with  large  financiftl  re- 
forms to  dealiog  with  other  measures,  and 
securing  the  certainty  of  other  measures 
passing.  Last  year  he  was  unable  to 
deal  with  the  Death  Duties  because  he 
had  uo  time.  The  House  was  engaged 
with  other  considerable  and  very  im- 
portant business,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman found  he  bad  no  elbow  room.  Every 
one  who  listened  to  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  occasion  of 
introducing  the  Budget  and  who  listened  to 
his  speech  this  evening,  when  he  told  us  he 
had  been  in  oO  minds  on  one  particular 
point,  will  recognise  that  he  may  tiad  that 
if  the  Committee  only  had  50  minds  on 
tiie  subject,  and — J  will  not  say  if  the 
whole  of  ns  who  had  different  minds  on 
the  subject  were  to  give  expression  to 
our  views,  but  if  a  few  of  ua  were — the 
discussion  of  these  proposals  would  absorb 
a  period  of  time  which  would  leave  very 
little  margin  for  the  cousideration  of 
the  general  legislative  programme  of 
the  Government.  The  proposals  are 
extremely  complicated,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  admitted,  and,  with  every 
desire  to  sift  them  fairly,  it  is  clear  wo 
shall  have  to  spend  a  very  large  amouut 
of  time  upon  them.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  deals  with  theDeath  Duties.  I 
do  not  propose  to  discuss  the  Death  Duties 
to-night  in  any  sense  except  one,  and  that 
is  as  regards  the  question  of  graduation. 
That  is  financial,  and  is  a  point  which 
lies  outside  of  the  legal  questions  involved 
in  a  re-arraugement  of  the  Death  Duties. 
A  system  of  graduation  may  not  be 
applied  to  Probate  Duty  alone,  and  it 
stands  on  a  totally  different  footing  from 
the  other  questions.  I^t  me  point  out 
at  this  stage  that,  so  far  as  securing 
money  is  concerned,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  only  going  to  improve  his 
deficit  within  the  year  by  £300,000 
through  the  means  of  the  Death  Duties. 
Heexpectsthemto  yield£l,000,000.  He 
is  going  to  put  the  Income  Tax  upon  the 
net  instead  of  the  gross,  which  will  cost 
him  £700,000,  so  that  his  net  gain  by 
this  immense  operation  he  is  undertaking 
is  only  £300,000  this  year.  [Sir  W. 
Harcourt  was  understood  to  indicate 
dissent.]  I  am  showing  what  he  gains. 
By  the  change  in  the  Death  Duties  alone 
he  does  not  gain  £1,000,000,  becaiue  if 
he  did  not  impose  Death  Duties  he  vould 
not  give  the  relief  of  this  £700,000,  which 


would  remain  over  to  the  Income  Tax, 
and  he  would  be  only  £300,000  short. 
If  he  had  confined  himself  to  the  Income 
Tax,  and  left  Death  Duties  alone,  the 
result  of  the  loss  to  the  Budget  would  be 
£300,000.  Ther«  is  the  whole  result  of 
the  operation  for  securing  £300,000. 
The  regulation  of  the  Death  Duties  has 
been  imposed  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  u  task  ^^  hich  he  was  bound  to 
perform  as  soon  as  he  could  find  time. 
I  frankly  admit  that  it  has  been 
part  of  the  creed  of  the  Liberal  and 
Radical  Party  for  many  years,  and  it  was 
right  that  he  should  undertake  it.  But 
it  was  not  right  to  undertake  it  simply 
from  the  financial  point  of  view.  As 
regards  the  question  of  graduation,  we 
come  there  upon  what  is,  no  doubt,  the 
newest  part  of  the  scheme  brought  for- 
ward by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
— new  in  the  sense  that  such  a  scheme 
has  never  before  been  proposed  to  Par- 
liament. The  Committee  must  therefore 
regard  it  with  very  great  gravity  and 
seriousness.  It  would  be  impossible  in  a 
Debate  of  this  kind — one  upon  general 
proposals  of  the  Government — to  exhaust 
the  subject  of  this  serious  graduation. 
But  I  should  like  to  open  up  the  subject, 
and  I  am  sure  it  will  he  felt  to  be  per- 
fectly right  that  some  of  the  views  we 
entertain  on  this  question  should  be 
placed  before  the  Committee.  Schemes 
for  graduation  have  been  placed  before 
Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer  by  the 
Inland  Revenue  Authorities  for  some 
years  past.  I  myself  have  had  a  tenta- 
tive proposal  in  my  hand  which  did  not 
differ  very  much  from  the  scheme  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  in  fact  bore  a 
remarkable  resemblance  to  it^  That  scheme 
eased  off  properti^  under  £1,000 ;  it  put 
3  per  cent,  on  properties  between  £1,000 
and  £d,000  ;  4  per  cent,  on  those  between 
£5,000  and  £25,000  ;  and  4^  per  cent, 
on  properties  between  that  value  and 
£50,000.  This  tentative  proposal  pre- 
cisely resembled  that  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  up  to  this  point.  On 
properties  ranging  in  value  from  £50,000 
to  £100,000  it  was  to  be  5  per  cent.  Then, 
from  £100,000  to  £500,000,  6^  per  cent., 
and  properties  valued  at  over  £500,000 
had  to  pay  the  maximum  amount,  which 
was  put  at  6  per  cent.  This  scheme  was 
in  my  hands  at  the  time  that  the  Estate 
Duty  was  proposed,  but  I  did  not  see  my 
way  to  propose  even  a  scheme  of  that 
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character,  which  was  2  per  cent,  below  the 
maximum  of  the  present  CbaaceHorof  the 
Exchequer,  to  my  colleagues  or  to  Parlia- 
ment. The  Estate  Duty  gave  me  suffi- 
cient money  at  that  time,  and  because  I 
imposed  a  scheme  increasiug  the  duty  on 
estates  above  £10,(KX)  by  1  per  cent.,  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  has  quoted  me  as 
an  authority  for  a  graduated  scheme  of 
this  kind,  but  it 'is  Dot  fair  to  quote  a 
'step  such  as  I  took  as  a  justificatiou 
'for  the  step  that  has  now  been  taken  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  done  me  the 
honour  to  quote  me  a  good  many  tiroes. 
Well,  imitation  is  said  to  be  a  form 
of  flattery,  but  exaggeration  is  a  form 
of  caricature — and  I  would  rather 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
turned  his  attention  to  quoting  the  views 
which  have  been  expressed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian upon  this  question.  What  are 
the  views  of  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
upon  graduation  ?  The  Member  for 
Midlothian  has  for  years  presided  over 
the  finances  of  this  cooDtry,  and  he 
has  never  sobmitted  a  scheme  of  thia 
kind,  so  far  as  I  remember,  or  even  dis- 
'cussed  a  scheme  of  this  kind,  unless  it  has 
been  within  the  last  two  or  three  years, 
and  as  to  that  I  have  no  knowledge.  But 
I  shall  give  evidence  presently  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  tliat  there 
was  a  time  when  certainly  the  sentiments 
enunciated  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Midlothian  would  have  been  contrary  to 
u  scheme  of  this  kind.  We  must  all 
admit  that  there  Is  aomething  in  the 
doctrine  that  increased  burdens  should  be 
placed  upon  those  who  are  I>est  able 
to  pay.  Graduation  introduces  this  prin- 
ciple and  establishes  the  standard  of  taxa- 
tion, not  only  by  the  ability  of  the  man  to 
pay,  but  by  the  extent  of  the  sacri- 
fice, and  it  is  felt  by  everyone  that  there 
'is  a  grtoter  sacrifice  in  the  case  of  a  man 
having  but  £1,000  a  year  who  is  called 
'upon  to  pay  £100  than  there  is  in  the 
case  of  a  man  with  an  income  of  £10,000 
a  year,  who  would  now  be  required  to 
pay  £1,000.  There  is,  no  dqubt,  much 
to  be  said  in  favour  of  taxing  those 
who  are  best  able  to  pay,  without 
undue  sacrifice,  if  you  can  do  so  fairly 
and  on  equitable  grounds.  I  wish  it 
distinctly  to  be  understood  that  I  am  not 
discussing  this  subject  in  any  final  or 
dogmatic  spirit,  but  I  am  simply  anxious 

Mr.  Go$eMen 


to  point  ont  some  of  the  points  involved. 
Yon  get  launched  here  on  a  new  field 
altogether,  where  you  have  no  standards 
to  guide  you.  That  is  where  I  see  the 
greatest  possible  difficulty.  You  caa 
gauge  an  extra  1  per  cent. ;  but  when  yon 
say  that  estates  are  to  pay  10  per  cent., 
or  15  per  cent.,  everyone  will  ask  why 
not  20  or  25  per  cent  ?  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer 
will  be  met  in  Committee  with  Amend- 
ments pro^rasing  that  a  millionaire  should 
be  taxed  10  per  cent,  instead  of  f<  per 
cent.  But  where  are  you  goiug  to  find 
a  standard  of  what  is  right  to  take  when 
you  go  up  to  the  higher  figures  ?  I  think 
that  the  staudartis  will  vary  from  Parlia- 
ment to  Parliament,  and  from  majority  to 
majority  ;  and  tbe  principle  of  taxatinu 
will  depend  on  the  wave  of  public  opinion, 
and  not  on  that  equality  of  taxation  which 
has  been  insisted  upon  in  our  finance. 
The  House  of  Commons  should  take 
that  point  into  consideration.  The  ex- 
ample of  Victoria  has  been  quoted  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman;  but  are  we 
seriously  asked  to  accept  the  colony  of 
Victoria  as  a  specimen  of  financial  ortho- 
doxy with  its  protective  tariflT,  with  the 
working  classes  defending  themselves  as 
they  do  through  their  tariff  ?  I  ask  the 
House  to  remember  that  the  whole 
structure  of  our  society,  as  well  as  the 
accumulation  of  wealth  here,  is  different 
from  that  in  a  new  country  and  in  any  of 
our  colonies.  I  know  that  in  many  quartern 
there  is  a  hostility  to  capital,  but  it  is 
largely  by  capital  that  you  are  able  to 
find  the  immense  sums  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  requires  now  for 
discharging  the  duties  of  the  State. 
I  am  anxious  that  this  graduation 
should  not  become  a  kind  of  scaffolding  for 
plunder.  I  am  quite  certain  the  idea  is 
not  in  the  mind  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  or  of  the  Government  as  a 
whole.  Possibly  it  is  not  in  the  minds 
of  many  hon.  Members ;  but  there  is  tbe 
possibility  of  inflicting  injustice  after  in- 
justice because  you  will  have  no  standard 
to  guide  you — no  landmarks  to  place  along 
this  road  of  taxation.  On-tbe  principle  of 
prudence,  thOTefore,  it  behoves  the  House 
to  look  very  corefnlly  at  the  scheme  of 
graduation.  On  another  point,  that  of 
evasion,  I  have  to  say  that  I  was  ad- 
vised by  the  Inland  Revenue  that  after 
you  had  reached  a  certain  point  in  putting 
on  Death  Duties  yon  would  then  eaailj 
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reach  the  point  where  the  increase  of 
duty  would  Dot  necessarily  bring  you  in 
an  increase  of  revenue  in  the  course 
of  the  year — not  in  consequetice  of 
fraud,  but  in  cousequeuce  of  yieldiog 
to  one  very  natural  human  impulse 
instead  of  yielding  to  another.  What 
is  the  human  impulse  under  which 
£1,000,000  is  accumulated  ?  The  hon. 
Membeor  for  Leicester  said  that  no  man 
ought  to  poasesB  £1,000,000.  I  do  not 
nn^erstaDU  how  he  nould  work  that  out. 
Does  he  mean  that  Buch  a  man  is  not  to 
earn  it,  or  does  he  mean  that  be  ought  to 
gire  it  away  P  He  must  mean  that  he  la 
to  spend  it  !□  his  lifetime,  to  distribute  it ; 
and  in  distributing  it,  he  gives  it  to  his 
SODS  during  bis  lifetime  and  withdraws 
it  from  the  clutches  of  the  Chancellor 
of  Exchequer.  The  objection  to 
this  accumulation  may  be  a  good  one ; 
but  what  is,  then,  to  become  of  the 
Death  Duties  ?  The  money,  on  this 
assumption,  is  not  to  be  distributed 
III  arliculo  mortis — not  at  the  very 
lut  moment — ^but  the  possessors  might 
distribute  it  to  their  sons  as  soon 
as  they  have  secured  that  amount  of 
wealth  which  is  ample  for  themBelvee. 
A  man  now  says,  "  I  think  it  better  to 
retain  the  control  of  the  money  in  my 
own  bands,  and  I  will  leave  it  to  my  sous 
when  I  die;"  but  if  you  are  going 
to  take  several  thousands  of  pounds 
from  the  family  money,  and  waste 
it  by  paying  it  to  the  Exchequer,  it 
would  form  a  very  potent  motive  for 
distributing  the  money  during  the  life- 
time of  the  testator.  Not  only,  there- 
fore, considerations  of  prudence,  but  the 
amount  of  taxation  which  will  be  re- 
covered, must  induce  the  House  to  pause 
before  it  fixes  the  Death  Duties  at  too 
high  a  figore.  I  have  heard  it  discussed 
within  the  last  two  or  three  days  how 
this  duty  would  be  evaded,  and  how 
arrangements  would  be  made  the  upshot 
of  which  would  be  that  the  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  not 
benefit.  It  is  suggested  that  in  some 
coses  families  would  establish  dieir 
businesses  on  the  limited  liability  prin- 
ciple and  give  shares  to  their  sons. 
This  would  ensure  the  money  remain- 
ing in  the  business,  but,  belonging  as 
it  did  to  the  sons,  the  possessors  would 
not  be  taxed  at  death.  Those  are  matters 
which  ought  to  be  studied,  and  no  one 
would  be  discharging  his  duty  unless  he 

TOL.  XXm.  [youBTB  seriks.] 


examined  a  great  and  serious  change  like 

this  with  all  the  care  he  can  bring  to  bear 
on  it.  I  go  back  now  to  the  financial 
point  that  the  Death  Duties  are  to 
supply  an  additional  £1,000,000,  and 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
then  proposes  an  increase  in  the  Income 
Tax.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  recourse  again  to  the  penoy,  but 
be  does  not  get  much  value  out  of  it, 
owing  to  the  further  changes  which  he 
proposes.  Taken  together  he  will  gain 
£1,300,000  through  the  impositmn  of  a 
penny  and  the  change  in  the  Death 
Duties,  the  enormous  change  which  is 
made  by  placing  realty  and  personalty 
on  the  same  footing,  and  by  this 
graduation  scheme.  I  give  erery  credit 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  tnat 
in  dealing  with  the  Death  Duties  he  was 
bound  to  put  the  Income  Tax  on  the  net 
instead  of  on  the  gross  amount.  It  will 
be  necessary,  however,  to  examine  whether 
theproposed  deductions  of  one-sixth  in  the 
case  of  houses  and  one-tenth  in  the  case 
of  land  are  fair  or  not.  I  have  heard  a 
great  deal  during  the  past  year  from  - 
house-owners  in  the  Metropolis  showing 
that  what  they  lost  through  the  Income 
Tax  being  put  on  the  gross  instead  of  the 
net  was  very  much  more  than  the  16  per 
cent,  to  which  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
has  consented.  This  point  will  have  to 
be  examined  very  carefully.  It  was 
held  at  one  time  that  a  Valuation  BUI 
would  be  necessary  to  carry  out  such 
a  scheme ;  but  I  am  glad  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  waited  for  a  Yalaat[)»i' 
Bill,  and  that  he  sees  a  way  to  deal/iritb 
the  question  in  somo  other  fornuy'I  now 
come  to  the  last  of  the  changes  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  whijini  is  the  re- 
duction of  the  Income  Tax^n  theincomes 
of  the  poorer  people,  '^'he  Committee 
will  feel  that  there  is  n.6  point  on  which, 
so  faras  sympathy  goe^,  objection  will  be 
taken  to  the  action/  of  Uie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  eifort  to  relieve  those 
who  pay  Income  'Tax  on  the  lower 
scale.  I  have  ^ways  felt  that  they 
are  people  who  bear  very  heavy 
burdens,  and  evervone  would  wish  to  see 
them  reMeved./  Carrying  out  that  view, 
we  proposed  ^&nd  carried  a  reduction  in 
the  rate  of/  dut;  upon  houses  occupied 
by  the  poc^rer  classes,  a  measure  which  I 
think  wots  not  exposed  to  the  same  diffi- 
culties/and possible  dangers  which  may 
be  Boen  in  the  present  proposal  of  the 
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Goverameiit.  I  do  not  blame  the  rigbt 
bon.  Gentleman  personally  for  baving 
made  tbis  proposal,  but  he  wilt  remember 
that  what  be  is  doing  is  to  give  relief  to 
a  very  large  class  at  the  very  moment 
that  he  is  imposing  an  additional  burden 
on  otho*  dassea  by  the  sune  tax.  It  is 
not  a  remiseioD  of  taxation  simply,  but 
the  burdening  of  a  certain  number  of 
other  taxpayers  of  the  country. 

Mr.  storey  (Snnderhmd)  :  If  it 
is  just. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  But  is  it  just  ? 

Mr.  storey  :  That  is  tbe  point. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  represents  the 
new  Radicalism  or  the  old  ;  but  I  recall 
an  interesting  oircnmstance  to  the  Com- 
mittee. In  1876  the  then  Consorrative 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  S. 
Northcote)  proposed  and  oarried  changes 
which  were  in  one  respect  based  on  tbe 
same  principle  as  those  of  tbe  right  bon. 
Gentietnan.  He  raised  the  limits  of 
of  exemption  and  tbe  amount  of  abate- 
ment, and  be  was  denounced  in  the 
House  in  the  strongest  terms  which  a 
man  could  use  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Midlothian.  I  myself  took  the  view 
that  the  change  was  of  a  questionable 
charaotor  to  give  relief  in  order,  as  it 
were,  to  ease  tbe  passage  of  a  scheme 
putting  the  burden  on  the  minority.  This 
is  what  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian thought  of  a  proposal  which  was 
on  all-fours  with  that  now  proposed  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — 

"  It  is  nndoubtedly  not  aa  Liberal  Members 
o{  ^*rliament  in  paracolar  that  we  are  called 
upon  tyoppose  a  measnte  tbe  obrious  purpose 
of  which  ''8  to  relieve  the  larger  atid  more 
numerous  ciases  of  society  at  the  expense  of 
the  more  United  and  wealthier.  That  duty 
belongs  to  us  fwmen  of  honour  and,  I  think, 
as  prudent  men.' 

Now,  that  is  a  pretty  strong  declaration 
for  the  right  boi.  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian to  have  male.   He  continued — 

"  It  is  truly  stated  th*t  this  is  a  proposal  by 
which  I  will  not  say  yoi  bribe  the  majority, 
but  by  which  yon  induce  the  majority  of  the 
actual  taxpayers  to  acquie^  in  the  increase  of 
a  tax  by  making  that  incnase  poeitirely  and 
abBolntely  beneficial  to  them.  Yoa  encouri^ 
them  to  ran  in  upon  the  minority ;  for  you  aro 
going  to  make  the  increase  ot  (be  taxation  of 
the  minority  reimburse  and  compensate  the 
State  for  the  relief  you  give  to  we  majority. 
Is  that  a  safe  principle  2  I  have  serious 
doubta  whether  we  were  right  in  1872  in  rais- 
ing the  maximum  np  to  which  deduction  ia 
allowed  from  £200  to  £800.  Bat  that  ia  totally 
different  from  what  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 

Mr,  Gotchen 


done,  which  is  to  purchase,  in  the  same  Act 
and  Law,  the  relief  of  one  man  at  the  expense 
of  another  who  is  compelled  to  pay  for  the 
relief  as  well  as  his  own  share  of  the  tax." 

Therefore,  tbe  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
land will  see  that  there  is  something  to  be 
said  on  the  other  side.  At  that  time  the 
whole  Liberal  Party  voted  against  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote,  holding  as  they  did 
tbe  views  expressed  with  such  strength 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian. 
This  moment  seems  to  be  particularly  in- 
opportune for  the  form  of  relief  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
devised  for  a  body  whom  we  are  all 
anxious  to  relieve.  Aa  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Midlothian  pointed  out,  you 
aro  ivoakeuing  the  greatest  engine  of  our 
national  taxation.  He  said,  in  effect, 
that  if  you  proceed  in  these  lines  of 
■  ■xcoptiou,  you  weaken  and  encroach 
upon  the  possibilities  of  that  great 
piece  of  machinery  for  any  emergency. 
And  remember,  when  the  exemptions  are 
once  made,  you  can  never  retrace  your 
steps.  How  much  more  by  tbe  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  do 
you  weaken  the  machinery  than  was  the 
case  when  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Midlothian  made  the  speech  which  I  have 
quoted?  This  may  have  been  forced 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  In  his 
speech  he  expressed  sympathy.  But 
(said  tbe  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian),  we  must  not  be  led  away  in 
tbis  matter  by  our  sympathies,  however 
much  we  may  desire  to  help  this 
particular  class.  It  is  by  other  means' 
that  relief  ought  to  foe  given.  Tbis 
is  another  instance  in  which  I  would 
point  out  to  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  he 
has  lapsed  from  the  high  doctrines  of 
financial  orthodoxy,  or  from  the 
doctrines  of  his  right  hon.  Friend. 
I  thmk  the  total  which  the  right  hon. 
GtenUeman  gave  ns  as  the  result  of  his 
enormous  changes  up  to  this  point  waa 
£1,330,000 ;  and  then  he  says  that  he 
must  6nd  another  £1^000,000.  Again, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  good  enough 
to  resort  to  what  he  calls  a  "flattering 
imitation."  He  deals  with  the  Beer  and 
Spirit  Duties ;  and  because  one  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  at  one  time  pn>< 
posed  a  tax  on  a  particular  industry,  he 
thinks  that  he  must  select  this  same  in- 
dustry to  contribute  to  the  Revenue  of 
the  State  again. 
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Sir  W.  HARCOURT  ;  It  contributes 
least. 

Mr.  60SCHEN:  I  do  Dot  uoder- 
stand  tbe  interjection  of  the  right 
bon.  Grentleman.  What  is  he  going 
to  get  oat  of  this  Beer  and 
Spirit  Datj  ?  I  congratulate  him  here 
npoD  cue  fact — that  he  counts  among  his 
sapportera  a  majoritj  <tf  tbe  Scotch 
Members  and  a  majority  of  the  Irish 
Members.  I  presume  that  he  will  not 
faaTe  to  encounter  that  opposition  from 
them  which  was  extended  oTor  nights 
and  nights  at  the  time  of  the  diseussion 
upon  the  increased  Spirit  Duty  which  I 
proposed.  I  do  not  know  what  arrange- 
ments have  yet  been  made  by  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  with  regard  to  the  con- 
^nance  of  this  tax.  Rumours  have 
been  alvoad  that  it  is  to  be  made  a  tax 
^ieb  is  to  end  with  the  present  financial 

^^*R  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  stated  that 
it  was  to  end  with  the  present  financial 
year. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Then  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  ought  to  write  off 
dCl^OOO^OOO  from  his  Budget.  In  this 
umouDcement  I  will  prove  to  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  be  has  struck  a 
blow  at  his  Badget  of  which  he  has  not 

rl  oaloalated  the  consequences.  When 
proposed  a  Beer  Daty  my  friends 
behind  me  pressed  me  extremely  hard  to 
limit  the  daty  to  one  year.  Tney  were 
Tory  augry,  and  they  put  considerable 
pressure  upon  me  ;  but  I  thought  it  im- 
possible to  make  that  coneessioUf  be- 
cause if  you  impose  a  tax  and  yon  make 
it  known  on  what  particular  day  that  tax 
will  cease,  there  will  be  no  deliveries  of 
the  article  taxed  for  a  long  period,  and 
yon  will  be  unable  to  secure  your  Revenue. 
So  I  did  not  impose  tbe  tax  simply  for 
one  year,  but  simply  said  that  beer  must 
take  its  fair  ehanoe  of  remission  with 
other  articles,  and  I  would  not  give  way. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  some- 
thing about  this,  too,  because  if  the 
1>rewers  had  joined  with  the  Liberal 
Party  at  that  time,  the  Conserva- 
tive Government  might  have  been 
turned  out  on  tbe  Beer  Duty. 
Bat  they  supported  the  Government  of 
the  day,  and  the  tax  still  exists.  I  must 
press  tUs  point  with  regard  to  the  tax 
ending  wi^  the  present  year.  But  that 
is  not  the  only  diflBculty.  I  ask  this 
question.   Is  this  direct  or  indirect  taxa* 


tton  ?  There  is  a  confusion  in  the  minds 
of  everyone  on  this  point,  and  I  am  not 
sure  that  I  have  not  shared  the  confusion 
myself.  The  rigbthon.  Gentleman  did  not 
say  whether  he  considers  it  to  be  direct  or 
indirect  taxation.  The  general  rule  seems 
to  be  that,  at  the  time  when  you  are 
persuading  tbe  House  to  impose  a  duty, 
it  is  a  direct  tax  on  the  profits  of  the 
brewers ;  but  that  after  the  tax  is  im- 
posed, it  forms  a  portion  of  the  indirect 
taxation  which  has  been  levied  on  the 
country.  But  I  understand  and  believe 
that  in  this  case,  as  regards  fipirits  at  any 
rate — I  am  not  sure  about  beer— the  tax 
will  be  borne  by  the  consumer.  That  is 
to  say,  the  consumer  will  not  pay  it,  but 
will  'iniitribnte  it  to  the  Revenue  through 
drinking  more  diluted  liquor.  I  will  read 
a  oommuuication  which  has  just  been 
ha"  to  me,  which  states  tbe  case  very 
clearly  and  forcibly — 

"  For  aTgnment's  snkc,  hitherto,  of  every  100 
gallons  of  whisky  aold,  85  gallons  have  been 
proof  apirit  and  15  gallons  water.  Now,  of 
every  100  gallons  sold,  82  gallons  will  be  proof 
spirit,  and  18  gallons  wat^.  Therefore,  if  the 
consamption  of  spirits  remains  the  same  in 
quantity,  the  amount  of  proof  spirit  going  out 
will  be  3  per  cent,  less,  and  I  do  not  see  how 
the  trade  can  expect'  to  sell  nunre,  as  the  con- 
euraer  will  make  a  qoart  or  bottle  go  as  far 
aa  before." 

That  the  smaller  quantity  of  whisky 
should  go  as  far  as  the  greater  i3, 
socially,  extremely  desirable,  but  finan- 
cially very  disastrous — 

"Eighty-Bve  gallonB  at  a  duty  of  lOs,  6d. 
brings  to  the  Exchequer  £44  12b.  fid. ;  and  83 
gallons  at  a  duty  of  lis.  brings  in  £458.  2b.,  so 
that  on  every  100  gallons  sold  the  Revenue  will 
benefit  only  by  9s.  6d.,  instead  of,  as  the  Go- 
vernment hope,  by  50s."  ' 

That  is  not  a  very  pleasant  prospect  for 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  have  taken 
that  more  or  less  into  consideration  ;  but 
it  is  as  nothing  compared  with  what  he 
has  done  by  this  bargain  of  luniting  this 
tax  to  the  end  of  the  present  financial  year. 
Has  he  any  precedent  for  such  a  course  ? 
Has  it  ever  been  done  before  ?  Or  is  it  a 
new  form  of  the  high  financial  morality  in 
reference  to  this  article,  another  case  of 
that  **  fiscal  orthodoxy  "  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  so  often  hurls  at  us  ?  I 
will  refer  him  to  the  occasion  in  1885 
when  Mr.  Ctuldera  proposed  an  increased 
Spirit  Duty.  Then  the  brewers  and  tbe 
spirit  dealers  pressed  Mr.  Childers  to 
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limit  the  imposition  of  the  duty  to  one 
year.    Mr.  Childera  said — 

"  In  Committee  we  shall  provide  that  thedat; 
(tbe  Beer  Dut7>  will  only  last  till  the  Slst  of 
May  next  year,  so  that  in  tbe  first  S<eaioQ  of 
tbe  new  Parliament  the  Chancellor  of  the  £x- 
cbeqner  will  have  to  propose  a  Iteiolutioii  as  to 
beer  preciBdy  as  he  mil  oare  to  do  with  r^rd 
to  tea,  which  is  only  an  annual  duty." 

Sib  W.  HARCOUKT  :  Hear,  hear  ! 

Mr.  GOSCHEK  :  That  cheer  ia  un- 
fortunately premature,  becaase  Mr. 
Childerb  went  on  to  say — • 

"  Bat  that  conld  not  be  done  as  to  the  Spirit 
Duty,  Practically,  if  tbe  duty  on  spirits  were 
left  only  determined  to  a  particular  day  next 
year  the  trade  and  the  Uevenue  would  be  in  a 
complete  state  of  disorganisation." 

The  right  bon.  Gentleman  extends  to 
spirits  what  Mr.  Childera  was  content 
ooly  to  apply  to  beer,  and  the  result 
ia  that  every  gallon  of  whisky  that  is 
taken  out  of  bond  after  the  lat  of 
April  will  pay  less  duty  than  if  it  had 
been  taken  out  on  March  31 .  Of 
course,  it  is  plain  that  every  effort  will 
be  made  to  reduce  the  stock  of  whisky 
during  the  preseut  financial  year.  I 
congratulate  the  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  on  their  ingenuity  and  sagacity 
iu  having  extracted  a  promise  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  this 
subject,  because  they  will  actually  pay 
less  duty  this  year  with  an  increased 
duty  on  whisky  than  they  did  last  year 
with  a  lower  duty.  He  is  going  to  lose 
lOs.  6d.  per  gallon  on  every  cask  of 
whisky  which  remains  in  bond,  and 
therefore  you  must  calculate  what  diminn- 
tion  there  will  be  in  the  revenue  from 
spirits  throughout  the  United  Kingdom. 
What  ia  the  amouut  of  the  revenue  on 
spirits  ?  It  is  really  in  round  numbers 
£16,000,000 from  theKxcise  alone,  which 
is  about  £300,000  a  week.  Now,  if  the 
consumption  and  stock  are  reduced  by 
one-twelfth — and  it  ia  by  no  meana  a 
violmt  Buppoaition  that  it  will  be 
BO  reduced  in  r^putl  to  aiich  an 
article  as  whiaky — it  ia  equal  to  a 
loss  of  revenue  of  £1,200,000,  or 
within  £100,000  of  the  tu  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to  put  on. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  would  in 
the  moat  friendly  spirit  recommend  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider  whether 
it  is  worth  while  to  press  the  tax,  which 
will  disturb  the  whole  organisation  of 
the  trade  and  give  rise  to  great  friction  ? 
There  will  be  every  kind  of  difficulty 

Jir.  Gofcken 


towards  the  end  of  the  financial  year, 
and  how  will  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer prevent  the  trade  working  up  to 
that  particular  day  ?  The  prospect  of  ita 
approach  will  be  enough  to  induce  persons 
to  withhold  payments.  There  will  be  end- 
less uncertainty.  The  fact  is,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  granted  a  concesaioD 
to  his  Irish  friends  which  will  destroy  the 
balance  of  his  Badget ;  and  supposing 
that  the  Home  Rnle  Bill  had  passed,  how- 
would  matten  have  stood  then  ?  I  con- 
gratulate the  right  bon.  Gentlemau  that 
under  present  circumstances  be  is  able 
to  bargain  with  tbe  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland,  whereas  if  the  Home  Rule  Bill 
bad  passed,  does  tbe  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man think  that  there  is  anything  that 
would  have  induced  80  hon.  Membera 
from  Ireland  to  have  passed  a  Resolution 
for  an  increase  in  the  Spirit  1  >utiea  when 
they  bad  nothing  to  gain  by  it  ?  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  to  be 
congratulated  upon  that  point,  and,  while 
I  am  about  it,  I  may  as  well  congratulate 
him  on  the  fact  that  he  has  not  in  hia 
Budget  to  provide  an  extra  £500,000  in 
order  to  set  up  a  Home  Rule  Parliament. 
In  regard  to  a  great  part  of  this  Budget, 
I  have  not  been  anxious  to  approach  it  in 
any  partisan  spirit,  although,  of  course,  I 
was  bound  to  refer  to  tbe  historical  points 
mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I  have 
frankly  endeavoured  to  avoid  Party  spurit, 
but  all  these  proposala  will  have  to  be 
examined  with  the  greatest  possible 
care,  because  they  establish  a  number 
of  new  principles,  as  to  which  it 
is  difficult  to  calculate  how  they 
will  affect  tbe  springs  of  our  national 
prosperity.  I  therefore  hope  that  both 
sides  of  the  House  will  approach  them 
with  a  candid  desire  to  aift  all  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  present  financial  aituatioo 
to  the  ntmost,  and  with  an  impartiality 
which  will  ensure  to  the  nation  tbatthese 
proposals  have  been  properly  considered 
br  their  Representatives  in  this  House. 
*SiR  W.  HARCOUBT:  I  have 
nothing  to  complain  of  in  the  tone  of  tbe 
criticisms  of  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
upon  the  financial  proposals  of  the  Go- 
vernment. I  do  not  grudge  him  the 
little  gallop  in  Party  references  which 
he  has  made  on  the  subject  of  Home 
Rule,  which  he  thought  it  necessary  to 
introduce  into  this  Debate.  I  will  very 
briefly  notice  one  or  two  of  tbe  principal 
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points  to  which  the  right  hou.  GentlemRD 
has  referred.  First  of  all,  he  spoke  of  the 
savings  banks.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  rather  timid  upon  manj  subjects, 
and  his  timidity  is  in  excess  upon  this 
aabject.  He  is  dreadfuUj  ad^id  lest  the 
peopleof  this  country  should  pat  too  much 
money  into  the  savings  banks,  and  that 
^6  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should 
liBTe  exaggerated  responsibilities  id  re- 
.gard  to  those  deposits. 

•Mr,  GOSCHEN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  understand  that  it  is 
**on  demand."  That  is  the  main  point. 
I  hare  nothing  to  say  in  regard  to  the 
amount  of  the  deposits ;  what  I  com- 
mented upon  was  the  enormous  amount 
withdrawable  on  demand. 

Sib  W.  HARCOUBT  :  I  caunot 
entertain  the  opinion  that  anyone  ocon- 
pying  the  position  of  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should  discourage  and  re- 
strun  the  amount  put  into  the  savings 
banks  by  Ihe  masses  of  the  country. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  never  said  any- 
thing of  the  kind. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  at  a  loss, 
then,  to  understand  what  was  meant  by 
the  observation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  cannot  understand  why  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  warned  me  of  the  danger 
of  the  vast  and  rapid  increase  in  the  de- 
posits in  the  savings  banks  payable  on 
demand.  I  do  not  regard  that  increase 
with  apprehension,  hut,  on  the  contrary, 
I  regard  it  with  the  highest  satisfaction. 
The  right  hou.  Gentleman  referred  to 
the  great  growth  of  the  expeuditore 
daring  the  last  23  years  and  spoke  of  the 
£6,000,000  which  had  been  added  on 
account  of  education.  But  there  is 
another  £6,000,000  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  took  no  notice — tbat 
was  the  amount  of  the  subsidy  to  the 
rates  which  was  withdrawn  from  the 
Bevennes  of  this  country.  Then  my 
right  hon.  Friend  referred  to  financial 
purists.  That  is  a  subject  on  which  I 
am  Bomewhat  sensitive.  I  agree  that  my 
financial  principles  are  exactly  the  oppo- 
site of  those  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man .  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  finan- 
cial purity  consisted  in  this  :  He  began 
bis  finiince  of  five  years  by  diminishing 
by  £2,000,000  the  Navy  Estimates ;  then 
he  diminished  permanently  the  provision 
for  the  payment  of  the  National  Debt ; 
then,  having  engaged  in  a  large  expeadi- 
tnie,  be  carried  it  oat  by  borrowing 


money.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  meet  the  Expenditure  of  the  year  by 
the  Revenue  of  the  year,  and  having 
borrowed  the  money  which  he  left  others 
to  pay  he  declared  surpluses  out  of 
borrowed  money.  These  are  the 
financial  principles  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  again  omits  the  fact  that  I 
imposed  £1,&0,000  of  additional  taxa- 
tion. 

•Sir  W.  HABCOURT  :  Tbat  does 
not  alter  the  fact.  The  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  may  have  imposed  that 
additional  taxation,  but  he  left  a  debt  of 
£5,000,000  behind  bim,  and  had  every 
year  a  deficit,  although  be  declared  a 
surplus.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
cried  "  Peccavi "  the  other  night,  and 
said  tbat  if  be  had  known  that  what  had 
happened  was  going  to  happeu  he  would 
never  have  done  what  he  did.  One  does 
not  require  to  be  a  great  financier  to  say 
that,  but  there  was  one  sentence  which 
appeared  in  some  of  the  newspapers 
which  I  will  quote.  The  right  hou. 
Gentleman  said — 

"  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  shoald  think 
it  right  tbat  the  annuities  for  these  two  years, 
which  amount  to  £I.SOO,000,  should  be  capital- 
ised he  would  be  perfectly  ready  to  bear  all  the 
odium  of  having  increased  the  debt  by 
£8,000^000." 

If  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  had  only 
done  that,  it  would  not  have  been  neces- 
sary for  me  to  suspend  the  New  Sinking 
Fund,  because  the  liability  would  bave 
been  discharged  by  the  ordinary  Debt 
Fund.  But  the  right  hon .  Gentleman,  with 
his  ingenuity  and  his  financial  principles, 
instead  of  admitting  tbat  he  had '  done 
what  he  did,  which  was  to  create  a  part 
of  the  permanent  Debt  of  the  country, 
by  ingenioas  devices  endeavoured  to 
conceal  from  the  public  what,  in  fact,  he 
was  doing ;  and  the  reason  why  I  have 
been  obliged  to  make  these  arrange- 
ments Is  because  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman invented  the,  financially  speaking, 
abominable  machinery  of  the  Naval  De- 
fence Act  and  hid  from  the  world  that  be 
had  borrowed  £5,000,000  of  money  and 
had  left  it  as  a  debt  to  those  who  came 
after  him  to  pay.  That  is  the  reason  I 
have  had  to  do  this.  What  is  it  that  I 
am  going  to  do  ?  I  am  going  to  meet 
the  Expenditure  of  this  year  oat  of  the 
Revenue  of  this  year.   As  long  as  I  hold 
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the  Office  I  have  the  honour  to  fill,  I  shall 
never  resort  to  any  other  expedient,  I 
have,  in  point  of  fact,  treated  this 
£6,000,000  as  it  ought  to  have  been 
treated,  and  as  the  right  hoc.  GeDtlemao 
has  now  admitted  that  it  ought  to  have 
been  treated — namehr,  as  part  of  the 
regular  permanent  Debt  of  the  country 
to  be  discharged  out  of  that  fund. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  do  not  admit  it 
at  all.  What  I  meant  was  that  if  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman,  in  order  to  help 
himself  out  of  'a  difficulty,  chose  to  do 
that,  I  would  not  oppose  his  doing  so  ; 
but  I  said  nothing  with  regard  to  the 
original  condition  of  the  Debt. 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  done  what  he  ought 
to  have  done  at  ibe  time  ot  the  transac- 
tion everything  would  have  been  per- 
fectly regular.  He  borrowed  the  money; 
it  was  part  of  the  Debt,  and  I  am  now 
discharging  it  as  part  of  the  Debt.  I 
maintain  that  what  I  asserted  in  my 
speech  on  the  Budget  is  true.  I  have 
not  suspended  the  Permanent  Debt  Fund, 
but  have  used  it  for  its  proper  purpose, 
and  that  is  the  discharging  of  debt. 
Compare  that  with  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did.  He  saspended  tbeDebt 
Fond,  not  for  one  year,  not  tot  two  years, 
bnt  for  ever.  He  abandoned  for  ever 
£2,000,000  of  the  Fund  set  apart  for  the 
payment  of  the  Debt — not  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  Debt,  but  for  the  purpose  of 
using  it  as  annual  Revenue.  He  ased  it 
for  the  purpose  of  reducing  the  Income 
Tax  in  order  to  obtain  popularity  by  that 
course.  That  was  the  financial  purity  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Then,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  agree 
with  me  on  the  subject  of  small 
taxes,  and  he  wants  new  sources  of 
revenue.  When  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man socceeds  me  as  ChanceUw  of  the 
Exchequer — which  I  understand  will  be 
some  time  in  the  course  of  Ihis  month — be 
wilt  tell  us  M'hat  the  small  taxes  are 
from  which  he  desires  to  derive  revenue. 
That  is  the  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. I  have  often  beard  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
denounce  that  doctrine.  It  was  stated  20 
years  ago  by  Sir  George  Comewall 
Lewis  and  was  then  attacked  by  my 
light  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian. For  my  part,  I  believe  that,  for 
great  variety  of  revenue  jou  must  rely  on 
great  taxes,  and  not  harass  the  interests  of 
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the  country  by  the  multiplication  of  small 
taxes.  The  whole  financial  policy  of 
this  country  since  the  time  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
has  been  the  reduction  of  the  number  of 
taxes  and  not  the  multiplicaUon  of  small 
taxes.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ob- 
jects to  my  quotations  from  him,  and 
complains  that  I  quoted  him  as  an  autho- 
rity for  the  germ  of  gradnation.  I  am 
glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  had 
the  opportunity  of  telling  us  what  he 
thinks  on  that  subject.  He  says  that 
the  question  of  graduation  was  pro- 
pounded to  him  in  a  more  moderate  form 
while  he  was  at  the  Fxehequer,  and  that 
he  rejected  It.  That  reminds  me  of  some 
lines  by  a  great  poet  ^— 

*'Che  fece  perviltade  il  gian  ilfiato  I " 
I  think  the  time  will  come  when  this 
question  of  graduation  will  surely  take 
its  place  in  the  taxation  of  this  country, 
and  then  it  will  be  remembered  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  that  proposal 
before  him,  that  he  deliberately  refused 
it,  and  that  to^ay,  on  behalf  of  the 
Party  be  represents,  he  repudiated  the 
principle  of  graduation. 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  must  say  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  attempting 
to  make  a  Party  advantage  out  of  this, 
which  is  totally  unjustified  by  anything 
I  said.  It  would  be  impossible  for  me, 
without  any  communication,  to  speak 
authoritatively  on  behalf  of  the  Party  ; 
and,  besides,  I  invited  hon.  Members 
on  both  sides  not  to  reject  the  scheme, 
but  to  examine  it.  Still,  I  thoaght 
it  my  duty  to  point  out  the  many 
difficulties  involved  in  it  and  the 
considerations  which  ought  to  be  borne 
in  mind.  I  repudiate  entirely  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
as  the  represeutative  of  the  Party  I 
repudiated  the  principle  of  graduation. 

•Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  I  am  very 
glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
made  up  his  mind  against  this  principle. 
The  truth  is,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man>  mind  is  so  evenly  balanced  that  it 
is  always  difficult  to  discover  on  which 
side  he  is  in  regard  to  a  particular  ques- 
tion. At  this  moroeut,  whether  he  is  fw 
gradnation  or  against  it,  I  do  not  know. 
Then  the  right  boo.  Gentleman  has  sMd 
there  are  methods  of  evasion.  I  under* 
stand  it  to  be  suggested  that  families  an 
to  be  formed  into  Joint  Stock  Companies 
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for  the  purpose  of  evadiog  payment  of 
the  Death  Duties.  Whether  they  are  to 
be  formed  for  the  purpose  of  escaping 
death  itself  I  do  -not  know.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thinks  that  methods  of 
evasion  will  be  adopted.  Do  you  think 
there  has  been  no  disposition,  no  tempta- 
tioQ,  to  avoid  payment  of  these  duties  up 
to  the  present  ?  I  admit  that  in  qnestions 
of  this  kind— and  especially  in  new 
qnestions — you  ought  to  be  moderate. 
I  think  it  nould  be  a  great  mistake  to 
introduce  a  principle  of  this  kind  at  a 
very  high  fignre.  That  would  alarm 
people,  and  drive  them  into  methods  of 
evasion  which,  I  think,  it  wonhl  not  be 
right  to  encourage.  I  have  received 
large  numbers  of  letters — and,  to  ray 
astonishment,  more  from  Conservatives 
than  Liberals — expressing  satisfaction 
with  the  proposals  made  by  me  in  the- 
Budget.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemau 
next  said  that  it  was  a  perfectly  new 
departure,  and  contrary  to  sound  financial 
pnnciples  to  impose  taxes  in  order  to 
take  others  off.  What  is  the  history  of 
the  great  financial  reforms  of  Sir  Robert 
Feel  ?  Why,  the  whole  thing  was  based 
ou  his  taking  toxes  off  poorer  people 
who  could  not  afford  to  pay  them.  In 
1841  he  imposed  the  Income  Tax,  which 
had  not  existed  since  1816,  in  order  totake 
toxes  off  the  poorer  people.  All  the 
financial  policy  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  and  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian was  based  upon  no  other  prin- 
ciple than  that.  They  had,  throughout, 
used  the  great  engine  of  the  Income 
Tax  and  other  direct  taxation  in  order  to 
relieve  the  humbler  classes  of  the  com- 
munity from  a  multitude  of  taxes  which 
they  were  not  able  to  bear.  That  is  the 
principle  of  all  sound  finance  iu  this 
country.  The  next  point  upon  which 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  expresses  his 
dissent  is  the  method  of  relaxation,  by 
way  of  exemption  and  abatement,  pro- 
posed in  reference  to  the  Income  Tax. 
There  is,  however,  one  allowance  which 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  has  not  ob- 
jected to,  and  that  is  the  allowance  under 
Schedule  A  to  the  landlords.  Not  one 
word  of  objection  has  he  raised  to  that. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  That  is  count«^ 
balanced. 

Sib  W.  HABCOUBT  :  The  abandon, 
ment  of  a  portion  of  the  Income  Tax  to 
men  under  £500  a  year  does  not  com- 
mend itself  to  the  right  hon.  GentlemaD. 


That  is,  I  snpposef  a  dangerous  pro- 
posal, because  it  would  be  a  relief  to  the 
humbler  classes  of  the  oommnnity. 
["  Oh  I  "]  If  that  was  not  so,  what  is 
the  meaning  of  all  this  criticism  ?  I 
should  like,  iucidentolly,  to  mention  a 
point  which  has  been  strongly  urged 
upon  me.  I  have  been  asked,  when  I 
spoke  of  £500  a  year  and  £400  a  year, 
whether  the  abatement  was  meant  to 
cover  the  full  figures  of  £400  and  £500, 
or  whether  I  only  meant  to  speak  of 
sums  under  £400  and  under  £5U0.  As 
this  will  apply  to  a  large  number  of  per- 
sons whose  salaries  are  exactly  those 
figures,  I  think  the  allowances  should  be 
made  up  to  those  figures,  and  not  stop 
below  them.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man asked  what  was  so  dangerous  aa  to 
carry  out  these  abatements  to  a  large 
portion  of  the  community.  Does  he 
object  or  does  he  approve  of  those  pro- 
posals ?  Will  he  oppose  or  will  he  sup- 
port them  ? 

Mb.  G0SCHEI:T  :  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  might  have  listened  to 
my  speech.  I  told  him  my  own  view  and 
the  course  the  Party  would  take. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Then  what  is 
the  meaning  of  this  carping  criticism  ? 
If  these  are  proposals  you  are  going  to 
support,  why  does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man disparage  them  ?  Why  these  ap- 
prehensions as  to  all  that  is  going  to 
follow  the  passing  of  them  ?  Then  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  said,  I  did 
something  in  this  way  ;  I  diminished  the 
House  Duty."  Yes,  but  that  is  no  good 
to  anybody  but  householders.  What  is  the 
good  of  that  to  clerks  who  are  not  house- 
holders— men  with  incomes  between  £200 
and  £300  a  year  ?  What  is  this  prin- 
ciple of  finance  which  is  "willing  to 
wound  and  yet  afraid  to  strike"  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  in  favour  of 
financial  purity.  He  is  opposed  to  the 
relief  we  give.  He  dislikes  it,  but  he  is 
not  prepared  to  oppose.  Then,  he  says, 
we  have  weakened  the  Income  Tax.  He 
says  that  in  the  time  of  war  or  when 
stress  comes  we  shall  repent  having 
given  this  relief  to  the  humbler  classes. 
No,  Sir.  In  my  opinion,  our  action  will 
strengthen,  not  weaken  the  Income  Tax. 
In  my  opinion,  the  weakness  consists  in 
putting  undue  pressure  upon  those  who 
are  little  able  to  bear  it.  I  gladly  have 
given  these  two  remissions  because  I 
thought  they  were  just  to  the  two  classes 
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affected,  and  because  I  thought  it  was  a 
Bouod  principle  of  fiDaoce  to  remoTe  the 
pressure  and  tUua  make  the  tax  leas  un- 
popular than  it  ia.  Therefore,  n'hen  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tells  me  that  I  have 
veakened  the  Income  Tax  bj  making  it 
more  tolerable  to  the  humbler  classes,  I 
again  say  my  financial  principles  are 
directly  opposed  to  that  theory,  I  be- 
liere  my  policy  has  a  tendency  not  to 
weaken  but  to  strengthen  the  tax.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  little  hesi- 
tating and  ambiguous  in  his  treatment  of 
these  matters,  but  when  he  came  to  the 
Beer  and  Spirit  Duties  then  he  revelled 
in  bis  subject.  He  told  us  the  amount 
which  should  be  taken  off*  the  Spirit 
Duties  by  methods  which  he  endeavoured 
to  indicate.  Here  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  can  assist  me  very  much. 
First  of  all,  be  can  take  my 
place  and  make  the  duty  perpetual. 
He  has  advised  me  not  to  make  it  tem- 
porary for  a  single  year.  I  shall  be  glad 
of  his  assistance  in  resisting  the  brewers 
and  the  spirit  merchants,  and  in  making 
it  perpetual.  [An  hon.  Member  :  Your 
Irish  friends.J  Yes ;  but  gentlemen 
opposite  may  assist  me  in  that  matter ; 
and  if  they  are  prepared  on  behalf  of 
their  friends,  the  brewers  and  spirit  mer- 
chants, to  propose  that  the  Spirit  Duty 
shall  be  made  perpetual,  I  will  take  their 
offer  into  very  serious  consideration.  If 
I  can  only  get  a  pledge  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  I  shall  consider  it.  It 
is  the  only  part  of  the  Budget  on  whicli 
he  has  really  expressed  an  opinion.  He 
has  not  ventured  to  have  an  opinion  on 
any  other  part  of  the  Budget.  The  only 
outcome  of  his  speech,  as  it  appears  to 
me,  is  that  the  Beer  and  Spirit  Duty 
shall  be  perpetual.  If  he  will  give  me 
time  to  reflect,  as  he  himself  took  time  to 
reflect,  upon  this  question  I  shall  recon- 
sider the  question  of  the  perpetuity  of 
the  dut^.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
says  be  is  perfectly  clear  as  to  bis  views. 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  came  to  the 
conclusion  whelher  these  duties  were  a 
direct  or  an  indirect  tax.  Whether  be 
has  an  opinion  on  that  subject  I  do  not 
know,  but  gentlemen  most  interested  in 
it  have  a  very  clear  opinion.  I  have 
read  utterances  on  this  subject  by  men  of 
high  authority  in  the  trade.  I  find 
now  that  one  of  the  speakers  at  a  meet- 
ing in  Glasgow,  held  the  other  day  to 
consider  this  subject,  said  that — 
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"  In  approachlQK  this  qaestfon  he  wished  to 
draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  it  was  moat  un- 
fair and  oDjost,  becanse  the  manofaetnrer  might 
not  get  the  buyer  to  give  the  increased  datj, 
find  it  wa8  DOW  admitted  that  it  waa  to  be  ex- 
acted txom  him.  The  6d.  on  spirits  could  not 
be  divided  into  fractiooB.  If  the  Chancellor  d 
the  Bxcheqaer  had  pat  a  larger  sum  apon  a 
barrel  of  beer  it  mifj^t  have  been  divided  into 
fractions,  and  then  the  oonsnmer  would  have  to 
pay  the  tax,  but  this  nimble  sixpence  waa  like 
a  grain  of  sand  in  one's  eye — it  waa  irritating 
until  got  rid  of." 

That  18  the  trade  opinion  ou  the  iucideuee 
of  the  tax,  I  suppose  the  gentleman  who 
seconded  the  resolution  at  the  Glasgow 

meeting  understood  the  subject.  I  do 
not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wishes  to  oppose  any  of  these  proposals 
— any  of  these  particular  taxes.  It  is 
quite  true  I  have  put  on  several  taxes.  I 
was  bound  to  deal  with  the  Income  Tax, 
because  I  was  bound  to  deal  with 
Schedule  A.  Being,  as  I  say,  bound  to 
increase  the  Income  Tax,  in  my  opinion 
it  was  desirable  to  give  relief  at  the 
lower  end,  which  I  think  a  jostifiaUe 
proceeding.  As  far  as  that  goes,  I  hare 
only  to  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  his  sympathy.  Reference  has  been 
made  to  the  purity  of  beer  and  spirits. 
How  much  has  the  strength  diminished 
at  present  ?  What  do  you  think  one  of 
the  best  known  spirit  merchants  ad- 
vertises— one  of  the  most  respectable  of 
the  dealers  ?  Why,  52  per  cent,  below 
proof.  ["  No  !  "]  Yes.  I  have  the 
document  in  my  l>ox,  and  it  is  in  vain 
for  the  hon.  Gcntlenian  to  shake  his 
head. 

Mb.  USBORNE  (Essex,  Chelmsfoid): 
If  anyone  sold  spirits  at  52  per  cent, 
below  proof,  he  would  be  prosecuted  for 
adulteration  and  convicted. 

Sir  W.  HARCOUKT  :  I  am  com- 
pelled to  inform  the  hon.  Member  that 
he  is  not  acquainted  with  the  law.  The 
Adulteration  Act  states  what  is  the 
amount  of  adulteration  permitted  ;  but  if 
you  tell  your  customer,  you  may  pat 
whatever  amount  of  water  you  like. 

Mr.  USBORNE  :  I  admit  that. 
•Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  Then  the 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  understand  his 
own  business.  I  have  here  Mr.  Gilbey's 
poblished  list,  and  he  does  what  every 
roan  should  do  ;  he  states  on  each  bottle 
what  is  the  strength.  The  bon.  Member 
will  find  it  in  this  list,  where  the  price  of 
each  commodity  is  given..  Here  is  3s.  Id. 
for  a  bottle  of  spirits.    I  find  in  one  ease 

Digitized  by  GoOg Ic 


1 149      fFayt  and  Meant.--     {28  Afbil  lfi94} 


Committee. 


1150 


the  mark  «  52  U.P.,"  which  lunderetand 
means  noder  proof.  I  hope  the  hoD. 
Member  will  thank  me  for  giving  him 
some  instrnction  in  the  buBiness  in  which 
I  UDderstand  he  is  interested.  Here  is 
the  printed  lint,  which  has  been  supplied 
to  me  by  a  friend  of  mine.  I  have  also 
on  amusing  document  here  which  T  may 
glance  at,  if  the  Committee  is  interested 
in  the  matter.  I  caused  to  be  tested  in 
different  parts  of  the  town  what  these 
"  twopennorths  "  of  spirits  were  like  as 
sold  over  the  counter.  The  tests  were, 
as  I  huve  said,  made  in  different  parts 
of  London.  We  took  poor  neighbour- 
hoods and  wealthy  neighbourhoods.  In 
Bethnal  Green  on  ram  the  profit  on  the 
selling  price  is  108  per  cent. ;  in  Mile 
End,  91  per  cent ;  in  Wbitechapel,  96 
per  cent. ;  Walworth  Road,  91  per  cent. 
It  seems  to  be  on  a  graduated  scale,  for 
when  you  go  to  Oxford  Street  it  is  136 
per  cent.,  and  in  Piccadilly  it  is  230  per 
cent.  When  we  come  to  brandy  you  get 
a  higher  class  of  consumer.  In  Betbnal 
Green  the  profit  is  152  per  cent.  ; 
Newington  Causeway,  164  per  cent. ; 
Whiteohapel,  155  per  cent.  I  do  not 
know  that  brandy  is  treated  on  a  different 
scale  in  wealthy  localities  ;  but  in  Oxford 
Street  the  profit  is  only  80  per  cent.,  and 
in  the  City  in  a  first-class  restaurant  it 
is  only  1^  per  cent.  On  Genevas  the 
profit  is — in  Betbnal  Green  108  per 
cent.,  in  Oxford  Street  165  per 
cent.^  in  Walworth  Road  111  per  cent., 
and  in  Wbitechapel  1 16  per  cent. 
I  had  not  intended  to  go  into  this  subject 
to-day,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  so  much  of  tlie  Spirit  Duties  that  I 
could  not  refrain  from  offering  these 
alatisticB.  Looking  at  the  subject  all 
round,  I'  do  not  think  that  these  are  trades 
upon  which  an  undue  burden  has  been 
placed  by  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Nor  do  I  understand  the  right 
hon.  Crentleman  to  dispute  that  pro- 
position. He  does  not  say  that  a  tux 
should  not  be  put  upon  spirits  or  upon 
beer.  His  only  complaint  is  that  I  do  not 
make  it  perpetual ;  and,  as  I  understand, 
he  does  not  object  in  principle  to.  my 
Death  Duties — he  only  says  that  I  get  so 
little  from  them.  That  is,  I  suppose,  be- 
cause they  are  not  enough.  He  does  not 
object  to  the  Income  Tax ;  he  does  not 
object  to  the  allowances  made  under  the 
Income  Tax ;  he  does  not  object  to  the 
Boer  Duties,  nor  to  the  Spirit  Duties.  I 


am  happy,  therefore,  to  think  that, 
though  our  financial  principles  are  so 
wide  apart,  our  financial  conclusions  come 
so  newr  to  a  point.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  the  moderation  with  which  he 
has  dealt  with  the  proposals  of  the 
Gt>vemment. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (MaDcliester, 
E.) :  When  I  came  down  to  the  House 
to-day  I  had  not  the  slightest  intention 
of  addressing  any  remarks  to  it,  but  I  do 
not  think  the  speech  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  thought  fit  to  make 
should  pass  without  some  brief  word  of 
comment  and  protest.  His  final  words 
were  words  of  conciliation  and  peace,  but 
the  whole  tenonr  of  his  remarks  not  only 
misrepresented  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Goschen),  but  misrepresented  him 
obviously  for  Party  purposes.  It  appears 
never  to  have  occurred  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  auy  man  could 
come  down  to  this  House  to  discuss  the 
finances  of  the  country  without  making 
Party  capital  out  of  it.  It  never  has 
occurred  with  himself,  and  he  thinks  it 
never  could  occur  with  anybody  else. 
But  I  can  assure  him  that  every  word 
that  dropped  from  my  right  hon.  Friend 
was  not  to  embarrass  the  Government  by 
foctious  criticism,  but  to  bring  before  the 
Committee  and  the  oonntry  considerations 
which  onght  not  to  be  absent  from  our 
minds  when  we  are  dealing  with  the  most 
far-reaching  financial  proposals  that  have 
been  laid  before  us  for  many  years.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  not  en- 
deavoured toanswer  my  right  hon.  Friend's 
criticisms,  but  has  sought  to  twist  and  per- 
vert them — I  will  not  say  turn  them  into 
ridicule — but  to  make  them  appear  to 
demonstrate  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
is  the  pronounced  advocate  of  principles 
with  which  he  did  not  deal  in  the  most 
cursory  manner.  I  do  not  wish  to  go  at 
length  into  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  I  think  I  can  in  a  very 
few  moments  expose  his  misrepresenta- 
tions. The  first  point  was  about  the 
Sinking  Fund,  and  he  actually  bad  the 
courage  to  repeat  that  he  had  not 
diverted  to  o^er  purposes  the  fund 
intended  for  the  diminution  of  the  Debt. 
What  has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
done?  He  fonnd  the  Sinking  Fund 
allocated  to  the  liquidation  of  the  Per- 
manent Debt  of  the  countr}-.  He  found 
the  annuities  allocated  to  Uie  liquidation 
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of  the  Temporary  Loao.  He  took  the 
Sinking  Fund  intended  for  the  Permanent 
Bebt,  and  allocated  it  to  the  Temporary 
Loan.  And  be  took  the  annnilies 
intended  to  deal  with  the  Temporary 
Loan,  and  he  bagged  that  for  his  own 
purposes.  That  Is  the  procedure  of  this 
financial  purist,  who  has  been  telling  ub 
—I  will  not  say  with  Pharisaic  air, 
because  that  would  imply  a  degree  of 
condemnation  which  I  do  not  wish  to 
throw  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — 
but  with  an  air  of  exceptional  virtue, 
how  far  be  stands  above  the  financial 
sinner  (Mr.  Goschen)  who  sits  on  my 
right.  My  right  hon.  Friend  made  a 
most  interesting  comment  in  passing 
upon  the  dangOrs  tlut  we  are  running  in 
confining  too  much  of  our  taxation  to  one 
or  two  commodities  at  most.  That 
danger  is  a  real  one ;  I  do  not  think 
anybody  can  deny  that.  How  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  meet  that  criticism, 
which  was  not  put  forward  in  a  captious 
spirit  ?  'He  says  this  is  a  principle 
which  has  been  accepted  by  all  financiers 
from  the  time  of  Sir  Robert  Peel.  He 
says  that  Sir  Robert  Peel  pat  on  the 
Income  Tax  for  the  very  porpose  of 
relieving  the  poor — or  perhajfs  he  referred 
to  Sir  Robert  Peel  at  a  later  stage  mis- 
interpreting bis  policy.  Possibly,  it  is 
convenient  to  trade  generally  that  we 
should  confine  ourselvos  to  the  traditional 
channels  of  taxation ;  but  the  time  may 
come — I  think  probably  will  come — when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  successors 
may  bitterly  regret  that  we  have  carried 
to  sucb  a  length  a  process  which, 
beneficial  though  it  has  been,  may  be 
carried  too  far.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man went  on  to  refer  to  two  subjects  of 
profound  interest  to  the  public — one  the 
question  of  graduation,  and  the  other  the 
question  of  the  additional  immunities 
which  he  has  given  at  the  lower  end  of 
the  Income  Tax  scale.  All  my  right 
hon.  Friend  did  was  to  point  out  in 
language  of  extreme  moderation  the 
dangers  and  difficulties  which  undoubtedly 
attach  to  both  those  propositions,  be  they 
gooil  or  bad  ;  and  my  right  bou.  Friend 
did  not  rely  solely  in  his  criticisms  upon 
his  own  judgment.  He  rested  upon  the 
recent  and  traditional  opinion  of  the 
Party  opposite,  as  exprwsed  over  and 
over  again  in  clear  and  eloquent  language 
by  that  eminent  statesman  the  Member 
for  Midlothian,  who  has  impressed  his 
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personality  more  upon  the  financial 
policy  of  this  country  than  upon  any- 
other  portion  of  our  public  i^fairs.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  quoted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mtdtothiau's, 
I  will  not  say  violent,  bat  certainly  rather 
strong  language  against  certain  proposals 
of  Sir  Stafford  Northoote.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  never  referred  to 
the  authority  my  right  hon.  Friend  quoted, 
but  took  the  language  and  opinions  which 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian 
expressed,  and  held  them  up  to  scorn  and 
contempt,  and  said  he  was  thankful  hie 
principles  were  very  different  from  those 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  Chan- 
celkn*  of  the  Exchequer  is  at  perfect 
liberty  to  his  own  opinions  on  finance  ; 
but  when  he  comes  down  hem  as  the 
apostle  and  representative  of  the  tradi- 
tional financial  policy  of  this  country,  it 
does  not  become  him  to  treat  with  con- 
tempt the  financial  opinions  of  the  Mem- 
ber for  Midlothian,  at  whose  feet  I  should 
have  supposed,  in  such  matters,  he  would 
have  been  glad  to  sit.  The  lost  criticism 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  upon  the  Budget 
was  directed  against  the  temporary  cha- 
racter of  the  Spirit  Duty.  His  remarks 
were  eminently  business-like,  and  directed 
to  obvious  financial  difficulties— criticism 
which,  of  all  other  criticism,  should  have 
been  met  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  a  business-like  spirit.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  made  a  few 
gibes  and  jokes,  but  never  attempted, 
even  by  one  word,  to  deal  with  the  funda- 
mental difficulty  which  my  hon.  Friend 
has  laid  before  this  House.  The  proce- 
dure of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
is  almost  incredible  in  its  audacity.  He 
comes  down  and  unfolds  a  Budget  which 
gives  a  surplus  of  £280,000,  under  which 
it  is  proposed  to  make  the  increase  ot 
Spirit  and  Beer  Duty  permanent. 
Pressure  is  brought  to  bear  by  those  on 
whose  votes  he  depends  to  retain  himself 
in  Office,  and  he  is  obliged,  or  thinks 
himself  obliged,  to  reduce  the  term  during 
which  the  Spirit  and  Beer  Duty  is  to  run 
for  one  year — that  is,  to  the  end  of  the 
financial  year.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
pointed  out  that  whether  the  proposal  is 
good  or  bad,  whether  it  is  hXr  to  ^e 
brewers  and  spirit  merchants  or  not,  or 
whether  it  is  &ir  or  unfair  to  Ireland 
and  Scotland,  yet  this  result  must 
follow  :  that  the  surplus  of  £280,000, 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exdie- 
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quer  promised  on  Monday  last,  will 
sink  to  a  deficit  of  £900,000  if  he 
carriea  out  the  new  Budget  which  he  has 
brought  down  to  na  to-night.  That  in  a 
very  serioas  oriticiBm,  whether  well- 
founded  or  ill-foDDded.  Hy  right  hon. 
Friend  gave  a  reason  for  his  opinion  in 
language  which  mnst  have  impressed  it- 
Belf  upon  bon.  Members.  Certatnlj,  it 
showed  to  me  that  a  very  plain  danger 
lies  before  us,  aud  that  the  object  of  mak  ing 
the  taxation  of  the  year  pay  for  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  year — about  which  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer)  has  made  so  many  boasts, 
IB  likely  to  end  in  the  taxation  of  the  year 
not  paying  the  expenditure  of  the  year 
at  all.  In,  perforce,  a  serious  discussion 
by  business  men  of  business  matters,  what 
is  the  use  of  getting  up  and  making  a 
lot  of  jokes  about  irrelevant  matters  and 
a  good  raauy  Party  misrepresentations, 
unless  it  be  for  a  Genera)  Election  ? 
What  is  the  use  of  doing  that,  and  at  the 
same  time  omitting  even  the  faintest 
reference  to  criticism  which,  if  it  be  well 
founded,  strikes  at  the  very  root  of  the 
whole  Budget  ?  My  right  hon.  Friend 
quoted  the  opinion  of  the  Member  for 
Midlothian  against  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  quoted  it  in  vain.  On 
ihe  Spirit  Duty  my  right  hon.  Friend 
quoted  against  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer the  opinion  of  another  of  his 
colleagues — ^Mr.  Chitdera.  Surely  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  having  got 
on  his  legs  and  treated  us  to  three-quar- 
ters of  an  hour's  oration,  might,  in  the 
coarse  of  that  oration,  have  dealt  with 
the  most  important  criticisms  laid  before 
him  by  my  right  hon.  Friend.  The  truth 
is,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  have 
produced  a  very  good  Budget,  which  may 
have  all  the  financial  and  popular  success 
he  anticipates  ;  but  he  has  not  prodneed 
a  Budget  which  carries  out  the  pro- 
fessions with  which  the  speech  in  which 
it  was  introduced  was  so  plentifully 
larded.  Over  and  over  again  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  introduced  his  views 
about  financial  principle  and  purity, 
Whatdoesitallcometo?  It  comes  to  this : 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  by  his  own 
profession  and  on  his  own  showing,  has 
to  deal  with  a  deficit  of  £4,500,000; 
and  he  has  provided  every  sixpence  of 
that  deficit  ont  of  the  taxation  paid  by 
the  wealthier  classes.  That  may  be  right 
or  it  may  be  wrong ;  but  it  is  ddUberately 


in  violation  of  the  principles  laid  down 
by  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  himself  in 
bis  own  Budget  speeoh.  Of  course,  it 
is  open  to  anyone  to  say  that,  while  the 
Beer  and  Spirit  Duties  fall  iai^ely  npon 
the  consumer,  they  are  for  the  most  part 
drawn  from  the  poorer  classes  of  the 
community.  It  may  be  open  to  other 
gentlemen  to  hold  that  opinion,  but  it  is 
not  open  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. He  bas,  in  his  Budget  speech 
and  since,  said  that  all  he  has  done  has 
been  to  tax  the  profits  of  one  bloated  and 
overgrown  trade.  It  may  be  a  good  and 
proper  object  of  taxation,  but  he  cannot 
ride  two  horses  at  once.  If  he  holds  to 
the  opinion  that  this  sixpence  of  Spirit 
Duty  is  a  tax,  not  upon  the  consuming 
public,  but  upon  the  producing  and  dis- 
tiibnting  trades,  then.  Sir,  every  single 
source  of  taxation  he  has  drawn  upon  to 
fill  up  the  gap  caused  by  his  deficit  is 
drawn  from  tbe  wealthier  classes  of  the 
community.  That  may  not  be  a  reason 
formodifying  the  Budget,  but  it  is  a  reason 
for  not  accompanying  that  Budget  with 
professions  there  is  no  attempt  or  pretence 
to  fulfil.  There  will  be  other  oppor- 
tunities of  discussing  the  broad  principle 
involved  in  the  details  ;  but  I  should  be 
sorry  to  allow  this  occasion  to  pass  with- 
out reminding  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
how  little  in  this  respect  he  has  carried 
out  the  promises  he  was  so  anxious  to 
hold  ont  to  us.  But  if  he  cannot  con- 
descend to  discuss  the  Budget  proposals, 
either  now  or  when  the  Bill  is  before  as, 
without  introducing  Party  recrimination, 
and  by  meeting  fairly  arguments  which 
in  all  good  faith  are  bronght  before  us, 
he  will  find  a  task  which  must  necessarily 
be  a  difficult  one  amount  almost  to  an 
impossibility. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
they  could  hardly  let  this  occasion  pass 
without  saying  smnething  on  the  geaeral 
principle  of  the  Budget  as  they  now 
knew  it.  He  (Mr.  Bartley)  could  not 
help  being  amused  at  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  that  it  was  always  his 
intention  to  defray  the  expenditure  of  a 
year  out  of  the  receipts  for  that  year. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  do  it 
last  year.  He  did  not  attempt  it,  for  he 
took  a  large  sum  ont  of  the  Treasury 
chest— £300,000— which  had  been  sat 
aside  in  previous  years.  Really  and  Imly 
this  was  taking  borrowed  money  for  the 
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purpose  of  his  annaal  expenditure.  There 
were  many  other  questious  referred  to  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  it 
wag  a  great  pity  he  had  introduced  ao 
much  Party  heat  into  the  matter.  They 
were  told  the  Budget  was  to  be  diftouued 
on  a  qaesdon  of  finanoe,  and  that  no 
Party  matters  were  to  be  introdnced. 
Well,  if  Party  heat  were  introduced  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  only  had  himself 
to  blame  for  it — and  it  would  be  as  well 
here  to  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  had  not  got  his  Budget  through 
yet.  The  Opposition  were  prepared  to 
discuss  the  Budget  without  considera- 
tions of  Party,  but  the  Chancellor  of  the 
jBxchequer  had  attacked  his  predecessor 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
St.  George's,  Hanover  Square,  and  had 
perverted  nearly  everything  he  had  said, 
and  that  was  not  a  course  calculated  to 
conduce  to  the  peaceful  consideration  of 
the  Budget.  He  (Mr.  Hartley)  had  been 
most  struck  by  what  was  said  as 
to  savings  banks.  The  remarks  of 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
on  that  subject  were  very  forcible. 
Everyone  must  admit  that  the  fact  that 
the  Government  held  £130,000,000  or 
£140,000,000  payable  at  call  was,  on 
the  face  of  it,  a  serious  consideration. 
No  doubt  they  were  glad  that  tlut  amount 
was  continually  growing.  The  r^ht  hon.. 
Gentleman  tiie  Member  for  St.  George's 
had  always  done  his  utmost  to  increase 
the  efficiency  of  the  savings  banks  ;  bnt 
it  was  a  fact,  and  a  startling  one  when 
they  came  to  realise  it,  that  at  any  mo- 
ment the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
might  be  called  ou  to  pay  that  large 
amount  at  short  notice.  When  they  were 
considering  the  great  fiscal  questions  of 
the  year  it  was  not  unreasonable  to  refer 
to  this,  and  for  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  turn  round  and  retort  on 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tbatbeseemed 
to  grudge  the  people  putting  their  money 
by  was  to  pervert  wluit  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said.  He  noticed  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not 
like  this   reference,    and    was  going 

away  

•Sir  W,  HARCOURT  :  Is  it  expected 
that  I  shall  remain  in  tbe  House  every 
moment  ?  I  wilt  remain  if  the  hon. 
Memlier  insists  upon  it,  but  I  must  have 
some  rest,  and  I  thought  this  would  be  a 
«oDvenient  time  to  take  it.  I  had  asked 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the 

Hr.  Bartley 


Treasury  to  remain.  The  personal  dis- 
courtesy I  am  subjected  to  is  a  thing  I 
must  protest  against. 

Me.  HARTLEY  said,  that  after  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  discourtesy  to  tlie 
lata  Cluuioellor  of  the  Exchequer — 
having  perverted  everything  ha  had  said 
— and  when  they  were  aoxions  to  go  into 
the  facts,  ns  they  were,  they  did  not 
like  to  see  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man going  away  whilst  they  were  talk- 
ing. When  he  returned  he  complained 
of  personal  discourtesy.  He  (Mr.  Bart- 
ley)  had  never  been  personally  discour- 
teous to  tbe  right  hon  Gentleman,  but 
he  must  say  that  when  as  Leader  of  the 
House  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  attacked 
a  Member  he  was  bound  to  wait  and 
listea  to  the  answers. 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  :  I  have  never 
thought  it  worth  while  to  attack  yon. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  he  was  obliged 
for  the  right  hou.  Gentleman's  extremely 
courteous  remarks.  He  was  accustomed 
to  such  observations  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  They  did  not  hurt  him  in 
any  way  ;  but  if  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man thought  that  because  he  sat  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  and  was  .Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  ho  could  be  as  discour- 
teous as  he  liked  aud  nobody  would 
retort,  be  made  a  very  great  mistake. 
\_Laug^T^  That  laughter  came  from 
one  or  two  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Irish  foUowera  whose  votes  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  was  securing  by  agreeing  to 
limit  these  new  Spirit  Duties  to  a  year. 
Tbe  hon.  Members  would,  of  course, 
applaud  anything  tbe  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said.  Was  it  intended  that  the  new 
duties  should  be  permanent  ?  If  so,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  deluding  bis 
Irish  followers,  and  throwing  dust  in 
their  eyes.  If  it  was  not  so  intended, 
then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
get  tbe  money  he  required  by  a  measure 
brought  in  before  Uie  end  of  tbe  financial 
year,  and  his  Budget  would  be  a  delusion. 
With  regard  to  the  Sinking  Fund,  he 
(Mr.  Bartley)  had  always  urged  that  it 
should  not  be  reduced.  Of  course,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  never  con- 
descended to  listen  to  anything  he  had 
said  in  former  years.  If  he  had  be  would 
remember  that  some  years  ago,  when  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
St.  George's,  Hanover  Square  reduced 
the  Sinking  Fnnd,  he  (Mr.  Bartley)  pro* 
tested  against  it.    He  would  have  haid  it 
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mwataioed  at  the  £28,000,000  at  wliich 
it  stood  when  introduced  by  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote.  But  it  came  very  ill  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  after  all 
he  had  Baid  about  the  importance  of  keep 
ing  up  the  Sinking  Fund,  that  he  should 
have  taken  the  first  opportunity  to  upset 
hiB  own  statements.  The  country  was 
in  a  state  of  peace,  the  Income  Tax  was 
raised  to  8d.,  aud  now  they  were  going 
to  estop  the  Sinking  Fund  to  an  amount 
Uuit  would  ropFeaent  sometbiDg  like 
£30,000,000  if  they  were  at  war  and  re- 
quirod  to  borrow  that  amount.  As  to 
gradations,  he  had  not  the  least  hesitation 
in  saying  that  he  regarded  graduated 
Death  Duties  as  wise  and  right  in  prin- 
ciple. On  the  question  of  exemptions, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  again, 
was  extremely  unfair  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  St.  George's. 
He  (Mr.  Bartley)  had  urged,  and  urged 
strongly,  that,  inasmuch  aa  at  the  bottom 
of  the  Income  Tax  scale  was  a  class  of 
persons  who  were  most  Bererely  hit  by 
taxation,  it  would  be  right  and  proper 
that  exemptions  shonld  m  made  at  that 
end  of  the  scale.  But  there  was  force  in 
the  remark  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Midlothian,  that  this 
would  be  regarded  as  playing  a  political 
game — studying  the  interests  of  the  most 
□uraerons  class  at  the  bottom  of  the  scale 
at  the  expense  of  the  smaller  number 
of  taxpayers  at  the  top  of  the  scale. 
They  must  remember  that  they  had  been 
fpradually  increasing  the  scale  of  exemp- 
tioD  from  the  Income  Tax,  and  he  for 
oae  did  not  tbiok  that  the  exemption 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
given  by  reducing  at  the  bottom  of  the 
scale  was  so  sound  and  fair  a  proposal  as 
that  of  making  a  difference  between 
spontaneous  and  industrial  incomes.  He 
was  aware  be  might  again  be  courteously 
told  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
he  had  already  heard  his  argument  on 
the  point  45  times,  but  he  would  remind 
him  in  reply  that  he  had  not  yet  once 
coDdescended  to  answer  him.  The  man 
who  had  an  income  of  ££00  »  year  from 
spontaneous  soarcea  was  after  all  not  a 
man  of  very  small  means ;  but  a  roan 
who  had  to  earn  £500  a  year  had  to  put 
by  a  larger  snm  annually.  It  would  have 
been  more  equitable  and  for  better  for 
the  general  commnnity  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  a  lai^r  reduction 
on  industrial  incomes,  and  a  smaller  one 


on  spontaneous  incomes.  Ko  donbt  the 
Budget  contained  many  things  they  all 
agreed  to  and  approved  of  ;  but  while  he 
agreed  with  the  Rystem  of  the  graduation 
of  the  Death  Duties,  the  justice  and  fair- 
ness of  it  depended  very  much  on  the 
detail  in  which  it  was  carried  out.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  an  enor- 
mous effort  to  produce  a  very  small  amount, 
and  if  he  had  really  wanted  to  take  the 
Sinking  Fund  he  might  have  done  so  more 
boldly,  he  might  as  well  have  been  hung 
for  a  sheep  as  for  a  lamb.  It  would  not 
have  had  any  worse  effect  on  his  career 
as  a  financier.  They  were  all  aware  that 
he  was  anxious  to  produce  a  sensational 
Budget ;  but  the  details  of  his  proposal 
would  have  to  be  thoroughly  thrashed  out 
if  they  desired  to  avoid  inflicting  con- 
siderable hardships  on  many  districts  aud 
on  many  intorests. 

•Mb.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.)  said,  he 
very  much  regretted  that  a  very  mis- 
chtevons  and  deplorable  spirit  of  Party 
controversy  bad  been  imported  into  the 
Debate  of  this  evening  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  because  he 
thought  the  subjects  under  consideration 
were  those  to  which  little,  if  any,  such  feel- 
ing ought  to  attach.  He  said  this,although 
of  course  he  recollected  that  many 
Budgets  had  wrecked  many  Governments, 
and  that  many  Party  Divisions  would 
no  doubt  be  taken  in  the  future  upon 
the  financial  policy  of  future  Govern- 
ments. But  if  ever  there  was  a  Budget 
from  which  Party  spirit  ought  to  be  de- 
tached this  wastiiat  Budget,  and  if  ever 
there  was  ua  occasion  when  that  spirit 
ought  to  be  absent  from  their  Debate  ^is 
was  the  occasion.  He  did  not  think  that 
anybody  who  heard  the  speech  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  St. 
George's  could  accuse  him  of  having  im- 
ported any  Party  references  into  his 
masterly  criticisms  of  the  Budget  which 
he  was  examining,  and  he  was  certain, 
if  that  speech  left  upon  anybody's  mind 
an  impression  that  it  was  prompted  by 
Party  feeling,  it  cotdd  only  be  attributed 
to  the  complexion  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Excheqaer  put  upon  it  by  way  of 
travesty,  or  if  not  travesty,  paraphrase, 
when  he  replied.  He  must  say  he 
thought  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  unjust  and  ungrateful  in  his  action 
in  directing  Party  observations  upon  the 
discassion  in  respect  to  this  Budget. 
Fiivt,  the  Committee  would  recollect  that 
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the  rigbt  ixou.  GeotlemaD  had  told  them 
that  afternoon  that  he  bad  been  con- 
gratulated, "  funny  to  say,"  in  his  own 
words,  by  Members  of  the  Conservative 
Party  upon  his  Budget  proposals.  If 
he  might  do  so  respectfully,  and  spealc- 
ing  as  one  who  prided  himself  upon  be- 
ing a  Conservative,  he  desired  to  asso- 
ciate himself  in  the  congratulations 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
told  them  he  had  received  from  Members 
of  that  Party  upon  the  subject,  and  to 
tender  those  congratulations  very  cor- 
dially indeed,  being  sure  at  the  same  time 
that  so  doing  would  not,  in  the  opinion 
of  his  right  bon.  Friend  opposite  (Sir 
J.  T.  Hibbert),  be  taken  to  preclude  him, 
when  the  proper  time  came,  from  c^n- 
VMsing,  examining,  criCioiBing,  and,  if 
need  be,  objecting  to  some  of  the 
proposals  contained  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Budget.  When  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  ex- 
plaining to  them  the  way  in  which 
he  proposed  to  levy  these  complicated, 
and,  in  his  opinion,  iu  some  instances 
oppressive.  Death  Duties,  he  told  them 
that  what  he  wanted  was  the  imposition 
of  such  duties,  but  that  he  was  going  to 
approach  the  question  of  their  applica- 
tion with  a  perfectly  open  mind.  There- 
fore, the  right  hon.  Gentlemau  must  see 
that  his  opponents  had  some  claim  upon 
his  consideration.  But  there  was 
another  reason  why  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  Grentlemao  should  he  a  little  grate- 
ful to  his  opponents.  To  whom  did  he 
owe  three  at  least  of  the  principal 
foundations  on  which  the  structure  of  his 
certainly  somewhat  complicated  Budget 
had  been  built  up  P  Which  Government 
was  it  that  bought  the  Suez  Canal  shares, 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  indebted  this  year  for  £250,000,  and  in 
futnre  for  £500,000  a  year  ?  These 
Party  recriminations  were  not  only 
generated,  but  extracted  by  the  speech 
of  the  rigbt  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exeheqner.  Which  GU>vem- 
ment  and  which  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  it  that  founded  Uie  New 
Sinking  Fund  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  now  proposing  to  make 
serious  inroads  upon  ?  Was  it  not  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote,  in  1876  ?  He  (Mr. 
Cohen)  only  wished  that  that  rigid  sum 
of  £25,000,000  constituting  the  New 
Sinking  Fand  had  never  been  and  never 
would  be  applied  otherwise  than  ^^ 

Mr.  Cohen. 
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author  intended.  Lastly,  who  was  it 
but  Sir  Staflford  Northcote  who  extended 
the  system — he  was  not  sure  if  be  was 
not  the  author  of  it — of  abatement  from 
Income  Tax  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  so  beneficently  and  so 
wisely,  as  he  thought,  farther  extended 
on  the  present  occasion.  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  seeking  to 
make  Party  capital  oat  of  the  oritieiBma 
of  the  right  hon.  G«ntleman  the  Member 
for  St.  George's  he  thought  he  might  have 
with  becoming  gratitude  recollected  to 
what  sources  he  was  indebted  for  three 
of  the  pillars  upon  which  his  Budget 
was  founded.  He  should  like  to  say  a 
word  or  two  upon  the  question  of 
graduation.  If  there  was  anything  more 
than  another  on  which  he  should  like 
to  tender  to  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  his 
congratulations  and  gratitude  it  was  for 
having  introduced — ^they  knew  the  first 
steps  were  always  the  most  difficult— 
this  principle  of  graduation.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  steted  hia 
opinion  to  be  that  the  landed  owners 
were  those  who  would  be  the  least 
likely  to  feel  the  burden  of  the  tax.  He 
did  not  agree  with  him,  but  that  was 
only  a  question  of  the  application  of  the 
tax.  With  the  principle  he  entirely- 
associated  himself,  and  so  far  as  regarded 
the  application  of  this  principle  to  the 
passing  of  personal  property  on  the 
decease  of  its  owners,  he  not  only  wished 
to  subscribe  to  the  principle,  bat  so  bo- 
as he  had  been  able  to  examine  ihe 
proposals  he  desired  entirely  to  associate 
himself  with  their  applications.  However, 
he  wished  to  guard  himself  fr6m  expressing 
this  unqualified  approval,  when  they  came 
to  the  relation  of  real  property  to  the 
Death  Duties.  He  might,  perhaps,  be 
allowed  to  say  that  he  thought  personal 
property  shoold  be  distinguished  from 
real  property,  in  respect  of  the  du^ 
which  it  paid  under  this  new  Estate  Dutj, 
quite  as  much  as  in  other  respeeta,  be* 
catue  the  one  was  extremely  oonvertihle, 
and  beoaasa  the  testator  was  ia  reality 
not  entitled  to  more  than  96  per  cent,  of 
the  property  he  left,  4  per  cent,  being 
the  property  of  the  State,  whereas  real 
property  was  on  a  dififerent  footing. 
Therefore,  while  approving  of  the  system 
of  graduation  with  regard  to  personal 
property,  he  desired  to  reserve  his  opinioa 
when  they  came  to  deal  with  the  appUc»- 
tion  of  the  tax  to  real  property.  The 
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next  point  to  which  the  ChanceUor  of 
the  Exchequer  referred  ia  reply  to  his 
rig^t  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  GoBchen)  had 
reference  to  some  obserrations  which  had 
been  made  m  to  the  financial  parity  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  very  sensitive 
about  his  reputation.  He  thought,  how- 
ever, the  right  hou.  Gentleman  was  un- 
just to  his  right  hon.  Friend,  who  dis- 
tinctly stated  in  words  that  he  did  not 
blame  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
having  diverted  the  JlSfew  Sinking  Fund. 
He  (Mr.  Cohen)  was  not  so  indulgent, 
for  be  did  blame  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man,  preferring,  in  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man's own  words,  that  the  taxation  of 
the  year  should  be  paid  out  of  the  income 
of  tiie  year.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
nun  told  them  that  this  deficit  was  not 
going  to  be  found  by  tampering  with 
the  fund  aet  aaide  for  the  pnmanent 
reduction  of  the  Debt.  That  was  what 
he  told  them  on  Budget  night,  and  be 
had  told  them  to-night  that  so  long 
as  be  remained  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  the  Conunittee  might  rely 
that  tha  expenditure  should  be  paid  out 
of  the  income  the  year.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  violated  this  canon  on 
the  same  evening  that  he  laid  it  down. 
What  was  the  expenditure  of  the  year  ? 
Was  it  that  which  we  paid  for  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Supply  Sotviccs  ?  If  the  ex- 
pendUure  for  tiie  year  was  so  defined, 
then  he  agreed  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  probably  every 
one  of  his  predecessor,  did  pay  the 
expenditure  of  the  year  out  of  the 
income.  But  he  took  the  expenditure 
of  the  year  to  include  the  expenditxu-e  on 
the  National  Debt.  But  what  tbe  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  shirked  was  the 
redemption  and  interest  in  respect  of  this 
Debt  created  out  of  the  Naval  Defence 
Act.  He  wanted  to  know  from  the 
motttha  of  these  great  financial  purists 
who  adorned  -  the  Treasury  Bench  by 
what  authority,  and  on  what  account, 
they  could  distinguish  between  the 
charge  payable  on  tbe  Old  National 
Debt  and  the  amount  payable  on  the 
New  National  Debt.  If  any  such  dis- 
tinction was  sought  to  be  made,  it  quite 
violated  the  rule  laid  down  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  when  be  intro- 
duced tbe  Budget.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  Budget  speech  did  not 
distingalBh  between  the  charge  for  the 


old  and  the  new  debt,  or  distinguish  be- 
tween the  two  being  equally  a  charge 
upon  tbe  year's  income.  There  was  not 
a  shred  or  a  shadow,  therefore,  for  sug- 
gesting that  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  keeping  up  to  the  standard  he 
had  himself  laid  down  of  paying 
the  year's  expenditure  out  of  income. 
As  to  the  Spirit  Duties,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  said,  sarcastically, 
that  he  would  make  them  perpetual  if 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  (Mr.  Goscben) 
would  give  hiiu  his  valuable  support  in 
the  endeavour.  That  was  a  statement 
which  would  be  very  effective  on  a  plat- 
form, but  it  was  hardly  worthy  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  oi 
the  Exchequer,  because  everyone  present 
knew  that  the  pith,  the  figures,  the 
details  of  the  reference  of  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  St.  George's 
to  the  sulijeet  were  directed  to  the  con- 
tinuance ik  the  Beer  Duties  for  a  certain 
period  and  of  the  Spirit  Duties  until  the 
repeal  of  the  Act.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman bad  not  argued  tbat  because  of 
the  eligibility  of  beer  and  spirits  for 
being  charged.  He  (Mr.  Cohen)  did  not 
know  what  the  right  hou.  Gentleman's 
opinion  on  tbat  snbjeet  was.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  argued  the  ques- 
tion entirely  from  a  financial  point  of 
view — as  to  the  injustice  which  would 
arise  to  the  Exchequer  from  a  sudden 
tenninatitm  of  the  daes  on  a  particular 
afternoon  or  day.  Tbe  contempt  with 
which  the  Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer 
had  received  the  observations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  St. 
George's  could  not  have  been  due  to  mis- 
understanding the  arguments  aud  calcu- 
lations of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
must  have  been  owing  to  a  sudden  alarm 
at  tbe  overthrow  and  disturbance  of  all 
his  (the  Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer's) 
structure  in  consequence  of  the  dis- 
covery made  by  the  Member  for  St. 
George's.  That  was  the  only  way  to 
account  for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer's unworthy  and  unappreciative 
reception  of  so  valuable  a  suggestion  as 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  St. 
George's.  He  (Mr.  Cohen)  would  not 
imitate  the  example  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  by  going  into  tbe 
question  of  motives,  but  in  a  Budget  of 
this  kind,  which  depended  on  so  small  a 
margin  fm  its  final  Ulance,  and  in  which 
it  was  not  possible  to  fix  as  approxi- 
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matelj  as  tisuul  the  actual  yield  of  tbe 
new  sources  of  incomef  tbe  Member  for 
St.  George's  merited  tbe  gratitude  rather 
than  tbe  scorn  of  the  right  faon. 
GeDtleraan  for  recommending  caution. 
Amongst  those  with  whom  be  was 
accustomed  to  associate  in  the  City  or  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  he  had 
not  discussed  any  desire  to  examine  tbe 
Budget  proposals  in  a  captious  spirit. 
They  recognised  tbe  difficulties  under 
which  those  proposals  had  been  frtuned, 
and,  if  tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  but  meet  the  criticisms  of  the 
Opposition  in  a  fair  spirit — in  a  spirit 
quite  the  opposite  of  that  which  he  had 
adopted  that  eveoiag — the  right  hon. 
Gentleman^s  financial  achievements,  un- 
like tbe  I^isIatiTe  proposals  of  Her  Ha- 
jesty's  Goremment,  might  redound  to  his 
credit. 

-MR.WOOTTON  ISAACSON(Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney)  said,  that  everybody 
who  had  followed  the  course  of  events 
during  the  last  three  yeare  must  have 
come  to  the  conclusiou  that  tbe  late  Go- 
vernment bad  left  the  finances  of  the 
country  in  an  admirable  condition  to 
enable  tbe  present  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  make  a  financial  statelnent 
which  had  been  generally  received  with 
favour.  He  (Mr.  Isaacson)  bad  very 
carefully  examined  every  detail  of  tbe 
Budget,  and  when  tbej  considered  the 
enormous  losses  tbe  country  had  sus- 
tained, not  only  through  defoult  in  Tmst 
Companies,  but  in  every  branch  of  trade, 
and  when  they  saw  tbe  number  of 
countries  which  had  defaulted  in  their 
interest  on  their  bonds — namely,  Portugal 
and  Uroguar,  France  also  having  re- 
duced her  rate  of  interest,  making  tbe 
poor  poorer — they  could  not  but  feel  that 
this  country  bad  been  passing  through  an 
unprecedented  crisis,  and  the  storm  had 
been  weathered  in  a  wonderful  manner. 
He  bad  fully  expected  a  larger  deficit 
than  that  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  bad  announced.  Taking 
everything  into  oonsideration,  in  his  opi- 
nion the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
bad  acted,  under  tbe  circumstances,  not 
unwisely  in  regard  to  the  Sinking  Fund. 
If  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  not  done 
so,  be  would  have  had  to  create  an  addi- 
tional tax  of  some  kind  to  meet  tbe  de- 
ficit, and  it  must  be  admitted  that  it  was 
an  extremely  lucky  thing  that  there  was 
tbe  first  instalment  of  dividend  from  the 
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Suez  Canal  shares  to  avail  of.  He 
wished  that  the  brewers,  and  tbe  brewers 
only,  could  be  made,  by  some  means,  to 
pay  the  extra  tax  on  beer.  The 
brewers  bad,  year  after  year,  been 
making  enormous  profits  without  re- 
ducing the  price  of  the  poor  man*B  beer. 
At  the  present  moment  Inrlej  was  at  the 
ridiculous  price  of  SSn.,  a  price  never 
known  before,  and  if  they  took  the  price 
of  the  other  materials  us^  in  the  brewing 
trade,  they  would  find  a  difference  of  some- 
thing like  40  per  cent,  since  1884.  They 
all  knew  that  whatever  tax  "was  imposed 
on  food  in  this  country  fell  on  the  con- 
sumer. In  tbe  case  of  beer  the  brewer 
increased  the  price  to  the  publican,  and, 
as  a  matter  of  course,  the  publican  in- 
creased the  price  to  the  consumer,  or 
reduced  the  quality  of  the  beer.  He  was 
sorry  that  the  extra  tax  could  not  be  im- 
poseid  upon  the  brewer,  and  the  brewer 
only.  As  to  the  matter  of  spirits,  he 
represented  a  very  poor  constituency, 
where  probably  tbe  people  had  not  as 
many  of  the  luxuries  of  life  as  were  pos* 
sessed  by  many  constituencies  in  other 
parts  of  London  ;  and  he  could  not  blame 
them,  when  he  took  into  consideration 
the  miserable  food  they  had  to  eat,  and 
the  terrible  state  of  trade  during  the  last 
few  years,  if  they  took  a  glass  of  beer  or 
spirits,  which  might  constitute  the  only 
comfort  they  had  in  life.  He  couldquite 
understand  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
fw  Carlisle  (Sir  W.  Lawson)  preaching 
the  doctrine  of  temperance.  That  was  a 
very  excellent  doctrine,  and  one  which 
they  would  all  like  to  see  carried  out,  but 
the  hon.  Baronet  forgot  that  he  never 
proposed  anything  by  which  people  could 
get  their  tea  or  coffee  at  a  more  moderate 
rate.  It  was  a  well-known  fact  that  at 
almost  any  railway  station  one  conld  get 
an  excellent  glass  of  beer  for  2d.,  and  a 
very  bad  cup  of  tea  and  coffee  for  4d. 
As  to  the  Income  Tax,  inasmuch  aa 
nearly  everybody's  income  had  been  ver^ 
much  reduced  of  late  years,  the  increase 
would  be  much  feJt,  but  he  thought  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  taken 
a  very  wise  course  in  exempting  so  many 
more  poor  people  from  tbe  tax,  and  be 
should  certainly  support  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  much  in  that  portion  of 
his  proposals  as  in  any  other.  He  conld 
not  help  feeling  that  a  man  who  waa 
so  fortunate  as  to  be  left  £100,000  by 
anybody  who  died  mnst  count  hilliself 
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fortunate  if  he  got  that  amouDt  less 
6    or    8    per    ceot.    A    legatee  had 
nothiDg  to  complain  of  in  having  the  tax 
deducted  before  he  received  the  legacy. 
As  to  laud,  the  agricultural  outlook  was 
most  gloomy,  and  he  thought  that  auy 
Budget  by  which  the  agriculture  of  this 
country  would  be  injuriously  affected 
ought  never  to  be  allowed  to  pass.  With 
regard  to  the  mode  of  taxing  foreign 
securities,  the  Chancellor   of   the  Ex- 
chequer had   said   be   felt   it  a  very 
difficult  matter  to  tax  anyone  residing 
ID  a  foreign  country  but  holding  a  vast 
amount  of  securities  in  this  country.  The 
French  had  a  very  excellent  plan  by 
which   they   overcame   this  difficulty. 
Every  coupou  held  by  an  sbseutee  from 
that  country  was  taxed  at  a  totally 
different  rate  from  the  coupons  held  by 
rentiers  living  in  France.  On  the  whole, 
in  view  of  the  positiou  of  this  country 
and  of  the  state  of  trade,  he  thought  the 
Budget  was  a  fair  Budget,  and  oue 
which  ought  to  receive  the  support  of 
the  House. 
•Sir  J.  LENG  (Dundee)  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken  was  to 
be  congratulated  ou  the  fairness  of  his 
remarks,  and  he  was  glad  to  observe  the 
tone  tluit  prevailed  generally  ou  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House.  As  to  the 
Whisky  and  Beer  Duties,  he  would  make 
only  one  remark.    It  should  be  kept  in 
view  that  that  class  of  taxation  was 
voluntary,  and  that  no  one  need  con- 
tribute a  penny  to  it  unless  he  were  so 
inclined.    It  had  been  said  that  the  land 
was  to  be  made  to  suffer  greatly  at  an 
inopportune  time.    The  landlords,  how- 
ever, had  it  very  much  in  their  power  to 
improve  their  own  position.     He  heard 
only  that  evening  that  a  considerable 
landlord  in  Scotland  who  had  a  small 
farm  to  let  had  a  number  of  competitors 
for  it  at  a  larger  rent  than  he  bad 
received  from  the  previous  tenant.  He 
(Sir  J.  Leng)  had  been  rather  amused  to 
hear  the  depression  in  agriculture  in  the 
South  of  England  represented  as  being 
so  great  that  a  number  of  landlords  would 
be  glad  to  be  rid  of  their  properties,  and 
that  he  might  go  round  the  South  of 
England,  take  over  a  large  number  of 
farms  that  were   going   begging,  and 
ret*]rn  a  very  considerable  landed  pro- 
prietor.  He  really  could  not  think  that 
agriculture  was  depressed  to  that  extent. 
H  it  were  so,  he  thought  he  might 
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organise  a  movement  on  the. part  of 
tenant  farmers  in  Scotland  for  their 
migration  southwards.  He  believed  that 
such  farmers  would  be  able  to 
make  a  profit  out  of  land  iu 
the  South  even  in  these  bad  times.  The 
Budget  had  been  received  iu  Scotland 
with  the  greatest  favour.  The  Scottish 
people  thought  it  was  fair  to  redress 
those  palpable  inequalities  of  taxation 
which  had  hitherto  existed  between  real 
property  and  personalty.  Although  com- 
paratively little  was  done  so  far  to 
graduate  the  Income  Tax,  what  was 
proposed  to  be  done  was  regarded  as 
being  in  the  right  direction.  The  gradua- 
tion of  the  Estate  Duty  would  go  very 
far  to  satisfy  the  public  generally  as 
beiug  in  the  direction  of  justice  and 
equality.  It  was  to  he  kept  iu  view  that 
the  iucrease  in  taxation  this  year  was 
very  much  consequent  upon  the  provision 
that  was  necessary  to  be  made  for  putting 
the  Navy  in  a  proper  position.  There 
was,  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House, 
a  strong  demand  for  the  iucrease  of  the 
Navy.  He  considered  that  it  was  to  a 
great  extent  necessary  that  something 
should  be  done,  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
apprehended  that  the  more  we  did  ia 
that  direction  the  more  we  should  pro- 
voke the  great  Powers  on  the  Continent 
to  follow  our  example.  It  would  be  far 
wiser,he  thought, for ourstatesmen  to  take 
the  initiative  in  endeavouring  by  diplo- 
macy to  establish  friendly  relations  with 
other  Powers,  with  a  view  to  a  reductiou 
rather  than  an  increase  of  all  these  arma- 
ments.   When  the  Naval  Defence  Act 

was  adopted  the  supposition  was  

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  think  that  this 
cannot  be  discussed  now. 

•Sir  J.  LENG  said,  he  would  not 
pursue  that  line  of  remark.  He  would 
simply  say,  in  conclusion,  that  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Budget,  and  particularly 
those  for  consideration  that  evening,  had 
the  approval  of  the  people  of  Scotland 
generally,  and  that  even  the  slight  in- 
crease in  the  Whisky  Duty  was  not  re- 
garded with  that  dread  and  horror  which 
some  people  thought  must  necessarily 
be  felt  in  a  whisky-drinking  couutry. 
It  was  believed  that  both  the  distillers 
and  the  publicans  would  survive  the 
slight  addition  to  the  duty.  It  was 
known  that  their  profits  in  recent  yeara 
had  been  euormous,  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  many  were  of  opinion  that  Scot- 
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land  woirid  maintaio  lier  position  even  if 
the  proiluctioi)  of  whisky  aod,  more 
particularly,  the  driDking  of  it,  were 
diminiibed. 

SiH  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uui- 
verflity)  rose  to  move  an  Amendment  of 
which  he  bad  given  notice. 

Mr,  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  asked,  on 
a  point  of  Order,  whether  tho  moving  of 
the  Amendment  would  not  stop  tho  dis- 
cussion on  the  general  question  ? 

TfiE  CHAIRMAN  :  I  think  that 
would  be  80.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man likes  to  give  way  he  can  do  so. 

*Sjr  J.  LUBBOCK  intimated  that  he 
would  be  Iiappy  to  give  way,  and  move 
his  Ameudment  later. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  be  must  ask  to 
be  allowed  to  make  a  few  observations 
in  consequence  of  the  remarks  that  had 
been  made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
(ihequer.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad 
insinuated,  even  if  be  had  not  practically 
stated,  that  his  right  bon.  Friend  (Mr. 
GoBcheo),  with  whom  he  had  had  the 
honour  and  privilege  of  serving  at  the 
Treasury,  desired  to  curtail  the  amount 
of  the  investments  in  the  Savings  Banks. 
No  one  who  knew  bis  right  bon.  Friend 
would  for  a  moment  think  there  was  the 
slightest  foundation  or  justification  for 
such  an  imputation.  It  might  not,  bow- 
ever,  be  generally  known  that  bis  right 
hon.  Friend  held  a  very  strong  view,  and 
he  thought  wisely  and  rightly  held  that 
view,  that  there  was  or  might  be  a 
very  grave  and  serious  danger  to  (he 
country  in  having  £130,000,000  which 
ihight  be  withdrawn  at  a  time  of  the 
greatest  difficulty.  This  was  no  new 
view  on  the  part  of  his  right  hon.  Friend. 
When  his  right  hon.  Friend  was  at  the 
Treasury  he  bad  under  bis  consideration 
over  and  over  again  the  question  of 
devising  means  for  inducing  the  investors 
in  Post  Office  Savings  Banks  to  take 
advantage  more  largely  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  investing  their  money  in 
Consols.  Under  the  arrangement  made 
with  the  Bank  of  England  his  right  bon. 
Friend  took  the  opportunity  as  far  as  he 
could  of  encouragiug  investments  in 
Consols  by  means  of  a  system  which  was 
automatic,  besides  being  cheap  and  ex- 
peditious. The  adoption  of  that  system 
had  resulted  in  a  very  large  use  being 
made  of  the  opportunity  of  investing  in 
Consols.  He  did  not  think  the  Chancellor 
of  the  ExcheqUOT  would  for  a  moment 

Sir  J,  Leng 


question  the  soundness  of  the  argu- 
ment that  it  was  not  desirable, 
if  it  could  be  avoided,  to  have  so 
large  an  amount  of  money  subject 
to  withdrawal  at  a  moment's  notice. 
Besides,  there  was  this  important  point  to 
be  borne  in  mind,  a  point  worthy  of 
serious  consideration.  They  had  recently 
made  a  change  in  the  law  connected  with 
the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank  ;  they  bad 
enlarged  the  limit  that  any  individual 
could  invest  during  a  year.  There  bad 
lieen  going  on  at  the  same  time  a 
tendency,  under  an  Act  passed  by  bis 
right  hoD.  Friend  for  the  protection  of 
savings  in  Trustee  Savings  Banks,  to 
close  a  number  of  those  Trustee  Savings 
Banks  and  transfer  the  accounts  to  Post 
Office  SavingsBanks.  Therefore  tbey  had 
these  two  movements  going  on  at  the 
same  time,  and  had  to  look  forward,  not 
to  the  amount  of  raouey  tbey  bad  to-day, 
not  to  the  rate  of  investment  that  bad 
been  going  on  for  the  last  10  years,  but 
they  .  might  reasonably  look  forward  to 
still  larger  investments  made  in  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Banks.  lu  view  of  those 
important  facts,  it  was  a  matter  of  grave 
consideration  and  of  obligation  on  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  try  to 
protect  the  country  from  so  grave  a 
danger.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  devise  means  by  which  he  could  in- 
duce people  to  make  larger  investments 
in  Consols  without  in  any  way  diminish- 
ing the  inducement  to  put  their  savings 
in  the  Post  Office  he  would  not  only  pro- 
tect the  country,  but  encourage  the 
people  to  save.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  something  to  say  about  the  Death 
Duties,  and  there  was  only  one  point  that 
he  (Mr.  Jackson)  desired  to  mention  in 
connection  with  the  Death  Duties.  They 
had  heard  much  of  the  change  which  was 
proposed  in  the  law,  to  charge  in  future 
upon  the  principal  value,  as  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  called  it,  as 
against  the  capitalising  of  the  income. 
But  they  had  this  change  in  the  future  ; 
these  duties  were  to  h&  graduated,  and 
according  to  the  total  amount  would  be 
determined  the  scale  of  payment.  He 
thought  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  admit  that  the  higher  the 
rate  the  larger  the  temptation  to  evasion, 
and  the  greater  the  temptation  for  a  man, 
say,  having  £10,000  a  year  to  invest  the 
larger  portion  of  it  in  the^ames  uid  for 
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the  benefit  of  bis  childreQ  before  bis 
deatb.  He  tbought  it  was  not  at  all 
unlikely  tbat,  instead  of  leaving  bis 
wife  £3fOOO  a  year  for  housekeep- 
ing purposes,  that  be  might  invest 
the  money  for  her  in  his  lifetime,  and 
trust  her  to  take  good  care  of  it.  He 
thought  these  were  real  possibilities,  and 
it  was  possible  it  would  be  found  that 
these  Death  Duties,  high  as  they  were, 
would  hardly  produce  the  amount  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  anticipated.  He 
hoped  that  the  change  from  annual  iu- 
come  to  principal  value  would  be  made 
perfectly  clear  ;  that  an  estate  of  the 
value  of  £300,000,  but  with  mortgages 
upon  it  up  to  £200,000,  would  be 
obarged  as  an  estate  representing  the 
Talue  of  £100,000. 

SiB  W.  HARCOUBT  :  Hear,  hear  ! 

Mk.  JACKSON  was  glad  the  Chau- 
celloT  of  the  Exchequer  had  a  word  to 
say  about  a  oritlcism  made  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  about  imposiug  new  taxes 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  remission 
of  taxes.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  rather  hard  on  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  and  pointed  to  the  fact  that 
this  had  been  done  on  former  occasions, 
and  in  connection  with  the  great  Budget 
<if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the.  Member 
fat  Midlothian,  that  there  had  been 
taxes  imposed  in  order  to  remove  other 
taxes  bearing  on  the  people.  No  doubt 
that  was  true,  but  he  doubted  T«rj  much 
■whether  the  Cbancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer could  find  an  instance  in 
the  history  of  the  country  where, 
for  the  purposes  of  reducing  or 
granting  exemptions  with  regard  to  a 
particular  tax,  this  particular  tax  was 
raised  on  the  whole  nation.  Or  to  put 
it  in  another  form,  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  find  it  difficult  to 
bring  forward  any  example  or  any  pre- 
cedent for  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
laisiiig  the  Income  Tax  by  Id.  in 
order  to  carry  cwtain  exemptions  con- 
nected with  it.  He  did  not  think  any 
instance  of  that  could  be  found.  It  was 
obvious  it  might  be  of  great  advantage  to 
put  on  an  additional  Id.  to  the  Income 
Tax  to  sweep  away  a  number  of  taxes 
the  cost  of  colleeting  which  might  be 
large,  and  of  which  the  incidence  wag 
borne  differently,  but  he  did  not  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  find  an 
example  analagous  to  his  own 
action   in,  this  particular  case.  Now 


let    him     say     a      word     with  re- 
gard    to     these    exemptions.  The 
plan  adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  to  raise  the  Income  Tax  from 
Td.  to8d.,in  order  to  enable  him  to  make 
certain  exemptions.     If  it  were  possible 
to  simplify  the  process  by  which  those 
who  were  entitled  to  abatements  should 
be  able  to  get  them,  he  thought  great 
satisfaction  would  be  given  to  &  Iwge 
number  of  persons  who  knew  little  of  the 
methods  of  procedure  followed  by  the 
Inland  Revenue.     He  congratulated  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  ingenuity 
displayed   in   imposiug    an  additional 
peuuy  on  the  Income  Tax  iu  order  to 
allow  five-eighths  of  a  penny  to  be  taken 
back.    He  thought  that  when  the  taxes 
were  paid  it  would  not  be  found  that  the 
abatements  were  so  large  as  the  right 
hon.  Greotleman  anticipated.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  took  credit  for  having- 
given  a  boon^  as  he  called  it,  to  those- 
who  paid  under  Schedule  A.   No  doubt 
it  was  a  boon,  but  he  thought  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  did  not  wish  that  it 
should  be  thought  that  the  Income  Tax 
payer  under  Schedule  A,  as  regarded  land, 
was  going  to  pay  less  under  the 'new 
system  than  be  paid  under  the  old.  be- 
cause, so  far  as  he  was  able  to  estimate 
it,  it  might  be  stated  thus  :    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  put  on  an  additional  Id., 
and  he  allowed  10  per  cent,  to  be  taken 
from  the  gross  value.     Take  a  property 
of  £  1 ,200  a  year ;      Income  Tax  which, 
the  owner  would  be  called  upon  to  pay 
would  represent  at  8d.  £40  a  year.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  allow 
him  to  deduct  10  per  cent.,  which  would 
bring  it  to  £36,  whereas  if  he  paid  on  the 
gross  sum  at  7d.  he  would  only  pay  £35 
a  year,  therefore  the  great  boon  amounted 
to  an  additional  payment  of  £1  a  year. 

Sir  W.  HAKCOURT  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  omitted  one  class 
upon  whom  this  remission  will  have  a 
large  effect,  and  that  is  the  small  house- 
bolder  whose  income  is  under  £500  a 
year,  and  who  exists  to  an  immense  ex- 
tent. I  received  a  letter  the  other  day 
from  one  of  these  householders,  in  which 
the  writer  said — 

"  The  neira  is  too  good  to  be  trae.  I  have  in- 
vested my  moneyin  noose  property,  and  it  coats 
me  about  S  per  cent,  in  repairs.  I  am  toI<l  I  am 
going  to  have  an  allowance  of  10  per  cent.,  and 
the  news  is  too  good  to  be  trae." 

I  wrote  hack  to  say — 
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"  The  news  ii  better  than  youibelieve  ;  yon 
will  get  16f  per  cent." 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  must  con- 
fess he  was  limitiDg  his  obserratioustothe 
abatements  to  be  allowed  to  those  who  paid 
under  Schedule  A  ou  land.  It  was  true 
as  regarded  houses,  and  here  he  might 
say  that  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  arrange  his  plan  so  that, 
where  land  and  houses  f(»ined  part  of  the 
estate,  thsre  should  he  no  difficulty  in 
arriving  at  the  value  of  the  one  and  the 
other,  because  he  could  foresee  some 
difficulty  where  a  man  had  taken  a  house, 
say,  with  100  acres  of  land,  the  rent  of 
which  was  fixed  for  the  whole  of  it,  there 
being  no  separate  tenancy  as  regarded 
the  land  and  the  house.  Unless  some 
arrangement  were  made  for  the  appor- 
tionment of  the  rental  of  the  house  and 
upon  the  land  separately,  he  did  not  quite 
see  how  the  separation  would  be  made. 
•Sir  W.  HABCOXTBT  :  I  cad  tell 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  once  what 
will  be  done.  In  a  great  nnmber  of  cases 
the  allowance  is  10  per  cent,  for  land 
with  houses,  but  on  laud  without  houses 
it  is  51  per  cent.,  and  I  should  be  ex- 
tremely glad  to  make  it  5  per  cent,  on 
laud  and  10  per  cent,  on  land  with 
houses. 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  seemed  to  be  in  an 
extremely  conciliatory  mood,  and  was 
prepwed  to  take  any  thing  from  that 
side  of  the  House  that  would  give  him  a 
little  more  money.  With  regard  to  the 
allowances  on  houses,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proposed  to  allow  one-sixth.  No 
doubt  that  was  a  considerable  advantage 
-as  compared  with  the  position  in  which 
these  people  had  been  placed  hitherto  ; 
bnt  he  noticed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  contemplate  any  advantage 
going  to  the  person  who  paid  the  rent, 
but  all  going  into  the  pocket  of  the 
-owner.  Even  in  the  case  of  the  very 
large  abatement  of  16  per  cent.,  the 
additional  penny  which  was  previously  to 
be  imposed  would  absorb  from  11  to  12 
per  cent,  of  it.  He  must  say  a  word 
with  regard  to  the  action  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  with  reference 
to  spirits.  He  thought  that  anyone  who 
knew  anything  about  trade  would  agree 
in  this,  that  there  was  nothing  so  injurious 
to  trade  as  uncertainty  as  to  what  was 
going  to  happen.  He  admitted  that,  in 
onesensoithe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequw 

Sir  W.  Hareoutt 


had  removed  that  uncertainty,  but  he  did 
not  think  that  having  removed  the  uncer- 
tainty he  had  placed  himself  or  his  Budget 
in  any  better  position.  He  said  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
to  some  extent  removed  that  uncertainty, 
because  he  thought  the  country  would 
understand  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  yielded  to  the  pressure  and  had 
announced  his  decision  that  the  6d.  addi- 
tional  duty  he  was  going  to  put  on  spirits 
was  to  cease  on  the  31st  of  March.  But 
the  country  would  understand  not  only 
that  it  was  to  cease  on  the  Slst  of  March, 
but  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  in 
his  present  position  next  year,  would  not 
reimpose  it. 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT:  Certainly 
not. 

Mr.  JACKSON  thought  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  a  very 
important  admission.  Those  who  looked 
upon  the  tax  as  for  one  year  only  would 
now  understand  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  if  he  were  in  his  present 
position  next  year,  meant  to  reimpose  the 
tax. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  No,  no. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  have  it  both  ways. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  beg  paidon. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says,  first  of 
all,  that  I  will  not  reimpose  the  tax,  and 
then  that  I  will.  On  the  contrary,  I 
have  said  that  I  will  keep  the  question 
entirely  open. 

Ms.  JACKSON  said,  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  would,  at  all  events,  allow 
him  to  differ  in  opinion  with  him.  He 
would  put  it  in  this  alternative  way. 
Take  a  man  engaged  in  this  business  ;  he 
had,  at  all  events,  the  chance  that  the 
right  hon.  G.entletnan  would  not  reimpose 
the  tax  next  year,  and,  therefore,  the 
whole  inducement  to  a  man  in  the  trade 
was  that  he  should  take  as  little  spirits 
out  of  bond  daring  the  current  year  as 
possible. 

Sib  W.  HABCOUBT  ;  What  do  you 
say  to  tea  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  he  remembered 
that  when  at  the  Treasury  they  had  a 
great  run  on  tea  before  the  Budget.  But 
the  Tea  Duty  did  not  expire  with  the 
financial  year.  Now  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  announced  that  the  Spirit 
Duty  was  to  lapse  on  the  Slst  of  Marob 
— not  on  the  Budget  day,  but  before  it — 
no  one  would  make  larg«  clearanoes 
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before  the  end  of  the  financi^  but 
would  defer  as  far  and  as  much  as  they 
possibly  conld  taking  out  thor  delivery 
until  after  the  Slst  of  Marah. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  forget  that  all 
this  on  which  he  wastes  his  indignation 
applies  equally  to  the  Tea  Duty,  which 
ceases  on  the  Slst  of  March. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) :  No  ;  on  the  Slst  of  August. 

Mr.  JACKSON  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  see  that  he  was 
perfectly  justified  in  the  view  he  was 
taking  ;  that  the  very  illustration  of  tea 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
put  forward  was  protected  by  carrying 
on  the  duty  proposals  to  avoid  the 
difficulty  of  the  lapse  of  duty,  and  yet 
here  they  had  the  fact  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  deference  to  pressure 
that  had  been  put  upon  him — [^Cries  of 
"  Oh  !  "] — he  did  not  say  it  in  any  ofien- 
sive  way,  he  hoped,  but  he  meant  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  found  himself 
justified  in  yielding  to  the  representations 
made  to  him,  and  had  publicly  pledged 
himself  that  this  duty  was  to  cease  on 
the  Slst  of  Marah. 

SiE  W.  HARCOURT :  No,  I  have 
not, 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  that  in  answer 
to  a  question  from  that  Bench  to-day  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  wa^  to  cease 
at  the  end  of  the  financial  year. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  No,  no. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  that  was  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  in  answer 
to  a  question.  But  it  was  of  interest  to 
every  Member  in  the  House  that  the 
Revenue  of  the  country  should  not  be 
placed  in  this  uufartimate  position,  and, 
tfa^efore,  if  he  had  succeeded  iu  clearing 
up  what  was  doubtful,  he  had  gained 
some  advantage. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  much 
obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
raising  this  point.  All  I  am  pledged  to 
is  this — not  at  the  present  time,  and 
daring  the  inquiry  into  the  incidence  of 
this  tax,  to  make  this  a  permanent  tax. 
I  am  not  pledged  in  any  way  to  make 
the  Spirit  Duty  end  on  any  particular 
day.  I  shall  adopt  whatever  course  may 
be  most  convenient  and  safe  for  the 
Bevonue. 

Mb.  JACKSON  was  sure  they  were 
very  much  obliged  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  his  explanation,  because 


he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentlenmu 
would  see  that  if  he  had  stated  the  case 
as  strongly  as  it  was  supjposed  to  be — 
namely,  tlut  the  6d.  additional  duty  was 
not  to  extend  beyond  the  present  finan- 
cial year,  that  it  must  have  ceased  and 
ended  on  the  Slst  of  March,  and  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
see,  in  view  of  the  Budget  not  being  in- 
troduced before  the  Slst  of  M^ch,  that 
would  be  an  impossible  date  unless  the 
Revenue  of  the  country  was  to  suffer  a 
large  diminution.  In  connection  with 
that,  he  was  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  look  careful^  to  the  terms  of 
his  Resolution  with  regard  to  the  Spirit 
Duty,  and  see  what  time  it  had  been  taken 
up  to,  or,  at  all  events,  would  see  it  was 
made  clear  in  his  Bill  that  he  was  not 
going  to  tie  his  own  hands  without 
knowing  it. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Resolu- 
tion has  no  date.  I  shall  carefully  con- 
sider in  the  Bill  what  is  the  proper  date, 
but  the  Resolution  covers  a  perpetual 
date. 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  that  if  the  Re- 
solution was  so  drawn,  and  the  Bill 
followed  the  Resolution,  and  if  there 
were  no  pledges  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  felt  himself  under — if  he  bad 
given  no  answers  to  questions  which 
placed  him  m  any  difficulty — then,  of 
course,  the  objection  with  regard  to  this 
to  some  extent  fell  to  the  ground.  He 
ventured  to  say  that  even  the  announce- 
ment that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
mind  was  an  open  one  on  the  question,, 
iu  view  of  the  fact  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  already  across  the  floor 
of  this  House  stated,  in  answer  to  ques- 
tioM  put  by  Irish  Members,  that  the  tax 
was  only  to  be  for  a  year,  he  thought 
that  would  be  interpreted  by  everyone 
in  the  trade  that,  at  all  events,  they  had 
a  chance  that  the  6d.  would  not  be- 
impoaed  next  year,  and  therefore  would 
delay,  as  much  as  possible,  the  clearance 
of  spirits  during  the  current  year.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  6d. 
as  being  a  comparatively  small  amount, 
but  when  they  considered  that  an  addi- 
tional 6d.  was  a  charge  upon  an  article 
that  did  not  represent  iu  value  more 
than  something  like  2s.  6d.  or 
Ss.  per  gallon  to  the  manufacturer 
of  the  article,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  going  to  take  it  out  of 
the  pockets  of  the  manu&cturer  he 
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would  be  taking  awaj  something  likei 
20  per  cent,  in  the  value  of  the  article. 
That  was  a  considerable  sum,  and  he  did 
not  think  it  was  likely  to  uome  entirely 
out  of  the  pocket  of  the  manufacturer^  but 
would  be  borne  by  the  consumer  of  the 
article.  He  repeated,  he  was  glad  to  hear 
what  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  DOW  said,  because  his  speech  and  his 
careless  dealing  witb  the  important  quesr 
tion  of  the  Reveune  of  this  country  had| 
left  the  impression  upon  his  mind  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  intend 
to  occupy  his  present  position  next  year, 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  most  ,  sin- 
cerely hope  uot. 

Mr.  JACKSON  was  sure  that  so  far 
OS  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  personally 
was  concerned  they  should  be  glad  to 
see  him  occupying  that  position,  but 
politically  it  was  quite  another  question. 
He  was  glad  if  he  hod  leaded  in  any  way 
to  make  clear  what  was  in  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer's  mind,  and  which  he 
thought  was  not  clear  to  tbo  House 
before. 

Me.  GOSCHEN  observed  that  it  was 
desirable  that  the  point  whicli  bad  been 
raised  should  be  cleared  up.  The  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  the  Cbaucellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  when  asked  whether  the 
additional  tax  ou  spirits  was  to  be  im- 
posed only  to  the  end  of  the  financial 
year,  said — 

"  I  have  already  answered  a  question  in  the 
House  to  that  effect." 

ThOTe  was  an  impression  in  the  House 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  dis- 
tinctly stated  that  (he  tax  was  to  be 
imposed  to  the  end  of  the  year.  If  that 
was  not  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer's purpose  he  could  only  imagine 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  since 
changed  bis  mind.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would,  no  donbt,  feel  it  to 
be  his  duty  to  remove  any  misapprehen- 
sion that  might  exist  ou  the  question, 
and  the  Committee  ought  to  know  now 
whether  the  duty  was  to  be  imposed  only 
up  to  the  SIst  of  March  or  up  to  the 
end  of  the  financial  year. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway)  said,  he 
always  understood  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  speak  exactly  in  the  sense 
in  which  he  had  spoken  that  night.  The 
right  bon.  Gentleman  had  not  pledged 
himself  to  take  off  this  6d.  or  not  to  put 
on  two  or  three  sixpences  next  year.  It 
was  at  all  events  clear^  from  the  reply 

Mr,  Jackson 


of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  tp 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chi^f 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  that  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  Chancellor  of  theExchequor* 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  mind  was 
left  perfectly  open  ou  the  question.  As  to 
whether  the  date  should  be  the  Slat  of 
March,  the  Slst  of  May,  or  the  30th  of 
April,  was  a  detail  which  he  did  not 
suppose  anybody  would  bind  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to.  He  must 
say  that  this  continual  habit  of  mounting 
up  the  duty  on  Ireland  sixpence  by  six- 
pence was  becoming  fearful.  He  did 
not  know  whether  he  would  not  sooner 
have  ds.  put  on  at  once  instead  of  this 
continual  increase  of  it  by  sixpences. 
No  licensed  victualler  knew  how  much 
he  was  to  charge  a  glass,  and  no  one 
knew  whether  to  give  up  whisky  and 
take  to  some  other  form  of  alcoholic 
refreshment.  He  knew  of  no  other 
article  which  was  taxed  so  mnch  as 
whisky.  ["  Tobacco  !  "]  Yes,  it  was 
a  dreadful  thing  taxing  tobacco  so  much. 
He  got  no  consolation  from  the  fact  that 
beer  was  taxed  6d.  a  barret,  because  the 
Irish  equivalent  to  beer  was  porter,  which 
would  also  be  taxed  to  a  like  extent. 
He  thought  this  was  a  flaw  in  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer's  Budget.  They 
might  all  be  unanimous  as  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  proposals  if  he  would 
drop  this  little  addition  to  the  whisky 
and  porter.  They  knew  the  object  of 
this  tax.  He  would  merely  say  tliat  it 
was  to  get  five  ironclad  ships.  That  was 
a  laudable  object,  but  he  thought  it  was 
rather  hard  on  the  Irish  taxpayer  who, 
perhaps,  got  the  least  value  out  of  the 
ships  that  he  should  have  to  pay  the 
principal.  The  amount  was  very  con* 
siderable.  If  it  fell  on  the  consumer 
£100,000  a  year  additional  duty  woakl 
be  extracted  from  Ireland,  but  if  it  fell 
on  the  producer — a  good  deal  of  whisky 
being  exported  from  Ireland — it  would 
amount  to  £200,000,  To  extract  sadi  a 
large  amount  each  year  from  a  poor 
country  like  Ireland  would  seriously 
affect  the  general  prosperity  of  that 
country.  Takiug  whisky  and  porter 
together,  this  increased  tax  would  repre- 
sent an  additional  taxation  on  Ireland  of 
between  £175,000  aud  £250,000.  He 
objected  to  this  very  strongly.  It  would 
be  different  if  the  country  was  to  hare  a 
share  in  the  expenditure  of  the  money 
so  raised,   but    unfortunately  Irelaod 
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would  reap  little  or  no  benefit  tram  it. 
They  had  no  working  dookjards  in  Ire- 
land, and  the  monej  raised  from  Ireland 
bj  means  of  the  whisky  and  porter 
would  go  to  enrich  the  ah'oadj  com- 
paratively rich  working  people  at  the 
dockyards  in  England.  There  was  some 
Ume  before  the  Budget  Bill  was  passed, 
god  he  trusted  the  Chajocellor  of  the  £x- 
i.  chequer  would  reconsider  his  decision  in 

this  matter,  though  he  was  afraid  he 
would  not.    The  right  hon.  Geatleraan, 
in  replying   to   the  hon.  Member  for 
Dublin  the  other  night,  pointed  out  that 
Irishmen  did  not  pay  as  much  taxation 
oo  alcoholic  liquors  per  head  of  the  popu- 
lation as  Englishmen  and  Scotchmen,  and 
be  seemed  to  think  they  ought  to  screw 
up  the  Irish  taxpayer.    There  were  two 
ways  of  screwing  him  up.  The  first  was 
by  encouraging  him  to  drink  more,  and 
the  second,  by  making  him  pay  more  for 
what  he  did  drink.    The  latter  was  the 
way  adopted  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.   The  Irish  people  were  very 
temperate,moreso  than  the  English  people, 
and  very  much  more  so  than  the  Scotch 
people.  That  was  shown  by  the  statistics. 
However,  he  had  no  groat  belief  in  these 
statistics,  uud  he  would  acknowledge 
that  if  Irishmen  bad  as  much  money  in 
their  pockets  as  Englishmen  and  Scotch- 
men  they  would  drink  quite  as  much. 
He  claimed  no  superior  virtue  for  the 
Irishman  on  that  point,  who,  he  believed, 
was  pretty  much  in  the  isame  boat  as 
the  Euglishman  and  Scotchman.  Of 
course,  the  Scotchman  was  a  little  farther 
North,  and  ought  to  drink  a  little  more. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  seemed 
to  think  he  ought  to  get  ratber  more  per 
bead  out  of  the  population  of  Ireland. 
That  was  a  very  bad  prospect  for  the 
Irish  people.    He  dared  say  that  by  the 
imposition  of  this  large  tax  upon  whisky 
they  would  drive  the  people  from  whisky 
into  porter.    That  was  bad  for  the  dis- 
tillers. England  used  to  drink  claret,  and 
then,  for  political  reasons,  it  was  forced  by 
politiciaos  and  statesmen  to  drink  Spanish 
wines,  and  it  took  to  port  and  sherry 
purely  politically,  for  the  moment  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian  took 
off  the  duty  oo  claret  the  people  began 
to  revert  to  their  original  taste  for  French 
wines.    They  could,  tberefore,  change 
the  tastes  of  a  people  by  taxation  ;  but 
he  held  that  the  taxation  proposed  was 
likely  to  very  much  deteriorate  the 


whisky  trade  in  Ireland.  There  was  a 
spirit  called  German  spirit,  which  was 
very  bad  and  very  cheap.  There  was  a 
way  for  the  producers  to  recoup  them- 
selves for  this  extra  6d.  For  instance^ 
if  they  put  more  of  this  German  spirit  in 
the  Irish  whisky  they  would  produce  a 
cheaper  article,  and  he  was  afraid  more 
German  spirit  would  be  put  in,  people 
thus  getting  bad  German  spirit  instead 
of  good  Irish  whisky.  One  of  the  chief 
productions  of  Ireland  would  be  very 
much  injured  by  this  increase  of  6d.  It 
was  with  great  regret  that  he  pointed 
out  any  blot  in  the  Budget  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  asked  him  to 
reconsider  his  position  and  see  if  it  was 
not  possible  to  take  oEE  or  postpone  the 
tax  on  porter  and  whisky. 

•Sib  W.  HABCOURT  was  happy  to 
hear  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man understood  his  (Sir  W.  Harcourt*s) 
statement  exactly  in  tlie  sense  in  which 
he  mode  it.  First  of  all,  it  was  not  pro- 
posed to  make  this  duty  u  permanent  tax, 
leaving  it  a  perfectly  open  question 
whether  it  should  be  renewed  in  another 
year  or  not.  He  had  not  fixed  a  date 
for  the  terniiuatioQ  of  the  tax,  and 
whether  it  would  be  again  reuewedVould 
depend  upon  the  cousideratious  which 
might  be  properly  urged  against  such  a 
course.  In  the  Bill  the  date  would  be 
fixed,:aod  it  might  still  be  an  annual  tax, 
just  as  the  Tea  Duty  wa-t  now.  It  might 
be  renewed  every  year,  just  as  the  Tea 
Duty  was.  The  right  bon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  very  properly  reminded  him 
that  the  Tea  Duty  was  fixed  to  continue 
considerably  after  the  determination  of 
the  fioanctal  year.  He  thought  that  was 
a  very  proper  tnatter  to  consider,  and  he 
was  very  much  obliged  to  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  opposite  for  having  pressed 
upon  his  mind  the  importance  of  that 
being  done  in  this  case.  He  could  assure 
him  the  matter  should  not  be  lost  sight 
of.  He  hoped,  therefore,  it  would  not 
be  thought  necessary  further  to  discuss 
the  Spirit  Duty  on  that  occuion,  as  the 
matter'conld  be  fully  discussed  on  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill. 

Sib  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Univer- 
sity) said,  he  thougbt  that  everyone  who 
was  present  during  the  earlier  portion  of, 
the  Debate  must  feel  with  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  that  the  powerful  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  St.  George^a 
had  remained practicallynnanswered.  That; 
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right  lion.  Member  had  pointed  out  with 
great  force  the  objectionB  which  had  been 
stated  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Midlothian,  and  had  received  no  clear  or 
sufficient  reply.  He  had  understood 
that  the  present  Government  were  going 
to  follow  the  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Midlo^ian,  but  it  was  evi- 
dent that  ID  finance,  at  any  rate,  they 
were  following  not  only  a  different,  but 
a  diametrically  opposite  policy.  [Sir 
W.  Harcodbt  :  Certainly  not.]  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that 
he  differed  altogether  from  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  St.  George^s  as  to  the  in- 
crease of  deposits  in  the  savings  banks, 
and  that  be  rejoiced  at  it  and  saw  no 
risk.  They  would  all  rejoice  if  the  in- 
crease bad  arisen  from  the  increased 
prosperity  of  the  working  classes  ;  but, 
having  regard  to  the  large  amount  of  the 
individual  deposits,  he  l^lieved  the  real 
reason  was  that  the  savings  banks  were 
allowing  a  higher  rate  than  could  be 
obtained  elsewhere.  The  circumstance 
did  not  afifect  London  banks,  as  savings 
banks  did  not  come  into  competition 
with  them.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer said  that  there  was  no  risk, 
because  savings  banks  held  large  amounts 
on  demand.  Other  banks,  however,  held 
reserves,  whikt  the  savings  banks  held 
none. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Their  reserve 
is  the  credit  ctf  the  British  Empire. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  that  of  course 
no  one  could  entertain  any  doubt  as  to 
the  certainty  of   ultimate  payment,  but 
that  was   no  reason  for   not  keeping 
a   reserve.     For   greater    83curity  be 
would    suggest   that   the  Government 
should     consider    whether    a  certain 
notice  ought  not  to  be  required  before 
the    withdrawal   of  any  sum  exceed- 
ing a  certain  amount.    He  wished  also 
to  say  a  word  as  to  the  incidence  of  the 
Income  Tax  on  woodlands.  Woodlands, 
he  need  hardly  say,    were  generally 
i]Qan|^«u^  .jBJi.)..  retained  iu  hand   by  the 
owner.    The  proLA.fibIe  annual  value  was 
arrived  at,  and  the  tax'  .was  taken  on  that 
under  Schedule  A,    ThatS^was  right,  but 
then  be  was  also  assessed  on\|^alf  the  value 
under  Schedule  B  as  his  own  teu«uit^  that 
be  paid  twice  over — not,  indeeo}  double 
the  amount,  but  half  again  as  •.much. 
This  seemed  a  manifest  injustice,  auxj  he 
aaked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheq^  uer 
Sir  J.  Lubbock 


to  look  into  the  question.  But  he  rose 
mainly  to  move  an  Amendment  as  re- 
garded Schedule  B,  which  dealt  with  the 
Income  Tax  on  farmers.  The  words  in 
this  Resolution  were — 

"  Id  Englaud  the  daty  of  foarpenoe  ;  in  Scot- 
land and  belaud  respectively  the  duty  of  three* 
pence." 

Now,  he  would  like  to  ask  the  Com- 
mittee and  the  Government  very  respect- 
fully, Why  should  we  make  the  English 
farmer  pay  a  higher  rate  than  his  Scotch 
or  Irish  competitor  ?  When  Sir  R. 
Peel  proposed  the  Income  Tax  in  1842 
he  proposed  the  same  rate  for  the  whole 
of  Great  Britain.  The  tax  was  not  till 
afterwa'rds  extended  to  Ireland.  But 
owing,  he  supposed,  to  Scotch  pressure 
during  the  Debate,  Sir  R.  Peel  finally 
agreed  to  a  difference.  No  doubt  the 
idea  was  that  an  English  fanner  made  » 
larger  profit  in  proportion  to  his  rent 
thui  the  Scotch  or  Irish  farmer.  That 
may  or  may  not  have  been  the  case  in 
1842.  They  had  no  evidence  on  the 
point,  nor  was  it  material.  No  one 
would  say  that  the  English  farmer  waa 
so  prosperous  now.  He  was  very 
fortunate  if  he  made  any  profit  at  all. 
He  was  happy  to  believe  that  the  Scotch 
and  Irish  farmers  had  been  more  fortu- 
uate.  1 1  had  been  stated  as  a  reason  for 
the  difference  that  in  England  the 
repairs  were  made  by  the  landlord, 
but  this  would  be  a  reason  for  making 
the  English  former  pay  on  a  smaller* 
not  a  larger,  proportion  of  the  rent.  All 
he  asked  was  that  all  farmers 
should  be  ptacetl  on  the  same  footing. 
Would  anybody  tell  him  that  there  was 
any  great  difference  between  the  farmers 
in  Northumberland  and  in  Midlothian  ? 
Were  the  farmers  in  Scotland  so  much 
less  intelligent  than  those  of  England  or 
Ireland  that  they  could  be  supposed  to 
make  a  lower  rate  of  profit?  Heproposed* 
therefore,  that  they  should  omit  the  words 
**the  duty  of  fourpence,"  so  that  all 
farmers  in  the  United  Kingdom,  whether 
in  England,  Scotland,  or  Ireland,  should 
all  pay  at  the  same  rate.  It  scarcely 
seemed  to  him  that  he  need  occupy  time 
in  advocating  the  Amendment.  The 
onus  probandi  rested  with  those  who 
opposed.  Why  should  English  and 
Welsh  farmers  be  placed  to  this  dis- 
advantage ?  His  Amendment  was  » 
simple  act  of  justice.  He  moved  it  io 
order  to  place  English  and  Welsh  farmerm 
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on  the  same  footing  as  those  of  Scotland 
mnd  Ireland. 

Amendment  proposed,  io  linea  13  and 
14,  to  lea  re  out  the  words  "  the  Dutj  of 
Four  Pence  "  j  «*  In."— (Sir  J,  Lubbock.) 

Question  proposed,  "Tbat  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  think  my 
right  hon.  Friend  ought  to  hare  under- 
stood why  this  distincUon  was  made. 
He  has  been  here  for  many  years,  during 
which  we  hare  had  the  advantage  of 
hearing  him  ou  many  questions  relating 
to  the  Income  Tax,  but  this  is  the  first 
time  he  has  made  this  proposal  or  raised 
this  point. 

Sib  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  had  called 
attention  to  it  several  times  and  asked  for 
the  reasons  for  the  difference. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  A  Gorem- 

meot  were  iu  Office  for  five  years  which 
certaiuly  liad  the  iucerests  of  the  agri- 
enlturists  at  heart,  but  they  never  made 
any  difference  in  the  tax.  Why  ?  They 
had  the  power,  if  they  had  chosen  to 
exercise  it,  to  equalise  these  duties.  It 
was  now  asked  why  this  distinction  was 
made.  The  reason  was  that,  whereas  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland  the  tenant  as  a 
rule  made  the  repairs,  iu  Eugland  they 
were  made  by  the  landlord.  The  tenant 
did  not  do  the  repairs  iu  England.  Now 
really  I  apologise  to  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
I  should  have  soon  have  thought  of 
informing  him  that  twice  two  makes 
four.  He  asks  me  in  solemn  tones  the 
reason  for  this  distinction ;  but  the 
reason  is  so  obvions  that  it  only  re- 
quires to  be  stated.  As  the  Irish  and 
Scotch  tenants  have  the  burden  of  the 
Impairs  they  are  called  upon  to  pay 
'ess  than  the  English  agriculturist. 
Since  the  days-when  George  III.  won- 
lered  how  the  apple  got  intothedumpling 
f  have  never  heard  such  a  simple  question 
'S  that  put  by  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
rilverybody  knows  tbat  the  principle  to 
'vhich  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  objects 
las  been  acted  upon  time  after  time  by 
.iberal  and  Conservative  Governments, 
nd  everybody  knows  that  hon.  Gentle- 


men opposite  who  claim  to  represent  the 
agricultural  interest  have  admitted  the 
ju8ti(»  of  the  distinction,  and  have  nsver 
proposed  the  alteration  which  is  now 
brought  forward  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend. 

Majob  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  said,  he 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  in  support 
of  the  Amendment.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  said  tbat  everyone 
who  knew  anything  of  agriculture  was 
aware  that  the  Irish  and  Sootefa  farmers 
paid  for  repairs,  and  that  the  English 
farmers  did  not.  His  experience  was 
directly  opposite.  In  his  part  of  the 
country  it  was  the  landlord  that  found 
the  material  and  the  landlord  tbat  did 
the  repairs.  He,  therefore,  failed  to  SO© 
why  English  farmers  should  be  taxed 
4d.,  and  Irish  and  Scotch  farmers  only 
3d.  He  had  no  doubt  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  wished  to  drive  the  last 
nail  into  ^e  agricultural  coffin,  but  he 
did  not  understand  why  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wished  to  handicap  English 
agriculturists,  and  to  place  them  in  a 
worse  position  than  agriculturists  iu  Ire- 
land and  Scotland. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  thought  that  if  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  look 
into  his  answer  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  London  University  he  would 
see  it  was  one  of  the  most  extraordinary 
which  could  have  been  suggested.  To 
put  it  to  a  practical  test,  take  the  case  of 
a  man  who  took  a  farm  in  Eugland,  for 
which  he  paid  £400  a  year,  the  landlord 
doing  the  repairs.  If  in  the  same  farm 
be  undertook  to  do  the  repairs,  he  would 
pay  a  rental,  say,  of  £300.  Under  the 
English  system  the  rent  would  be  £400, 
and  it  would  under  the  Scotch  system  be 
£300,  although  the  profit  would  be  abso- 
lutely the  same.  But  the  Scotch  or 
Irish  farmers  bad  not  only  not  to  pay  more 
Income  Tax  on  £300  to  make  up  for  the 
reduction,  but  had  absolutely  to  pay  less. 
It  should  really  be  the  olher  way,  even 
accordiug  to  the  argument  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  If  the  argu- 
ment of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
bad  any  ground,  the  man  who  paid  the 
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lower  rental  becanse  he  undertook  to 
make  the  repairs  ought  to  pay  Income 
Tax  at  a  higher  and  not  at  a  lower  rate. 
The  ai^gument  of  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man was  really  against  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  proposition,  for  he  had  shown 
that  instead  of  taxing  the  English  farmer 
higher  than  the  Scotch  tenant  he  ought 
to  tax  the  English  tenant  lower.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  who  brought  forward 
the  Amendment  did  not  wish  toestabliali 
any  inequality  of  taxation.  He  simply 
wanted  to  put  the  English  farmer  upon 
the  same  level  as  the  Irish  and  Scotch 
farmers.  There  was  no  reason  whatever 
why  this  anomaly,  which  was  of  old 
standing,  should  be  continued.  The 
English  farmer  had  borne  this  anomaly 
for  a  very  long  time,  and  he  remonstrated 
DOW  because  of  the  depressing  circum- 
stances through  which  he  was  now 
passing.  He  did  not  wish  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  commit  him- 
self at  once  to  a  decision  upon  this  point, 
but  there  was  an  anomaly  to  be  examined 
aud  an  injustice  which  ought  to  be 
redressed. 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  have  pro- 
mised to  carefully  eonaider  tbis  matter 
before  the  clause  comes  on  in  the  lucoice 
Tax  Bill,  and  to  give  most  favourable 
consideration  to  the  question.  If,  con- 
sistently with  the  due  balance  of  the 
Budget,  I  can  give  this  relief  to  ihe 
agricultural  interest  in  England  I  will 
be  very  glad  to  do  so. 

•Mb.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) said,  there  was  a  good  deal  to  be 
advanced  in  favour  of  putting  the  Income 
Tax  on  English  farmers  on  the  same 
footing  as  it  was  in  the  case  of  Scotch 
and  Irish  farmers.  No  doubt,  in  past  years 
this  difference  was  owiug  to  tbe  fact  thai 
in  the  Scotch  and  Irish  leases  the  tenants 
agreed  to  do  the  repairs.  But  that  had 
gone  out  of  fashion,  and  as  he  believed 
that  all  farmers — English,  Scotch,  and 
Irish — were  now  on  the  same  footing  in 
the  matter,  there  was  uo  reason  for  tbe 
difference  in  the  Income  Tax.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  bad  laughed 
at  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Loudon  University, 
and  bad  said  that  for  years  and  years 
this  difference  in  the  Income  Tax  had 

Mt,  Vourtney 


been  imposed.  The  question  of  this 
difPerence  between  English  and  Scotch 
and  Irish  farmers  was  raised  last  year, 
and  the  Chanceller  of  the  Exchequer 
then  said  he  was  nnable  to  expUin  the 
origin  of  the  diff^nce.  Now  ^ey  had 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  assurance 
that  ho  would  consider  the  matter,  and,  if 
the  consideration  were  favourable  to  the 
English  fanners,  thev  would  feel  indebted 
to  him.  He  wishei!  to  thank  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  for  the  relief 
given  under  Schedule  A.  For  several 
years  he  had  tried  to  press  upon  Chan- 
cellors of  the  Exchequer  that  it  was  hard 
upon  landlords  that  they  should  have  to 
pay  the  whole  tax  without  deductions 
for  outgoings  and  repiairs.  Hitherto 
landlords  has  been  ignored  altf^ether 
by  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer,  bnt 
they  would  be  grateful  for  this  reli^  of  10 
per  cent.,  and  only  wished  it  conld  have 
been  more. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
there  might  be  reason  for  equalising  the 
Income  Tax  paid  by  the  fanners  of  the 
three  countries,  but  they  must  also  main- 
tain equality  between  farmers  and  other 
traders.  Why  should  there  be  a  Schedule 
B  at  all  ?  Why  should  not  farmers, 
like  other  people,  pay  taxes  on  their 
profits  ?  By  a  change  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  the  option  was  given  to 
farmers  to  have  themselves  assessed 
under  Schedule  D  ;  but  very  few  fann«8 
had  availed  themselves  of  that  alterna- 
tive. Tbe  inference  he  drew  was  that 
they  found  it  to  their  advantage  to  have 
an  artificial  estimate  of  their  income 
rather  than  submit  to  assessment  by  the 
Income  Tax  Commissioners. 

SiK  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  waa 
obliged  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer for  having  consented  to  consider 
tbe  case  of  the  English  farmers,  and 
under  the  circumstances  he  would  not 
press  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  ILLING  worth  (Bradford,  W.) 
said,  there  were  other  interests  to  be 
considered  besides  those  of  the  farmers  ; 
and  he  doubted  whether  a  case  coald  be 
made  out  for  relieving  farmers  from  anj 
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portion  ol  the  locome  Tax.  When  the 
iDcome  Tax  was  being  raised  they  could 
not  afford  to  be  specially  favourable  to 
any  class.  What  he  vould  suggest  was 
that  the  Scotch  and  Irish  farmers  should 
"be  brought  up  to  the  same  level  as  the 
English  farmers,  rather  than  the  English 
formers  should  he  reduced  to  the  level  of 
the  Scotch  and  Irish.  The  position 
seemed  to  him  to  be  this — that  while  the 
trades  and  industries  of  the  country  had 
been  subjected  to  an  increase  in  the 
Income  Tax,  fanners  were  kept  at  the 
t)ld  rate.  Distress  prevailed  in  many 
industries  ;  and*  the  question  might  be 
raised  whether  exemption  could  be  ex- 
tended  to  people  engaged  in  trade  as 
well  as  to  fanners.  He  thought  a  special 
exemption  was  an  injustice  to  all  other 
taxpayers. 

'*Mr.  RENSUAW  (Renfrew,  W.)  said, 
that  Scotch  farmers  were  entitled  to  a 

lower  rate  of  Income  Tax  than  English 
farmers,  because  in  Scotland  a  tenant 
paid  hie  rent  and  one-half  the  local 

rates  ;  whereas  an  English  tenant  paid 
in  addition  to  his  rent  the  tithe  and  the 
whole  of  the  local  rates.  The  Scotch 
fanner  was  entitled  to  consideration,  as 
the  teiud  and  the  half  of  the  rates  were 
paid  by  him  in  his  rent. 

Colonel  KENYON  -  SLANEY 
(Shropshire,  Kewport)  said,  that  as  the 
Representative  of  an  English  agricultural 
constituency,  he  wished  to  emphasize  the 
fact  that  an  English  Radical  Member  had 
objected  to  the  reduction  of  the  Income 
Tax  on  English  farmers.  That  showed 
the  support  Engl  sh  agriculturists  were 
likely  to  get  from  English  Radicals.  In 
the  present  depressed  condition  of  agri- 
culture, when  farmers  found  it  difficult  to 
make  ends  meet,  they  had  a  prominent 
Member  of  the  Radical  Party — who  really 
had  the  dictation  of  the  arrangements  of 
the  Budget — suggesting  an  increased 
taxation  on  the  farmers,  and  it,  therefore, 
behoved  the  friends  of  the  agriculturists 
to  raise  a  note  of  alarm,  warning  them  of 
the  mercy  they  were  likely  to  receive 
from  the  Radical  Government.  He  should 
like  to  know  whether  he  would  be  in 
Order  in  asking  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  a  question  about  the  Death 


Duties,  as  he  would  not  be  able  to  attend 
on  the  night  on  -which  the  Death  Duties 
were  to  be  discussed. 

The  chairman  (Mr.  A.  O'Con- 
hor)  :  The  hon.  Grentleman  would  not 
be  in  Order  in  discussing  under  thie 
Amendment  anything  except  that  which 
relates  to  the  Income  Tax. 

•SihM. HICKS-BEACH  (BristoI,W.): 
There  is  one  point  in  reference  to  the 
Income  Tax  which  I  am  anxious  to  bring 
under  the  notice  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  With  regard  to  the  pro*- 
posed  deductions  under  Schedule  A— 10 
per  cent,  being  allowed  in  the  case  of  land 
and  16  2-3  in  the  case  of  houses — I  wish 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee  which  sat  in  1867  to 
consider  the  Valuation  Bill,  and  of 
which  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  and 
.  myself  are  the  only  surviving  Members 
in  the  House.  It  recommeuded  greatef 
reductions  and  a  far  larger  classificatioo 
than  that  adopted  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  It  recommeuded  that  for 
rating  purposes  there  should  be  a  deduc- 
tion of  5  per  cent,  on  land  without 
buildings,  of  7^  per  cent,  on  woodlands, 
of  10  per  cent,  on  land  with  farm- 
houses or  outbuildings  ;  of  25  per  cent,  on 
houses  and  buildings  without  land  other 
than  gardens  when  the  gross  value  of 
these  houses  was  under  £8,  and  of  15 
per  cent,  when  the  gross  value  was  £8 
and  upwards  ;  and  of  33^  per  cent,  oq 
mills  and  manufactories,  smelting 
furnaces,  kilns,  brickyards,  mibesj 
and  quarries.  That  statement  shows 
how  very  incomplete  is  the  classifi* 
cation  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  do  fohr  jnstice  to  all  pro^ 
perties  comprised  under  Schedule  A.  I 
am  aware  that  in  the  Income  Tax  Re- 
turns Schedule  A  is  divided  into  lands 
and  houses,  but  surely  that  is  not  an  in- 
fiurmonntahle  obstacle  to  a  further  divi- 
sion, and  I  do  not  know  why  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  not  adopt  the 
precise  classification  which  I  have  just 
read.  Under  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  all  houses  are  to  be 
classed  together,  but  it  is  well  known 
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that  small  tenement  property  costs 
much  more  in  repaiiB  than  larger  and 
more  valuable  property.  I  hope  the 
Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  vill  give 
his  favourable  attention  to  this  point  be- 
fore we  come  to  the  discussion  of  the 
Bill,  so  that  the  deductions  may  represent 
what  is  a  proper  allowiuice  on  aJl  property 
under  Sofaedole  A. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  It  would  be 
more  iu  Order  that  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  University 
of  London  should  be  disposed  of  before 
the  Committee  proceed  further.  Do  I 
underbtaud  that  the  right  hon.  Member 
desires  to  withdraw  the  Amendment  ? 

Sib  J.  LUBBOCK :  Yes,  Sir. 

Mr.  BANBURT  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  said,  he  should  like  to  aay  one 
word  OQ  the  extraordinary  principle 
which  hnd  been  laid  down  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  That  was  that 
the  English  farmer  should  pay  50  per- 
cent, calculated  on  the  gross  rent,  while 
the  Scotch  farmer  paid  only  33  per  cent., 
calculated  on  the  net  rent.  A  more 
extraordinary  financial  arrangement  than 
that  he  had  never  heard  of.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  Scotch  farmer  should 
pay  considerably  more  on  the  net,  and 
the  English  farmer  cousidOTably  less  on 
the  gross  rent. 

Mb.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  said 
that,  as  a  landlord  in  South  Wales,  he 
had  just  signed  three  leases  on  the  basis 
of  the  landlord  doing  the  repairs.  He 
desired  to  know,  therefore,  whether  the 
Income  Tax  was  imposed  on  the  basis  of 
the  tenant  doing  the  repairs,  or  on  the 
basis  of  the  landlord  doing  the  repairs  ? 
which  was  a  most  important  consideration 
in  South  Wales,  where  all  the  landlords 
did  the  repairs. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  will  deal 
with  several  of  the  points  that  have  been 
raised  when  the  Bill  is  brought  in,  but  I 
would  DOW  appeal  to  the  Committee  to 
allow  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  London  to 
be  withdrawn  in  order  to  get  on  with 
other  matters. 

Sir  M,  Miekt-Beaek 
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Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Sir  W,  HARCOURT:  The  point 
which  has  been  raised  by  the  right  hon- 
Member  for  Bristol  is  one  of  the  greatest 
importance.  It  is  quite  true,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,that  it  is  exceedingly 
difficult  to  say  what  the  exact  allowance 
should  be.  The  proposals  the  right  hon. 
Gontlemau  has  6ubmitted,however,  would 
be  very  much  less  in  the  interest  of  land 
than  those  which  I  propose,  tfaou^  they 
would  no  doubt  be  more  favourable  to 
houses.  The  particular  in  which  the 
present  proposal  differs  most  largely  from 
those  recommended  by  the  Committee  is 
with  respect  to  mills,  but  it  will  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  cost  of  repairs  in  mills 
is  already  deducted  under  Schedule  D> 
which  deals  with  profits.  We  cannot* 
therefore,  allow  the  deduction  to  be  made 
again  under  Schedule  A.  I  beg  to  assure 
hon.  Gentlemen  that  though  they  assume, 
altogether  unjustly,  that  the  Liberal 
Party  are  adverse  to  the  interests  of  the 
land,  I  am  not  so.  I  have  gone  as  far  as 
I  felt  justi6ed  in  going  in  making  allow- 
ances favourable  to  the  views  and  in- 
terests of  the  landowners,  as  I  regard  the 
laud  as  one  of  the  most  important  in- 
terests, and  as,  certainly,  the  most  dis- 
tressed interest  in  the  country.  That 
has  been  the  spirit  in  which  I  have  dealt 
with  the  matter. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  he  thonght  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  mistaken  io 
regard  to  the  allowance  for  mills  and  such 
like  buildings,  as  everything  would  de- 
pend on  the  opinion  of  the  officials.  In 
the  matter  of  machinery,  and  other 
matters  relating  to  mills,  the  allowance 
was  often  an  accidental  freak  of  the  sur- 
veyor in  the  d  istrict.  Sometimes  a 
libera]  allowance  was  made,  but 
sometimes  the  allowance  was  not 
liberal.  He  thought  there  should  be  a 
definite  rule  laid  down  as  to  what  the 
allowance  should  be,  so  that  the  different 
classes  of  property  should  have  a 
different  allowance  according  to  a  fair 
and  eqaitable  scale. 
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Mr.  barton  (Armagh,  Mid.)  eaid 
that  in  regard  to  the  Beer  Duty  they 
woald  be  able  to  Batiafy  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  not  m^ely  barley 
growers  but  other  agriculturista  would 
suffer  more  than  he  woald  admit.  He 
(Mr.  Barton)  was  interested  in  the  Irish 
brewers.  He  did  not  understand  how  the 
Chaacellor  of  the  Exchequer  came  to 
calculate  that  the  duty  on  beer  would 
only  produce  £680/X>0  or  £600,000.  Ac- 
cording to  figures  furnished  to  him,  the 
additional  Beer  Duty  would  yield  to  the 
revenue  about  £800,000,  or  £200,000 
more  than  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer's estimate. 

The  chairman  said,  it  would  be 
out  of  Order  to  go  into  that  question  on 
'    the  Resolution  before  the  Committee. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  An  we  not  on  the 
Budget  generally  ? 

The  chairman  :  No.    The  In- 
come  Tax  ResoUition. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  shut  out  any  point  on  whicbany- 
one  wanted  to  have  information.  With 
regard  to  the  calculation  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  he  thought  the 
Irish  brewers  did  very  well.  Guinness's, 
for  example,  need  not  fear  a  tax  of  6d. 
per  barrel  on  porter.  If  the  hon.  Member 
was  right  that  the  duty  he  had  put  on 
"Would  ntoh  more  than  his  advisers  calcu- 
lated he  could  only  say  that  he  should  be 
delighted  to  find  it  so. 

Mr.  BARTON  hoped  to  be  able  to 
«how  at  the  proper  time  that  the  sugges- 
tion that  even  a  large  brewery  like 
Ouinness's  could  bear  a  tax  such  as 
that  proposed  was  founded  on  a  fallacy. 
Guinness's  consisted  of  thousands  of 
small  owners,  who  only  obtained  a 
moderate  dividend  upon  their  capital. 

Sib  W.  HABCOURT  :  What  per 
•eent  ? 

Mb.  BARTON  :  Four  per  cent. 

Sib  W.  HABCOURT  :  The  per- 
■centage  depends  upon  what  they  gave  for 
their  shares. 

Ms.  BARTON  said,  the  Chancellor  of 
Xhe  Exehaqner  had  said  that  there  had 


been  a  large  increase  in  the  amount  of 
beer  consumed,  but  without  wishing  to 
dogmatise,  from  the  accounts  he  bad  re- 
ceived he  believed  that  brewing  had 
shared  in  the  general  depression.  He 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
some  future  occasion  to  give  details  as  to 
the  increase  in  the  duty  he  had  mentioned. 

Mr.  RENSHAW  said,  that  in  regard 
to  the  Income  Tax  in  relation  to  mills 
and  fiactories  he  had  understood  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  say  that,  inasmuch  as  the 
repairs  of  mills  were  calculated  as  part 
of  the  expenditure  of  the  millowner,  the 
latter  were  not  entitled  to  special  con- 
sideration in  the  matter  of  reductions  on 
rent.  He  understood  that  the  millowners 
kept  up  the  buildings  out  of  revenue,  but 
the  question  of  the  assessment  in  regard 
to  rentals  was  a  totally  different  ques- 
tion. A  millowner  assessed  by  a  local 
assessor  at,  say,  £1,000  a  year  annually 
paid  Income  Tax  on  the  £1,000.  As  he 
had  understood  the  suggestion  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Bristol,  it  was  that  this  £1,000  should 
be  subject  to  larger  reductions  than 
ordinary  house  property.  That,  it 
seemed  to  him,  was  a  fair  contention.  It 
was  shown  to  be  fair  by  the  authority 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
quoted — namely,  that  of  the  Committee 
presided  over  by  Mr.  Hubbard,  which 
sat  in  1861.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
hod  not  gone  far  enough  in  accepting  the 
recommendations  of  that  Committee. 
He  (Mr.  Renshav)  thought  that  if  there 
was  to  be  any  »-arrangement  of  the 
Income  Tax  made  in  respect  of 
lands  and  house  property  special  and 
generous  consideration  should  be  extended 
to  millowners,  who  had  to  incur  large 
expenditure  in  respect  of  repairs. 

•Mb.  JOHNSON-FERGUSON 
(Leicester,  Loughborough)  said,  he 
understood  the  position  to  be  this : 
When  the  owner  of  a  mill  worked  it  ha 
naturally  included  all  repairs  in  his  general 
expensm,  and  in  reduction  of  his  profits 
and  the  Income  Tax  be  paid  under 
Schedule  D.  When,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  owner  of  a  mill  did  not  work  it, 
he  bad  to  pay  on  the  gross  rental, 
and  received  no  allowance  for  the  repairs 
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he  bad  to  do  out  of  the  reutal.  Id  a  j'staoceB,  the  House  would  now  allow  the 
ease  of  that  sort,  he  (Mr,  Johnsou-Fer-  Income  Tax  Resolutiou  to  be  takeu,  as 
guson)  did  not  think  the  16  per  cent,  '  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  G. 
allowed  would  cover  the  expenditure.  As  '  Hamilton)  had  something  to  saj  in  re- 
the  right  hoc.  Gentleman  had  said,  in  :  lation  to  a  Hesolutioo  which  would 
most  cases  the  mills  were  worked  by  the  'follow, 
owners.     Another  point  he  would  call 


attention  to  was  the  question  of  the  depre- 
ciatiou  of  the  machinery.  If  the  owner 
worked  it,  he  could  put  down  depreciation 
at  from  5  to  7^  per  cent,  as  wdinarj 
working  expenses.  On  the  other  hand, 
if  the  owner  let  the  machinery,  though  be 
was  entitled  to  a  certain  amount  for  de- 
preciation, owing  to  some  Departmental 
red-tapeism,  he  did  not  get  it  in  reduction 
of  his  Property  Tax — he  had  to  pay  the 
Income  Tax  uuder  Schedule  A  in  full, 
and  then  he  hud  to  go  through  all  the 
wearisome  detail  of  claiming  the  deduc- 
tion from  the  Treasury.  He  trusted  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  would  bcfar  this 
in  mind. 

•Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Prwton)  said, 
that  the  deductions  in  respect  of 
tnachinery  and  things  which  perished 
were  very  inadequate  in  many  cases. 
Uachinery  might  become  obsolete  in  10 
years-^indeed,  people  who  understood 
the  matter  thoroughly  said  that  the  life 
of  machinery  should  only  be  reckoned  at 
eight  years.  These  things  became  very 
serious  in  view  of  an  Income  Tax  that 
was  a  really  a  War  Tax.  In  the  case  of 
mines  the  Income  Tax  was  charged  ou 
the  profits  without  deducting  anything, 
in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  capital 
origiuiELlly  invested  to  start  the  business 
was  perishing  every  year,  A  prudent 
taan  would  alwaprs  hiy  by  a  certain 
amount  of  capital  to  replace  the 
capital  which  was  lost  It  might 
be  said  that  a  sufficient  amount 
was  allowed  for  depreciation  of  machinery, 
but  when  they  came  to  other  things, 
of  which  mines  might  be  taken  as  typical, 
it  was  a  hardship  that  no  sort  of  allow- 
ance  was  given. 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  said,  he  had 
paid  a  great  deal  of  attention  to  this 
matter.  He  was  aware  it  was  of  great 
consequence,  and  he  would  carefully 
examine  it  before  it  was  discnssed  in  the 
Bill.  He  hoped  that,  under  the  circonip 
Mr.  JokntoH'FerguMon 


Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

ResoWed,  That  towanls  raising  the  SappW 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  there  shall  be  chafed, 
collected,  and  paid  for  the  year  which  com- 
menced  on  the  sizth  day  of  April,  one  thousand 
eight  handred  and  QiQety-foar,  in  respect  of 
all  Property,  Profit«,  and  Gains  mentionod  or 
deecribed  as  chargeable  in  "The  Income  Tax 
Act,  1853,"  the  following  Duties  of  Income 
Tax  (that  is  to  say)  :— 

For  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  anDoal 
vidne  or  amount  of  Pnwerty,  Profits* 
and  Gains  chargeable  ander  Scbednles 
(A),  (0),  cm,  or  (K)  of  the  said  Act, 
tbe  Daty  of  Eight  Pence ; 
And  for  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the 
annnal  valoe  of  the  occupation  of  Lands, 
Tenement«,Hereditament8,and  Heritages 
chargeable  under  Schedule  (B)  of  tbe 
said  Act,— 
In  England,  the  Daty  of  Four  Pence ; 
In  Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively,  the 
Duty  of  Three  Pence. 

Amendment  of  Law. 
Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  amend  tbe 
Law  relating  to  the  CuBtoms  and  the  Inland 
Bevenne. — {2he  ChaHcellor  of  the  ExeHrqucr.") 
Sues  Canal  Shares. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  It  is  expedient  to  authoriee  the  pay 
mentinto  tbe  Exchequer  of  all  dividends  or 
other  moneys  received  by  tbe  Treasury  after 
tbe  1st  day  of  July,  1894,  in  respect  of  Sues 
Canal  Shares."— (7^«  Chaiwellor  of  the  Kxcke- 

Sib  £.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETP 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall) :  This  may  be  a 
convenient  opportunity  to  obtain  from 
tbe  right  hoo.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  a  little  information — 
information  which  he  showed  consider- 
able reluctance  to  give  me  last  Session. 
We  understand  that  the  whole  capital 
value  of  the  Sues  Canal  shares — 
£4,000,000— bought  19  years  ago  baa 
now  been  repaid  to  tbe  l^eosury  by  the 
Sinking  Fund,  so  that  the  176,000  shares 
purchased  in  1875  are  now  the  property 
of  the  nation  without  having  cost  the 
nation  a  farthing.  Does  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  assent  to  that  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  assented. 

SiB  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
Then,  the  second  point  u  this :  Theca 
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shares,  we  uoderalaiid,  are  now  entitled 
to  the  whole  dividflnd  payable  by  the 
Suez  Gaoal  CorapaDy. 

Sir  W.  HABCOURT  :  Yes ;  after 
July  1. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
That  dividend,  I  understand,  is  reckoued 
at  about  15  per  cent. — that  is  to  say, 
that  nearly  £600,000  will  come  into  the 
BritisJi  Exchequer  from  that  source  this 
year. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT.  Only  half 
this  year. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT  : 
From  the  1st  of  July  it  will  come  in  at 
that  rate.  So  that  these  Suez  Canal 
shares,  the  purchase  of  which  wag  de- 
scribed at  the  time  by  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  the  Memberfor  Midlothian  as  a 
snare  aud  a  financial  delusion,  and  which 
was  denounced  by  the  present  Cbaucellor 
of  tbe  Exchequer  in  stronger  language, 
are  now  the  property  of  tbe  nation  with- 
out having  cost  the  nation  a  single  far- 
thing. They  are  worth  some  £18,000,000, 
and  are  bringing  into  the  British  Ex- 
chequer from  July  1  of  this  year  some 
£600,000  a  year. 

SiE  W.  HABCOUBT  assented. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
Having  obtained  that  information  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  for 
which  I  Express  my  gratitude,  I  will  not 
further  trouble  the  House. 

-  Besolntion  agreed  to. 

Imperial  and  Naval  Defence  Acts, 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  tbe  pay* 
ment  into  the  Exchequer  of  any  sum  by  wbich 
the  aggregate  payments  made  to  the  Naval  De- 
fence Account,  under  section  two  of '  The  Kaval 
Defence  Act,  1689,'  may  exceed  the  actual  ex- 
penditure on  contract  ships  authorised  by  that 
Act ;  and  to  provide  that  the  further  instalments 
payable  to  the  said  Account  under  the  said  sec- 
tion shall  oease."— (7%«  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
cKcqncr.) 

•Sir  W,  HABCOUBT:  I  would 
explain  that  under  the  Kaval  Defence 
^ct  the  Treasury  were  empowered  to 
borrow  on  the  Annuity  of  £1,428,571, 
sufficient  to  enable  them  to  meet  the 
aathorised  expenditure  of  £10,000,000 
on  contract-butlt  ships.    The  amount  so 


borrowed  between  1889  and  1893  was 
£3,146,000.  This  sum,  together  with 
the  five  instalments  of  the  Annuity, 
amounting  to  £7,142,857,  was  paid  into 
the  Naval  Defence  Acoount,  making  a 
total  of  £10,288,857.  There  was  thns 
paid  to  that  Account  £288,857  more  than 
the  £10,000,000  authorised.  Under  the 
present  law,  that  £289,000,  would  have 
become  appHcabie  to  repay  the  loan  of 
£3,146,000.  But  as  the  whole  of  the 
loan  is,  under  the  Budget  proposal,  to 
be  paid  off  by  the  Sinking  Fund,  the 
sum  is  not  wanted  for  that  purpose. 
So  I  propose  to  restore  it  to  the  Ex- 
chequer. It  becomes  a  sort  of  benefit  of 
which  I  have  laid  hold. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  (Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  I  am  obliged  to  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  for  his  explanation,  which 
anticipates,  to  some  extent,  what  I  have 
to  say.  Tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
at  least  10  times  asserted  that  so  long  as 
he  is  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  be 
will  meet  the  Expenditure  of  the  year  out 
of  Revenue,  but  he  has  borrowed 
£289,000  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the 
Expenditure  of  this  year,  increasing  the 
Debt  in  the  Consolidated  Fnnd  by  that 
amount,  and  conseqaently  has  violated  in 
the  most  open  manner  the  solemn  pledge 
he  has  over  and  over  again  given  to  tbe 
House.  The  transaction  is  really  a  very 
simple  one.  Under  tbe  Naval  Defence 
Act  a  certain  expenditure  was  authorised 
which  was  to  be  contracted  for  in  five 
years,  aud  the  Annuities  to  cover  that 
expenditure  were  to  run  for  seven  years. 
The  expenditure  of  tbe  first  five  years 
was  in  the  form  of  grants,  paid  out  of 
incfHue,  and  the  difference  between  ex- 
penditure and  income  was  made  go6A  out 
of  advances  made  by  the  Treasury,  but 
Parliament  provided  that  as  the  balances 
accrued  they  should  be  applied  to  the 
reduction  of  tbe  advances  made.  Tbe 
right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is  attempting  to  wind  up 
this  account  in  a  manner  never  heard  of. 
There  is  £1,146,000  deficiency  on  one 
part  of  tbe  account,  and  he  transfers  that 
to  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  these  sub- 
sequent Resolutions  make  theCousolidated 
Fund  responsible  for  the  payment  of  the 
principal  and  interest  of  the  debt  so  trans- 
ferred. Then  he  turns  to  the  credit  side 
of  the  account,  and   quietly  collars 
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^2,000,000,  which  has  absolutely  tiothiug 
to  do  with  the  Revenue  of  the  year,  aud 
pitchforks  this  iuto  the  Revesue,  aud  so 
«Htabliabe8  a  surplus  of  £1,291,000.  The 
Chaucetlor  of  the  Exchequer,  therefore, 
is  deliberately  creating  £289,000  more 
debt  thsD  would  have  been  created  if  the 
present  Act  was  allowed  to  rua  its  course. 
I  say  that  such  action  as  that  is  unheard- 
of  and  altogether  indefensible.    Now  I 
propuse  to  amend  this  Resolution  in  such 
A  way  as  to  provide  that  white  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  should  wind  up 
the  Naval  Defence  Act,  it  shall  be  done 
io  Bucb  a  manner  that  only  the  actual  de- 
ficiency on  the  account  shall  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  Consolidated  Fund.    If  the 
Resolution  is  carried  as  it  stands,  it 
merely  amounts  to  a  manipulation  of 
accounts  for  the  purpose  of  manufacturing 
a  surplus  for  the  forthcoming  year. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will 
agree  with  me  that  great  care  should  be 
taken  not  to  interfere  with  the  intention 
of  Parliament  in  these  matters.    If  pro- 
ceedings of  this  kind  can  be  permitted, 
there  is  no  reason  why  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  should  not  bring  the  whole  of 
the  Sinking  Fund  into  his  Revenue  for 
this  year.    I  nm  aware  that  this  is  a  com- 
plicated matter,  and  I  know  also  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  had  a 
■groAt  deal  to  do  in  the  preparation  of  this 
natter ;  but  I  am  sure  if  he  has  looked 
into  the  matter  he  will  know  that  my 
statement  is  accurate.   If  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  finds  out  that  I  am 
accurate  in  my  statement,  be  must  assimi- 
late bis  practice  to  bis  professions,  and 
accept  my  Amendment^  and  wind  up  the 
Naval  Defence  Act  without  pitchforking 
■nto  the  Revenue  of  this  year  £289,000 
which  does  not  belong  to  it,  and  which 
4!an  only  be  appropriated  by  a  similar  in- 
■crease  of  the  National  Debt.    I  hope  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  accept 
mj  suggestion,  and  so  act  in  accordance 
witJi  the  unbroken   practice    of  tlie 
Treasury  and  of  Parliament  in  dealing 
iwith  funds  of  this  kind. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "expedient,"  in  line  I,  to 
the  word  "  and,"  in  line  4,  in  order  to 
insert  the  words 

"To  close  OD  the  Slst  of  March,  1894,  the 
Naval  Defence  Account  aa  estabUahed  bj 
Section  2  of '  The  Naval  Defence  Act,  1889.* 
CLord  e.ffamUtiM.) 

Lord  G,  HiuMulloH 


Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  atand  part  of  the 

Question  ?  " 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  proposal 
of  the  noble  Lord  is  that  I  should  agree 
to  the  creation  of  a  deficit.  I  regard  this  Re- 
solution as  the  corollary  and  natural  result 
of  putting  an  end  to  the  Naval  Defence 
Accounts.  If  the  House  is  ot  opinioa 
that  they  would  like  a  Budget  of  this 
character  to  create  a  deficit,  of  course  it 
is  open  for  hon.  Members  to  vote 
for  the  noble  Lord's  Amendment. 
The  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  is 
absolutely  fatal  to  all  our  proposals,  and 
I  cannot  consent  to  a  course  which  would 
produce  a  deficit  Instead  of  a  surplus  for 
the  year.  When  the  noble  Lord  talks 
about  winding  up  the  Naval  Defence 
Accounts  in  this  way,  be  knows  that  it 
would  throw  the  great  responsibility  upon 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of 
raising  another  £2,000,000  by  taxation. 
I  must  leave  the  House  to  judge  as  to  the 
wisdom  of  a  proposal  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  deficit  with 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
threatened  the  House  would  not  be  created 
by  the  action  of  the  noble  Lord.  The 
deficit  is  there  already,  and  is  the  result 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  £xuheqner*s  own 
proposals.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gets  rid  of  it  by  applying  a  portion  of 
the  funds  of  the  country,  which  last  year 
and  not  this  year  was  intended  for  pay- 
ment of  debt  to  the  Revenue  of  this  year. 
There  never  was  a  more  extraordinary 
revelation  of  strange  methods  of  finance. 
The  Sinking  Fund  of  last  year  is  appli- 
cable to  the  reduction  of  Debt  this  year  ; 
but  I  do  not  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to  bring  in  a 
portion  of  the  Sinking  Fund  of  last 
year  to  meet  the  expenditure  of  this 
year.  There  is  just  as  much  statntoiy 
provision  made  for  the  payment  of  this 
debt,  which  the  right  hon.  Grentlemaa 
calls  mine,  as  for  the  other  which  belongs 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  pre- 
decessors. He  forgets  that  in  regard  to 
the  Localisation  of  Forces  Bill  precisely 
the  same  course  was  followed  by  his  lata 
Chi^.  I  should  like  to  know  what  the 
opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
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Member  for  Midlothian  would  be  in 
refereuce  to  a  tranaaction  under  which 
money  which  ought  to  have  been  used 
for  payment  of  debt  last  year  is  diverted 
from  it3  object  and  thrown  into  the  in- 
come of  tbe  current  year.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  closes  the  Naval  Defence 
Accounts  a  year  back  instead  of  closing 
them  now,  so  that  he  may  collar  the  assets 
which  should  hare  gone  towards  the 
reduction  of  the  debt.   The  Naval  De- 
fence  Act  had  £289,000  applicable  to  it 
last  year,  and  therefore  the  debt  which 
has  been  transferred  should  have  been 
that  much  smaller.    But  that  does  not 
suit  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
He  wants  to  keep  the  assets  that  ought 
to  have  been  raised  last  year,  and  so  he 
magnifies  thedebt.  1  compliment  him  upon 
the   ingenuity   of  his   device.  With 
reference  to  the  observation  made  earlier 
in  the  'evening.    I  may  say  that  if  I 
have  attacked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
financial  purity  it  is  because  be  has  in- 
sisted so  much  upon  posseasii^  it.  He 
treats  me  as  a  miserable  sinner  in  that 
respect,  but  I  have  never  set  up  these 
high    doctrines    of     tbe    right  hou. 
Gentleman ;    and   what    is  ridiculous 
is  that  awhile   making   these  profes- 
sions the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
is  taking  funds  which  belong  to  last 
year,  and  which  ought  to  have  been  paid 
in  tlwt  year,  and  appropriating  them  to 
the  purposes  of   this  year.    I  am  only 
surprised  that  the  authorities  at  the 
Treasury,  who  are  extremely  severe  in 
maintaining  the  traditions  of  their  Office, 
should  be  a  party  to  something  which 
entirely  upsets  every  principle  of  finance, 
and  lend  their  sanction  to  a  plan  which 
will  be  an  eucouragemeut  to  subsequent 
Chancellors     of     the    Exchequer  to 
ease  their  expenditure  by  taking  assets 
which    are    set   apart  for  the  pay- 
ment of  debt  and  transferring  them  from 
one  year  to  another.    I  am  glad  that 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  this  matter. 
When  we  have  the  Bill  before  us  we 
shall  see  what  course  we  shall  take  on 
this  matter. 

*Mr.  COHEN  said,  that  he  thought 
before  a  ready  assent  was  given  by  the 
House  to  the  arguments  offered  by  tbe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  he  should 
bring  forward  some  stronger  ground  than 
the  mere  statement  that  be  bad  iududed 
sums  which  properly  belonged  to  last 
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year's  finance  in  order  to  equalise  his 

Budget. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  stated  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  St.  George's  had  dimi- 
nished the  reduction  of  National  Debt  in 
order  to  remedy  taxation.  The  surplus 
must  have  gone  to  the  reduction  of  Debt ; 
but,  as  a  follower  aud  an  admirer  of  the 
finance  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  heshould 
be  sorry  to  believe  that  there  bad  been 
any  shortcoming  in  tbe  diminution  of  the 
National  Debt,  and  he  did  not  believe  it ; 
and  in  order  to  prove  it  he  would  like  to 

point  out  one  or  two  facts  to  show  

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  would  ask, 
Mr.  Chairman,  whether  this  is  in  Order 
— to  discuss  the  diminution  of  tbe  Na- 
tional Debt  under  former  Administra- 
tions ? 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE:  I  am  merely 
answering  what  tbe  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said.  If  it  was  in  Order  for  him  to 
make  this  attack  upon  this  particular 
portion  of  the  finance  of  his  prede- 
cessor  

The  CHAIRMAN  :  We  have  passed 
from  the  general  discussion,  and  hon. 
Members  must  confine  themselves  entirely 
to  this  Amendment. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
he  thought  it  ought  to  go  out  to  the 
public  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who  had 
set  up  so  high  a  standard  of  financial 
purity,  had  had  to  acknowledge  the 
borrowing  of  £289,000,  without  which, 
as  be  bad  told  them,  tbey  would  create  a 
deficit  which  would  be  absolutely  fatal 
to  the  fiuances  of  the  year.  He  thought 
it  was  an  interesting  result  of  the  some- 
what long  discussion  which  they  had  had 
that  they  had  come  to  the  absolute  con- 
clusion, acknowledged  by  both  sides  of 
tbe  House,  that  the  only  way  in  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could 
manage  to  balance  his  Budget  was  by 
borrowing  this  sum  which  he  admitted 
did  not  belong  to  the  income  of  the  yean 
He  thought  they  would  remember  this  in 
tbe  future  when  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  being  in  opposition,  was 
criticising  the  fiuancial  proposals  of  a 
Conservative  Governmeut. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  said,  this  was  not  the  only  amount 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  availed  himself  of  arising,out  of  the 
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Naval  Defence  Act  of  1889.  Had  it 
Dot  been  for  the  Naval  Defence  Act  of 
1889  and  tbe  Imperial  Defence  Act, 
which  had  been  so  much  censured  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  his  position  this 
year  would  have  been  that  he  would  have 
had  to  provide  £2,000,000  more  in  his 
Budget  than  as  a  fact  he  had  bad  to  do, 
for  he  had  taken  advantage  of  sums  of 
money  provided  by  his  predecessors,  in- 
cluding this  £289,000,  and  the  annuity 
of  the  Naval  Defence  Act,  amounting  to 
£1,429,000,  as  -well  as  the  Suez  Canal 
dividend  of  £260,000— he  had  taken 
advantage  of  these  sums  which  were  in- 
tended by  his  predecessors  to  extinguish 
Debt  to  assist  his  Budget  in  the  present 
year ;  and  instead  of  applying  these 
sums  to  the  extinguishmeut  of  Debt, 
lie  had  applied  them  to  the  year's  ex- 
penditure, and  had  gone  to  the  Sinking 
Fund  to  pay  off  the  very  Debt  tbat  these 
moneys  were  intended  to  provide  out  of 
taxattou.  Tbe  whole  scheme  was  an  in- 
direct one  for  meeting  the  obligations  of 
the  year  largely  out  of  tbe  Sinking 
Fund.  It  was  clear  that  had  it  not  been 
for  the  income  coming  to  tbe  Cliancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  through  these  throe 
provisions — the  Naval  Defence  Act,  the 
Suez  Canal  Shares,  and  the  surplus  of 
the  Naval  Defence  Act  of  £289,000— 
he  would  have  had  to  provide  additional 
taxation  to  the  extent  of  nearly 
£2,000,000.  That  was  fairly  shown  by 
the  statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  himself.  In  that  statement 
the  total  expenditure  of  the  year  was 
placed  at  £94,175,000,  which  was  the 
amount  arrived  at  after  allowing  for 
differences  made  by  reason  of  the  Impe- 
rial Defence  Act  and  the  Naval  Defence 
Act.  Therefore,  they  had  a  statement 
of  expenditure  set  out  by  the  Cbaucellor 
of  the  Exchequer  distinct  and  separate 
from  the  Imperial  Defence  Act  and  the 
Naval  Defence  Act.  What  would  have 
been  the  revenue  had  these  Acts  not 
existed  on  the  basis  of  last  year's  taxa- 
tion P  They  had  bad  it  stated  at 
£90,956,000.  Tbat  sum  included  the 
provision  made  for  tbe  Naval  Defence 
annuity  of  £1,429,000.  So  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  found  himself  in 
this  position,  had  there  been  no  Imperial 
Defence  Act  and  no  Naval  Defence  Act, 
of  having  a  revenue  on  the  basis  of  last 
year's  taxation  of  £89,527,000  as  against 
his  expenditure  of  £94,175,000,  so  that 

Mr.  Forwood 


his  deficit  would  have  been  £4,648,000. 
Towards  that  deficit  all  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  provided  for  iu 
the  shape  of  new  taxation  was  an  amount 
of  £2,670,000,  leaving  a  deficit  of  nearly 
£2,000,000,  of  which  he  had  already 
spoken.  By  this  fortuitous  circumstance 
of  the  existence  of  a  Naval  Defence  Act 
and  an  Imperial  Defeuce  Act  that  short 
provision  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  have  been  met  with  was 
made  up  by  the  annuity  under  the  Naval 
Defence  Act  of  £1,429,000,  by  the  Suez 
Canal  shares  dividend  of  £260,000,  and 
by  the  surplus  amou/it  on  Naval  Defence 
expenditure  of  £289,000.  So  that,  in  his 
opinion,  tbe  whole  Budget  was  nothing 
more  than  a  clever  electioneering  Budget. 
It  was  one  in  which  the  Chancellor  of 
tbe  Exchequer  took  advantage  of  the 
legislation  of  his  predecessors,  so  far  as 
they  assisted  his  present  Budget,  but  at 
the  same  time  he  was  not  generous  enough 
to  acknowledge  the  advantages  be  hod 
received  from  the  amounts  coming  to  him 
by  reason  of  tbe  existence  of  the  Naval 
and  Imperial  Defence  Acts. 

Loud  G.  HAMILTON  said,  he  was 
very  much  disaitpoiuted  .at  the  reply  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He 
had  hoped  that  when  the  matter  had 
been  pointed  out  to  him  he  would  have 
accepted  the  Amendment.  His  defence 
appeared  to  be  that  unless  be  was  allowed 
to  borrow  these  moneys  in  the  way  he 
proposed  his  Budget  would  be  upset. 
He  could  only  say  that  he  tnisted  every- 
body had  heard  the  right  faon.  Gentle- 
man's defence,  and  that  it  would  be 
remembered.  Under  the  circumstances, 
be  would  not  put  the  Committee  to  the 
trouble  of  a  Division  upon  his  Amend- 
ment, but  would  withdraw  it  and  raise 
the  matter  again  when  the  Bill  waa 
before  the  House. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  pot,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  tbe 
payment  into  the  Exchequer  of  any  sum  by 
which  the  aggregate  payments  made  to  the 
Kaval  Defence  Account,  under  section  2  of 
"  The  Karal  Defence  Act,  1689,''  may  exceed 
the  actual  expenditure  on  contract  ships  aatho- 
rised  by  that  Act ;  and  to  provide  that  the 
further  instalments  payable  to  the  said  Account 
under  tbe  said  section  shall  cease. 

Resolved.  That  it  is  expedient  to  authoriie 
tbe  application  of  the  old  Binking  Fund  awl 
the  new  Sinking  Fund  in  paying  off  the  loans 
borrowed  under  I  Fart  II. 'ot>"The  Intperial 
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Defence  Act  of  1888,"  and  nmler  "  The  Ntvsl 
Defence  Act,  1889." 

Besolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  aathorise 
the  payment,  out  of  the  pennanent  annoal 
charge  for  the  National  Debt,  of  the  interest  of 
the  said  loanii."— (77tr  Cbamvllor  of  the  Ex- 

ResolutioDs  to  be  reported  To-morrow ; 
Cfunmittee  to  ait  again  To-morrow. 

/  CONCILIATION  (TRADE  DISPUTES) 
w  BILL.-(No.  126.) 

8EC0KD  READING.  [ADJOURNED 

DEBATE,] 

Order  reail,  for  resuming  Adjtfurned 
Debate  ou  Question  [19th  April],  "  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  PIERFOINT  (Warrington)  aaid, 
he  had  scarcely  supposed  the  Government 
intended  to  go  ou  with  the  Bill  at  this 
hour,  as  ouly  three  minutes  were  left 
for  discussion.  The  other  night,  just 
before  he  sat  down,  he  was  saying  that 
thtj  Bill  granted  powers  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  which  it  already  had,  and  which 
it  already  exercised.  What  would  be  the 
effect  of  putting  into  a  Statute  these 
powers  which  the  Board  of  Trade  already 
possessed  'i  He  supposed  that  in  case  of 
disputes  the  parties  would  look  upon  the 
Board  of  Trade  as  a  body  to  which  they 
might  go  for  settlement,  instead  of  coming 
*  to  an  arrangement  among  themselveB. 
He  suggested  that  it  was  very  objection- 
able to  do  anything  in  the  way  of  further 
mixing  up  officials  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
or  any  other  Department,  with  trade  dis- 
putes which  might  well  be  settled 
between  the  employers  and  employed  by 
private  Boards  of  Conciliation,  which 
were  being  established  -  in  the  districts 
occasionally  affected  by  trade  disputes. 
Since  the  Bill  was  discussed  on  Friday 
night  ther  had  had  an  opportunity  of 
seeing  an  abstract  of  the  Report  of  the 
Labour  Commission ;  and  he  found  from 
that  abstract  that  the  Report  did  not  apear 
to  approve  of  the  suggestions  made  in  the 
Bill.  He  also  found,  on  looking  further 
into  the  Bill,  that  it  contained  clauses 
for  conciliation  ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
arbitration  was  only  by  inference  men- 
tioned once  or  twice  in  the  whole 
measure.  In  Section  2,  Sub-section  2,  it 
was  mentioned  by  inference.  In  Section 
8  it  was  actually  mentioned ;  but  the 
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whole  effect  of  the  Bill  simply  was  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  should  use  its  offices 
and  try  to  get  localities  to  form  Boards  of 
Arbitration.  The  Royal  Commission 
approved  of  giving  a  Public  Department 
power  to  appoint  an  arbitrator  to  act 
either  alone  or  with  others  ;  bat  the  Bill 
only  contemplated  not  the  appointment 
.  of  arbitrators,  but  of  conciliators. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  he  wished  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
fact  that  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  not  been  in  the  House  during 
the  time  that  this  Debate  had  been 
going  on, 

EVICTED  TENANTS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
(No.  176.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
asked  when  the  G-overnment  intended  to 
proceed  with  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast.  8.) 
said,  the  Chief  Secretary,  when  the  Bill 
was  introduced,  said  it  would  be  printed 
within  24  hours,  but  he  had  not  yet  got 
a  copy. 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  T. 
£.  Ellis,  Merionethshire)  said,  he  was 
sure  the  delay  had  arisen  from  some 
cause  over  which  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  freland  had  no  control. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  To- 
morrow. 

RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC  BILL. 
(No.  166.) 

SECOND  READING. 

•Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
this  was  a  very  important  Bill  to  traders, 
and  they  were  anxious  to  know  when  it 
would  be  proceeded  with. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Bcrt,  Morpeth)  said, 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
left  the  House,  but  the  hon.  Gentleman 
might  be  sure  that  he  was  anxious  that 
the  Bill  should  be  brought  on  as  soon  as 
possible. 

Second    Reading  deferred   till  To- 


morrow. 
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.WILD  BIBDS*  PBOTBOTION  ACT  (1880) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No  134.) 

COMMITTEE. 

[Progreti,  19th  AprU.J 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Claaae  1. 

Mr.  p.  M'HDGH  (Leitrim,  N.)  moved 

to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  asked  leave  to  sit  again.*^ — {Mr.  P. 
M^Hugh.) 

Mr.  J.  A.  PEASE  (Northumber- 
land, T/neside)  said,  he  should  be  glad 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  allow  the 
Bill  to  proceed. 

Mr.  p.  M*HUGH  said,  there  were 
some  provisions  in  the  Bill  to  which  he 
could  not  ngree. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

BELI  GIOUS  TESTS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
(No.  48.) 

■  SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Keading  read. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) 
said,  he  objected,  as  there  were  pro- 
visions in  the  Bill  to  which  he  could  not 
assent. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  To- 
morrow. 

SOLICITORS'  EXAMINATION  BILL. 

(No.  112.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

LOXDOK  STREETS  AND  BUILDIKOS 
BILL. 

Ordereil,  That  Mr.  Kiinbcr  be  dischai^^ed  an<l 
Mr.  P.  M.  Thornton  be  added  to  the  Committee 
on  London  Streets  and  Buildings  BIIL— (.Vf. 

VOLUNTEER  ACTS. 

Ordered,  Tliat  s  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  working  of  the 
Vcdunteer  Acts,  and  the  legal  status  and  obliga- 
tions of  Volunteers  aerring  under  them.'»(Jfr. 
Seeretary  Campbell-Bamurman^ 


RAILWAY  COMMISSION  BILL.  ^ 
On  Motion  of  Sir  Albert  Bollit,  Bill  to  amend 
the  constitution,  powers,  and  proccdare  of  the 
Railway  CommissiOD,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Sir  Albert  Bollit,  Dr.  Hunter,  Hr.  Jobn  Bllis, 
Mr.  Hanbnry,  Mr.  Channinf ,  Sir  Alfred  Hick- 
man, Mr.  Bumie,  Mr.  DoiU,  Mr.  Field,  Mr. 
Jaclra,  and  Mr.  Patrick  Aloymns  M'Hiigh. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  Brat  tune.  [Bill  185.] 

POLICE   (COCNTIBS   AND  BOROUGHS). 

Paper  [presented  20th  April]  to  be 
printed,    pfo  83.] 

ADJODBNMENT. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjonm." 

EvENiKG  Schools. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  be  wanted  to  say  a  few  words  upon 
a  matter  of  some  urgeucy.  If  he  under- 
stood rightly,  a  Code  of  some  importance 
affecting  evening  schools  throughout 
England  had  been  nominally  lying  on  the 
Table  for  a  month  past,  and,  unless  they 
took  care,  would  become  law  in  a  few 
days.  If  he  understood  the  answer  given 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Minister 
for  Exlucation  that  evening,  this  Code 
had  not  been  printed.  If  that  was  so, 
it  would  be  an  unprecedented  tbing  for  a 
Code  of  that  importance  to  come  into 
effect  without  even  having  Iteen  printed 
for  the  perusal  of  Members  of  this  House. 
He  submitted  tbat  the  right  bon.  Member 
was  bound  to  take  some  steps  to  postpone 
the  operation  of  the  Code  until  it  had 
been  printed  and  tbey  had  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing  what  it  contained. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherbam)  said,  he  found  himself  in 
somewhat  difficult  circumstances  in  refer- 
ence to  this  Code.  It  had  been  nominally 
laid  on  the  Table,  but  there  was  delay  in 
the  printing.  This  was  the  first  Evening 
School  Code  they  bad  ever  bad,  and  they 
were  anxious  to  give  consideration  to  all 
the  suggestions  whieb  were  being  made. 
He  found,  however,  tbat  it  would  l>e 
possible  to  start  afresh  by  laying  a 
Minute  on  the  Table,  so  that  there  might 
be  a  good  month  for  consideration  of  the 
Code.  This  Minute  would  contain  all 
the  particulars  in  the  Code. 

HouM  adjoamcd  at  ten  minutes 
after  TirdTa  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     OF  LORDS, 
Tuesday^  24tk  April  1894. 


J    LIMITATION  OF  ACTIONS  BILL.— <No.  IS.) 

I .   ^<  COHUITTBX. 

1       Order  of  the  Daj  for  the  House  to  be 
>    put  into  Committee,  read. 

«       The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
^     Hbbschell)  :  M7  Lords,  in  moving  that 
.g'    the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  the 
g     said  Committee,  I  desire  to  say  a  word  or 
•£    two  with  regard  to  the  Bill.    When  I 
introduced  it  to  your  Lordships^  notice  I 
k     called  attention   to   the  fact  that  as 
^     regards   contract  debts  it  proposes  to 
I  -   limit  the  period '  to  five  years,  and  with 
*Q     regard  to  small  debts  not  exceeding  £0 
the  limit  should  he  reduced  to  one  year. 
With  r^mnce  to  that  part  of  the  Bill 
S     which  reduces  the  term  of  limitation  in 
'  ^0*    the  case  of  wrongs,  I  have  received  no 
Q     communication  in  any  way  of  a  hostile 
■^i    character,  .though  I  have  received  some 
^     with  regai^  to  the  change  made.  With 
I     regard  to  the  part  of  the  Bill  which  deals 
g     with  contract  debts,  I   have  received 
g     commanications  taking  exoeption  par- 
S     ticolarly  to  the  small  period  of  limitation 
1     88  r^ards  debts  under  £5.    My  Lords. 
^     no  doubt  the  change  proposed  is  a  very 
"S     considerable  one — in  the  reduction  from 
six  years  to  fire.   The  conclusion  I  have 
^    arrived  at  is,  in  the  first  instance,  that  to 
make  the  limitation  for  the  term  of  three 
years    applicable    generally,    and  not 
£     attempting  to  deal  in  quite  so  drastic  a 
^    fashion  with  those  small  debts,  would  not 
^     be  advisable.     My  own  opinion  is,  it 
'   ^     would   be  a  very   beneficial  change ; 
but   I   feel    it   is   a    matt^  upon 
whieh   there    may   be   great  differ- 
ence of  opinion.    With  regard  to  the 
ol^ection  of  the  noble  Marquess  that  it 
might  lead  to  the  period  of  credit  given 
being  increased  in  ordo*  that  the  snm  to  be 
reooTered  might  be  increased,  though 
that  is  no  doubt  a  very  grave  objection, 
yet  I  think  I  should  not  be  justified  in 
acting  npon  it,  although  I  am  not  at  all 
inclined  to  give  any  encouragement  to 
any  desire  to  increase  credit.  Therefore, 
I  am  not  inclined  to  make  that  change 
and  put  all  debts  and  contracts  on  the 

VOL.  XXIII.  [roiTBTB  ssaixs.] 


same  basis.  I  have  not  now  made  any 
Amendment  to  that  effect,  but  I  shall 
propose  in  Standing  Committee  a  change 
modifying  in  the  way  I  have  mentioned 
the  proposals  I  make  in  the  Bill. 

Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now 

resolve  itself  into  Committee  upon  the 
said  Bill."— (  The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

LOKD  HALSBUKY :  I  do  not  know 
whether  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
has  taken  into  consideration  what  I 
pointed  out  on  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill  in  reference  to  claims  regarding 
land. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  I  shall  put  down  an 
Amendment  with  regard  to  questions 
affecting  land  other  than  trespass,  but  I 
will  not  make  it  in  Committee  now.  I 
propose  that  they  should  both  be  dealt 
with  in  Standing  Committee. 

The  Marqubss  op  SALISBURY  : 
I  would  venture  to  point  out  to  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  and  his  friends  that 
tiieir  recent  legislation  in  favour  of  put- 
ting the  agricultural  classes  more  upon 
the  land,  either  as  hirers  of  allotments  or 
as  owuers,  is  rather  an  argument  against 
the  policy  to  which  he  is  now  giving  his 
authority.  I  do  not  say  that  they  are 
the  only  people  who  get  in  debt, 
hut  undoubte<lly  small  farmers  of 
all  kinds  have  a  great  tendency  to 
get  into  debt,  more  than  other  people, 
on  account  of  the  extreme  vicissitudes  to 
which  their  calling  is  subject.  A  bad 
year,  or  had  prices,  or  some  accident  will 
throw  them  back  on  the  year,  and  de- 
prive them  of  all  ynAi  for  the  year,  and 
they  cannot  get  on  at  all.  They  must 
go  into  the  workhouse  unless  they  can 
obtain  some  credit.  It  seems  to  me, 
therefore,  the  policy  of  limiting  the 
period  of  credit,  though  undoubtedly 
there  is  a  great  deal  to  he  said  for  it  from 
other  points  of  view,  is  very  mnch 
against  the  policy  of  enconraging  agri- 
cultural labourers  to  devoto  themsdves 
to  agriculture  on  their  own  account, 
whim  !l^liamait  has  so  distinctly 
^Toured  in  recent  years.  I  merely  sub- 
mit Uiis  for  the  consideration  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord.  We  shall  have 
opportunities  of  discussing  this  matter  in 
Standing  Committee  and  on  Report.  But 
I  fear  that  the  change  is  one  that  will 
not  be  altogether  for  the  lienefit  of  the 
community,  and  I  do  not  think  the  noble 

^  Digitized  by  Google 


1207 


Land 


{LORDS} 


Trantfer  BUI.  1208 


and  learned  Lord  should  trust  too  much 
to  what  seems  to  encourage  him  a  great 
deal — that  is,  that  he  has  had  no  consider- 
able amount  of  protest  from  those  who 
are  chiefly  interested.  It  will  be  a  long 
time  before  those  who  are  interested  in 
this  measure  will  And  out  what  we  are 
about,  and  probably — tbough  things  do 
not  go  as  fast  in  the  House  of  Commons 
as  here— it  will  be  found  to  have  become 
law  before  people  will  discover  that  they 
are  at  all  touched  by  it. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  With  regard  to  the  pro- 
posal I  have  made  to  change  the  term  of 
six  years,  but  leaving  it  open  for  altera- 
tion to  three  years  or  something  less  than 
six,  the  real  object  I  have  in  view  is  to 
limit  it  to  actions  in  respect  of  wrongs. 
That  is  really  the  important  point ;  and, 
as  I  said  before,  if  there  is  any  real  con- 
troversy on  the  question  of  contracts  I 
would  rather  confine  the  Bill  to  the 
question  of  wrongs  and  leave  the  other 
an  open  question.  I  would  not  desire  to 
make  it  a  Bill  raising  any  controversial 
question,  and  therefore  I  would  merely 
confine  it  to  the  first  part,  as  to  which 
I  understand  there  is  no  controversy. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  reported  with- 
out Amendment  ;  and  re-committed  to 
the  Standing  Committee. 

LAND  TRANSFER  BILL.— (No.  19.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Thb  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  Aly  Lords,  the  Biil  which 
I  have  to  ask  your  liordshtps  to  read  a 
second  time  is,  with  one  exception — which 
I  will  describe  to  your  Lordships  pre- 
sently— precisely  in  the  same  terms  as  the 
Bill  which  passed  through  this  House 
last  year,  and  therefore  I  do  not  propose 
to  trouble  your  Lordships  with  the  argu- 
ments which  I  then  urged  in  favour  of 
.the  passing  of  that  BilL  The  opposition 
to  the  measure  has  come  really  substan- 
tially to  one^  with  the  exception  which  I 
alluded  to  before.  I  desire  to  speak 
with  all  respect  to  that  opposition.  I 
do  not  entertain  the  view  which  some 
entertain  that  that  opposition  is  dictated 
simply  by  motives  of  personal  gain  or  by 
the  notion  that  their  professional  advan- 
tages would  be  interfered  with  by  the 

Tke  Marquess  of  Salisbuty 


passing  of  such  a  measure ;  but,  un- 
doubtedly, those  who  are  concerned  in 
the  passing  of  such  a  measure  are  apt  on 
the  one  hand  probably  to  exaggerate  the 
advantages  and  benefits  of  the  system  in 
which  they  had  been  trained,  and  on  the 
other  hand  to  exaggerate  the  supposed 
disadvantages  of  any  change  that  may 
be  suggested,  and  I  calculate  upon  this 
in  the  matter  to  which  I  have  made  allu- 
sion— namely,  the  objection  with  which 
it  has  been  met.  I  do  not  propose  to 
argue  the  case  at  any  length,  because  the 
Bill  met  with  acceptance  from  your 
Lordships  last  year  ;  but  I  will  allude  to 
two  or  three  of  the  priucipal  arguments 
which  have  been  adduced  against  the  Bill. 
It  is  said  that  under  this  Bill  the  real 
owner  of  land  may  be  deprived  of  it  and 
another  person  who  is  not  the  owner  put 
in  his  place.  But  the  danger  of  any 
such  transaction  as  that  will  be  extremely 
small ;  and  in  any  case,  when  it  is  shown 
that  hardship  is  imposed  on  the  owner  by 
his  being  deprived  of  the  land,  the  Bill 
provides  a  remedy  and  says  that  the  real 
owner  may  still  have  the  land  notwith- 
standing the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  to 
registration,  but  in  that  cose  the  person 
deprived  of  the  land  would  get  compen- 
sation under  the  assurance  provided.  It 
is  provided  that  a  person  who  is  wnyig- 
fully  kept  out  of  land  should  get  com- 
pensation out  of  an  insurance  fund.  As 
your  Lordships  know,  at  present  land 
may  be  purohased  and  the  money 
paid,  and  the  person  purchasing  may 
neither  get  the  land  nor  secure  the 
return  of  the  money.  But  the  Bill 
secures  that  under  the  new  system  no  one 
shall  be  dispossessed  without  compensa- 
tion being  provided.  It  has  been  said 
that  the  risk  of  a  person  getting  wrongly 
on  the  Register  by  means  of  forgery  and 
personation  will  be  considerable.  That 
is  a  statement  easily  made  and  difficult  to 
meet  when  dealing  with  a  matter  of 
which  we  have  had  no  experience  in  this 
country  ;  but  I  have  information  which 
shows  that  the  danger  is  very  greatly 
overestimated,  because  s  system  of  re- 
gistration, under  which  fraud  or  persona- 
tion might  hare  been  practised,  has  been 
in  operation  in  the  Australian  Colonies 
for  a  great  number  of  years.  There  they 
have  insurance  funds  to  compensate 
persons  who  suffer  from  the  operation  of 
the  system.  In  New  South  Wales,  down 
to  1869,  209^824  titles  have  been  placed 
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on  the  Register,  and  the  total  sum  paid 
for  compensation  over  the  whole  period 
was  £1,172.  In  Queensland,  down  to 
I89I,  the  number  of  registrations  on 
transmission  was  233,209,  and  the  amount 
paid  out  of  the  compensation  fund  was 
£1,500,  or  at  the  rate  of  1^.  on  each 
teftnsactioD.  In  Tasmania,  down  to  the 
end  of  I891f  in  29  years'  working  of  the 
Act,  tiiere  were  no  such  cases.  In 
Western  Australiaf  in  16  years'  there  have 
been  no  snch  cases.  This,  I  think,  is 
strong  evidence  to  show  that  the  fear 
which  has  been  expressed  is  not  well 
founded,  and  that  the  compensation  to  be 
provided  will  prove  to  be  ample.  Then 
it  has  been  said  that  the  proposed  new 
system  will  lead  to  serious  delay.  Of 
coarse,  everything  will  depend  upon  the 
arrangements  made  for  working,  the 
system ;  and  it  may  be  dangerous  to 
iotrodace  sneh  a  system  all  over  the 
country  at  once ;  and,  therefore,  experi- 
ence will  be  gained  in  one  or  two  in- 
stances at  first.  The  Bill  proposes  that 
the  experiment  shall  only  be  carried  out 
by  districts,  and  in  that  way  experience 
of  its  working  will  be  acquired  gradually, 
and  I  am  confident  that  arrange- 
ments may  be  made  which  will  secure 
that  there  shall  be  much  less  delay 
than  there  is  under  the  present  system. 
Fears  have  been  expressed  lest  the 
Register  should  become  public.  I  need 
only  say  that  there  is  no  intention  that 
it  should  become  public,  and,  unless  there 
is  some  reason  or  purpose  connected  with 
the  public  benefit,  I  see  no  reason  why  it 
should.  As  to  another  objection  which 
has  been  expressed,  I  think  that  anyone 
watching  over  the  scheme  would  ill  dis- 
charge his  duties  if  he  allowed  it  to  be 
worked  for  the  purposes  of  earning 
Revenue ;  that  is  to  say,  that  the  fees 
might  he  made  too  high.  It  is  obvious 
this  ought  not  to  be  a  profit-making 
department  of  the  Revenue.  My  Lords, 
it  is  asked,  why  not  leave  these  matters 
to  be  transacted  as  they  are  at  present — 
why  not  let  private  persons  do  the  work 
required  in  the  transmission  of  land  as  at 
present — why  introduce  this  system  ? 
Nobody  has  a  greater  dislike  than  I  have 
to  the  gratuitous  introduction  of  officialism, 
but  what  the  official  system  has  to  do  in 
the  present  case  cannot  be  done  by  private 
enterprise  at  all.  The  scheme  neces- 
sarily involves  the  introduction  of 
officialism,  bat  I  have  no  desire  to  see 


it  extended  beyond  what  is  absolutely 
required  for  the  initiation  and  due  work- 
ing of  the  scheme.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  that  when  land  has  been  a  few 
years  on  the  Register  it  will  not  be 
necessary  for  anyone  to  look  beyond  the 
Register.  At  the  present  time  hardly 
anybody  buys  land  with  tha  right  to 
insist  on  a  full  legal  title,  and  I  am  satis- 
fied  that  when  land  has  been  on  the 
Register  for  a  number  of  years  nobody 
need  look  to  anything  beyond  the  entry 
on  the  Register.  That  will  be  a  very 
great  advantage.  The  bankers  have  ex- 
pressed the  fear  lest  the  raising  of  money 
by  means  of  equitable  mortgage  should 
become  more  difficult  under  this  Bill. 
They  think  they  will  not  be.  safe  in 
making  an  advance  to  a  man  who  pro- 
duces, not  liis  deeds,  but  simply  a  certifi- 
cate of  registration.  I  confess  I  feel  the 
force  of  that  objection,  and  the  only 
alteration  I  have  made  from  the  Bill  of 
last  year  was  to  meet  the  views  of  the 
bankers.  The  provision  enables  a  person 
desiring  or  anticipating  the  necessity  of 
raising  money  to  have  a  certificate 
specially  marked  for  that  purpose,  and 
the  banker  will  really  be  safer  in  ad- 
vancing on  that  certificate  than  he  will 
be  at  present  in  advancing  on  the  deeds. 
People  will  be  enabled  instead  of  taking 
their  deeds  to  the  banker  to  take  the 
certificate.  I  have  in  that  way,  I  think, 
without  throwing  any  obstacle  or  diffi- 
culty in  the  way  of  the  system,  met  that 
objection.  That  is  the  only  alteration  I 
have  made  in  the  Bill,  and  therefore  I 
think  I  need  say  nothing  more  on  the 
present  occasion. 

Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*.'* 
—{The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2* 
accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday 
next. 

LAW  LIBBART  FOUR  COURTS,  IRELAND, 
BILL.— (ITo.  29.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

•Lord  MONKSWELL  :  My  Lords, 
this  is  a  Bill  to  sanction  the  expenditure 
of  £15,000  for  the  necessary  repairs  to 
the  Law  Library  in  Dublin.    I  am  in- 
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formed  that  bairisters  have  now  to  work 
there  very  often  in  a  more  crowded  con- 
dition than  they  would  have  to  work 
under  the  Factory  Acts.  The  money  is 
provided  out  of  the  Suitors' Fund,  follow- 
ing numerous  precedents  in  such  cases. 
The  Suitors'  Fund  now  amounts  to  about 
£6,000,000  sterling.  I  need  only  add 
that  the  Bill  passed  throagh  the  House 
of  Commons  without  opposition. 

Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2 V* 
—{The  Lord  MtmhtwlL) 

Lord  HAL8BURY  :  I  have  not  the 
least  intention  of  putting  any  impediment 
m  tlie  way  of  this  Bill  ;  but  I  cannot 
help  observing  that  Ireland  seems  in  that 
respect,  and  perhaps  in  some  others,  to 
be  in  a  much  better  condition  than  we 
onrselves.  The  Library  of  this  House, 
which  is  the  highest  Court  of  Appeal  for 
the  Empire,  is  in  about  as  scandalous  a 
condition  as  it  ia  possible  to  be  through 
want  of  funds,  and  I  desire  to  take  this 
opportunity  of  saying  that  Ijpth  Ireland 
and  Scotland  are  much  better  provided 
for.  In  Scotland  they  have  a  magnifi- 
oent  legal  library,  and  I  think  I  am  justi- 
fied in  calling  attention  to  the  fact  that 
this  House  is  very  Ill-provided. 

Lord  ASHBOUHNE  :  I  can  bear 
testimony  to  the  bad  air  of  the  Four 
Courts  Library,  and  it  is  the  mercy  of 
Providence  that  anybody  carries  bis  life 
out  of  it. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  As  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  has  pointed  out,  this  House  is  the 
highest  Conrt  of  Appeal  in  the  realm, 
and  we  are  extremely  ill-provided  with 
facilities.  The  books  we  require  in  de- 
ciding cases  are  often  not  to  be  found. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 
■ 

8ANITABY  CONDITION  OF  HOWTH  AND 
CLONTAHF. 
Lord  HOWTH,  who  had  on  the  Paper 
a  Notice  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  late  Reports  of  Dr.  Stafford, 
Medical  Sanitary  Qflficer  to  the  Local 
Grovernment  Board  of  Ireland,  on  the 
sanitary  condition  of  the  towns  of  Howth 
and  Clontarf ;  and  to  notice  that  the 
Report  on  Howth  was  issued  by  the 
Local  Government  Board  as  an  official 
tlocument  meeting  their  support  and 
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approval,  said,  ho  had  discovered  that 
the  Notice  was  informal,  and,  therefore, 
begged  leave  to  withdraw  it,  with  the  in- 
tention of  rectifying  the  informality,  and 
bringing  it  forward  again.  He  iutended 
to  move  for  a  certain  Paper  which  bad 
been  issued  by  the  Board  of  Guardians 
of  the  Dublin  Law  Union  in  reference  to 
a  Report  made  by  their  sanitary  officer 
on  the  condition  of  the  towns  of  Howth 
and  Clontarf.  He  would  ask,  with  their 
Lordships*  consent,  that  that  Paper  be  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

*LordMONKSWKLL  said,  he  had  no 
information  on  the  subject,  or  whether 
it  was  desirable  that  the  Paper  men- 
tioned should  be  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House. 

NOBTH  BERWICK  PROVISIONAL  OBDBR  - 
BILL.— (No.  18.) 
House  in  Committee   (according  to 
Order)  :   Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 

COLONIAL  OFFICERS  (LKAVB  OP 

ABSENCE)  BILL.— (No.  26.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  recommitted  to  the  Standin^f 
Committee. 

TOWN    IMFROVEXENTS  (bSTTSRXSNT). 

Tbe  Lord  Tbrii^  addod  to  the  Select  Oom-  ^ 
mittee. 

SOLICITORS  EXAMIHATIOy  BILL.  ^ 

Brongbt  from  tbe  Commons ;  read  1* ;  and  to 
be  printed.   (No.  33.) 

House  adjonmed  at  Five  o'dtiek, 
to  Thursday  neat,  a  qnarter 
past  Ten  (/clock. 


HOUSE    OF  COMMONS. 
Tuesday,  S4tk  April  1894, 


QUESTIONS, 

THB  DESTBUCTION  OF  WRECKS. 

Mr.  MILDMAY  (Devon,  Totues)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Boanl  of 
Trade  whether,  in  view  of  tbe  fact  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  are  unable  to  aiNiei> 
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take  the  destnictioo  of  wrecks  on  our 
coaats,  where  such  wrecks  coDStitate  an 
impedimeot  to  the  fishing  industry,  he 
win  consider  the  possibility  of  grantiug 
such  powers  to  the  varioas  Sea  Fisheriee 
Committees  ? 


The  secretary  to  the  BOARD 
OK  TRADE  (Mr.  Burt,  Morpeth)  :  My 
right  hoD.  Colleague,  who  is  absent 
through  iudispositioQ,  has  asked  me  to 
reply  for  him  to  the  hon.  Member.  The 
Board  of  Trade  are  not  able  to  admit  the 
accuracy  of  the  proposition  stated  by  the 
hoD.  Member.  The  Trinity  House  under- 
take at  the  expense  of  the  Mercantile 
Marine  Fund,  the  removal  of  wrecks  ou 
our  coasts  where  they  are  an  obstruction 
to  general  navigatioD,  and,  as  far  as  the 
information  at  my  disposal  goes,  this 
work  is  performed  in  an  admirable 
manner.  The  removal  of  wrecks  which 
are  not  an  obstruction  to  general  trade, 
but  may  be  an  impediment  to  fishermen 
only,  caiiDot  be  undertaken  at  the  expense 
of  the  Mercantile  MarineFund,  and  legis- 
lation would  be  necessary  before  Com- 
mtttees  of  Sea  Fisheries  Districts  could 
he  enabled  to  spend  money  on  the  removal 
of  such  wrecks.  The  point  will  be  noted 
for  consideration  in  the  event  of  any 
legislation  on  the  subject,  but,  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  public  business,  uo  hope  can 
be  held  out  that  such  legislation  will  be 
undertaken  this  Session. 

FALSE  TRADK  DESCRIPTIONS. 
Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  any  progress  has  l^n  made 
with  the  negotiations  for  conveuiug  again 
the  Conference  of  the  International  Union 
of  States  for  the  Protection  of  Industrial 
Property  and  the  Repression  of  False 
Trade  Descriptions  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  ok 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  GREY,Northuraberlaud,  Berwick); 
No  negotiations  upou  this  subject  are  in 
progress.  The  next  Couference  is  to  be 
held  at  Brussels,  and  the  initiative  in 
convening  it  lies  with  the  Belgian  Go- 
vernment, assisted  by  the  Cenlrol  Office 
of  the  Union  at  Berne.  There  does  not 
appear  to  be  any  reason  for  urging  that 
the  meeting  should  take  place  before  the 
Belgian  Governmen  t  have  made  the 
necessary  preparation  and  have  suggested 
a  date. 


Mr.    STUABT-WOBTLEY  :  Can 
any  defihite  time  he  fixed  for  re-opening 
the  negotiations  ? 
*SiB  E.  GRET  :  As  at  present  advised 

we  do  not  think  any  good  purpose  would 
be  served  by  pressing  the  Belgian  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject. 

CESS  AND  STENT. 
Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  (Perth) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
he  has  now  received  a  communication 
from  the  Convention  of  Royal  Burghs 
with  regard  to  the  re-arrangement  of  the 
taxes  of  cess  and  stent ;  ^  so,  will  he 
be  able  to  introduce  a  Bill  dealing  with 
the  subject  at  an  early  date  ? 
•The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c.)  :  A 
communication  from  the  Convention  of 
Royal  Burgbs  has  been  received  and  will 
be  considered,  but  I  am  not  able  to  say 
whether  legislation  on  the  subject  will  be 
proposed  this  Session. 

SLAVERY  ON  THE  BAST  COAST  OF 
AFBICA. 

Mb.  J.  PEASE  (Northumherland, 
Tyneside)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  if  he  could  inform  the 
House  how  many  vessels  of  Her  Majesty's 
Navy  are-nowstationedonthe  East  Coast 
of  Africa;  what  is  the  approximate 
annual  expense  incurred  in  maintaining 
this  station  ;  how  many  vessels  are  re- 
quired for  the  defence  of  the  station, 
apart  from  all  considerations  connected 
with  the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade ; 
if  he  could  state  what  is  the  computed 
amount  that  would  be  saved  on  that 
station  if  the  numtier  of  vessels  were 
limited  to  the  requirements  of  defence 
only  ;  to  what  extent  could  the  number 
of  vessels  required  for  the  defence  of  the 
station  be  further  reduced  in  the  event  of 
the  withdrawal  of  the  vessels  belonging 
to  other  Powers  from  British  protected 
waters;  and  what  would  fie  the  computed 
amount  saved  in  this  event  as  compared 
with  the  present  cost  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle- 
WORTH,  Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  The 
number  of  ships  generally  stationed  on  the 
East  Coast  of  Africa  is  four,  in  addition 
to  the  five  lake  and  river  gunboats  on 
Lake  Nyassa  and  the  Shiri^  and  Zambesi 
Rivers.  The  cost  of  maintaining  them 
would  require  an  elaborate  calculation, 
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which  would  involve  much  time  and 
labour.  The  Admiralty'  are  unable  to 
form  aoj  reliable  estimate  based  upon 
the  hypothesis  stated  in  the  four  cod- 
olndiog  paragraphs  of  my  hoc.  Friend's 
qneetton.  M\  that  can  be  said  is  that  if 
the  Slave  Trade  were  to  come  to  an  end, 
the  duties  thrown  on  Her  Majestj^s  ships 
off  the  East  Coast  would  be  somewhat 
reduced,  much  in  the  same  way  as  the 
abolition  of  the  Slave  Trade  on  the  West 
Coast  led  to  great  reductions  of  labour 
and  cost.  Moreover,  the  money  now 
spent  in  bounties  would  be  saved. 

DEED  STAMPING  IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  M'CARTAN(Down,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  uk  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Stamp  Act 
does  not  require  counterparts  in  Ireland 
to  be  stamped  in  Dublin  ;  and  whether 
he  will  state  what,  if  any,  is  the  risk 
to  the  Revenue  which  stamping  counter- 
parts in  the  Belfast  office  would  in- 
volve ? 

•The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham)  : 
The  Commissioners  have  ample  authority 
under  the  sections  already  quoted  to  the 
hou.  Member  for  the  practice  which  exists. 
It  must  be  apparent  that  if  what  is  really 
a  certificate  by  the  Commissioners  that  a 
certain  deed  is  properly  stamped  were 
allowed  to  be  given  by  any  other  than 
experts  In  Stamp  Iaw,  there  would  be 
to  the  Revenue,  I  do  not  know 
whe<i«r  the  hon.  Member  expects  that 
peater  facilities  should  be  afforded  to 
Belfast  thin  are  afforded  to  other  lai^e 
cities  and  towns. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  I  have  no  objec- 
tion. 

Me.  SEXTON  (K^rry,  N.)  :  What  is 
the  reason  why  the  oAcer  in  charge  of 
the  stamping  at  Belfast  cannot  also  be 
entrusted  with  the  stamping  of  deeds  ; 
andj  further,  is  there  any>  objection  to 
allow  the  officer  who  at  prueut  stamps 
the  deeds  in  Dublin  to  dispute  some 
trustworthy  person  to  look  after  the 
stamping  in  Belfast  ? 

*SiR  J.  T.  HIBBERT  was  understood 
to  say  that  the  counterparts  could 
be  presented  to  the  Inland  Revenue  at 
Belfast,  and  then  forwarded  to  Dublin. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  try  to  ^et 
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rid  of  the  confusions  of  this  oiroum- 
locution  office  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  If  the  hon. 
Member  wishes  to  run  any  risk  in  respect 
of  the  Revenue,  probably  that  would  be 
the  best  war  to  do  it. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  What  are  the  places 
at  which  counterparts  are  at  present 
allowed  to  be  stamped  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT:  The  only 
places  where  these  counterparts  are 
allowed  to  be  stamped  are  London, 
Dublin,  and  Edinburgh. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  this  stamp- 
ing raises  questions  of  very  great  nicety  ; 
and  can  it  only  be  properly  done  at  the 
head  offices  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  that  was 
so,  and  the  work  had  to  be  done  by 
experts. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  Is  all  the  stamp- 
ing for  England  done  in  London  ?  • 
Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Yes. 

NAVAL  ALLOTMENTS. 

Mr.  KEABLEY  (Devonport)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  Lord  Farrer's  Committee  on 
Naval  Allotments  has  completed  its  in- 
quiries and  reported  j  if  so,  whether  the 
Admiralty  have  -decided  to  adopt  the 
system  of  paying  allotments  at  the  navkl 
ports  through  the  post  offices  instead  of 
at  the  dockyards  ? 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY {Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Dundee)  : 
The  Report  has  been  received  to-day, 
and  will  have  the  immediate  attention  of 
the  Admiralty,  whose  decision  will  be 
made  known  directly  it  has  been 
arrived  at. 

0LA8Q0W  LICENSING  QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Govan)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  bis 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Annual  Licensing  Court  in 
Glasgow,  on  the  10th  and  18th  instant, 
and  when,  in  the  interval  between  the  two 
meetings  of  the  Court,  several  of  the 
Magistrates  reversed  tbeir  intended  votes 
on  the  subject  of  the  earlier  closing  of 
licensed  houses  within  a  certain  area  of 
the  city,  in  consequence,  it  is  alleged,  of 
their  having  been  induced  to  do  so  by  the 
pressureof  interested  parties ontside ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that,  in  the  ease  of  the 
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Court  propoBed  the  early  cloaing  reso- 
lutioD,  and  who  is  a  sub-agent  of  the 
British  Linen  Bank,  a  deputation  waited 
upon  the  manager  of  that  bank,  and  u- 
formed  him  that,  unless  his  snb-agent 
withdrew  from  the  position  which  as  a 
Magistrate  he  had  taken  up,  the  bank 
Voald  be  boycotted  by  tbe  spirit  trade, 
not  merely  in  a  restricted  area,  but 
throughout  Scotland  ;  that  the  manager 
thereupon  intimated  to  the  Magistrate 
that  he  must  withdraw  his  proposal 
or  resign  his  bank  agency,  and  that  at 
the  second  meeting  of  the  Court  this 
Magistrate  voted  against  his  own  reso- 
lution ;  and  whether  he  will  cause  inquiry 
to  be  made  into  the  allegations  in  the 
present  case,  with  a  view,  if  possible,  of 
preventing  similar  occurrences  in  future  ? 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUH  :  I  have  caused 
inquiries  to  be  made  into  the  ciroum- 
stauces  of  the  case  referred  to  in  the 
question,  and  I  am  informed  that  it  is  not 
the  fact  that  tbe  principal  agent  and  the 
sub-agent  of  the  British  Lioeu  Bank,  or 
either  of  them,  were  told  that  unless  the 
latter  withdrew  from  the  position  which 
as  a  Magistrate  he  bad  taken  up,  the 
bank  would  be  boycotted,  or  that  he  must 
withdraw  his  proposal  or  resign  his 
agency.  Both  these  gentlemen  say  there 
is  no  foundation  for  this  statement.  It 
does  appear  that  at  the  Licensing  Court 
on  the  lOtb  instant  tbe  subject  of  the 
earlier  closing  of  the  public-houses  was 
before  the  Magistrates,  and  that  one  of 
theniy  who  was  also  the  sub-agent  of  the 
bank,  then  made  a  proposal  that  within 
a  certain  area  of  the  city  licensed  premises 
should  be  closed  at  10  o'clock.  No  vote 
was,  however,  taken  upon  the  motion, 
and  the  meeting  was  adjourned  till  the 
I8th.  In  the  interval,  the  Magistrate 
referred  to  ascertained  that  about  80  per 
cent,  of  the  publicans  were  favourable  to 
his  proposal,  provided  that  it  was  applied 
alt  over  the  city  ;  but  after  an  interview 
with  others  who  were  opposed  to  tbe 
proposal,  he  brought  these  views  under 
notice  of  a  meeting  of  the  Licensing 
Committee,  held  prior  to  the  meeting  of  the 
Court  on  the  18th,  and  after  discussion  it 
was  resolved  not  to  proceed  with-  the 
resolution  in  the  meantime,  and  conse- 
quently it  did  not  come  before  the  Court. 
No  threat  of  any  kind  was  ever  made  or 
indicated  by  Uie  bank,  nor  was  it  ever 
suggested  that  the  snb-ageut  should 


either  resign  his  agency  or  withdraw  his 

proposal. 

ENFIBLD  AND  &PABKBBOOK 
FAGTOSIBS. 
Caftaih  BOWLES  (Enfield)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  I<'inanoial  Secretary  to  the 
War  Office  if  he  will  state  what  is  the 
probable  amount  of  wages  to  be  paid 
during  tbe  comiog  year  at  Enfield,  and 
how  does  that  compare  with  last  year  ; 
what  will  be  the  principle  upon  which 
work  in  future  will  be  given  to  Enfield 
and  Sparkbrook  ;  and  will  dne  notice  be 
given  to  men  employed  at  Enfield  Royal 
Small  Arms  Factory  of  any  reduction 
that  is  likely  to  take  place. 

•The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodall, 
Hanley) :  Upon  the  work  allocated  to 
Enfield  for  the  current,  financial  year 
£160,000  has  been  provided  for  wages. 
The  amount  taken  in  last  year's  Esti- 
mates was  £120,000,  bnt  orders  received 
in  excess  of  those  contemplated  necessi- 
tated a  supplementary  expenditure  of 
£41,000.  In  all  probability,  there  will 
be  in  the  course  of  the  current  year  de- 
mands beyond  those  yet  received,  and  the 
nmonnt  to  be  expended  in  wages  will  in 
that  event  be  in  excess  of  that  paid  out 
last  year  ;  and  if  there  should  be  a  falling 
off  in  one  class  of  work,  every  effort  will 
be  made  to  find  employment  for  the  men 
in  other  ways.  Due  consideration  will 
always  be  paid  in  tbe  apportionment  of 
employment  as  equitably  as  possible  be- 
tween the  several  factories  ;  but  the  para- 
mount consideration  will,  of  course,  be  to 
place  work  where  it  can  be  most  con- 
veniently accomplished.  The  extraordi- 
nary demands  of  recent  years  have  neces- 
sitated the  employment  of  three  times  the 
number  of  hands  that  sufficed  10  years 
ago ;  there  is  no  probability  of  maintain- 
ing production  permanently  at  so  high  a 
rate ;  but  the  Department  will  coutinue 
to  act  with  the  utmost  consideration  for 
their  employh^  and  the  fullest  possible 
notice  will  be  given  should  it  be  found 
uecessary  to  make  any  considerable  reduc- 
tion in  either  of  the  establish  men  tH. 

Mr.  J.  HOWARD  (Middlesex,  Totten- 
ham) :  Is  there  to  be  any  increase  in  the 
buildings  at  Sparkbrook  ? 
•Mr.  WOODALL:  Nothing  of  any 
importance,  and  nothing  at  all  so  far  as 
manufacturing  plant  is  concerned,  but  the 
work  hitherto  done  at  tfai 
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Bepairing  Factory  has  been  transferred  to 
Sparkbrook,  entatliog  the  prorision  of 
additional  accommodation  chiefly  for 
stores. 

LABOURERS'  COTTAGES  AND  SLIGO 
UNION. 

Mr.  p.  a.  M*HUGH  (Leitrim,  N,)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  Dennis  Leyden,  of  Creevy- 
more,  in  the  Coanty  of  Sligo,  who  is  one 
of  the  labonrerd  whose  applications  for 
cottages  were  recently  rejected  by  the 
Totes  of  ex  officio  Guardians  in  Sligo 
Board-room  against  the  wishes  of  the 
elected  Guardians,  has  been  served  with 
notice  to  leave  his  house,  and  have  the 
same  closed  up,  as  being  certified  by  the 
medical  ofScer  of  health  for  the  district 
to  be  unfit  for  human  habitation  ;  and 
what  steps,  it  any,  does  the  Local  Go- 
remment  Board  for  Ireland  propose  to 
take  in  regard  to  this  and  other  cases  of 
a  similar  kind  in  Sligo  Union  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  forIRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne)  :  The  facts  are  as  stated  in  the 
question.  The  Guardians  say  that  the 
man  named  is  not  an  agricultural 
labourer,  and  that  there  are  houses  vacant 
in  the  locality  which  he  would  be  able  to 
get  at  a  moderate  rent.  No  application 
lias  yet  been  received  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  from  tlie  persons  who 
signed  the  representations  asking  for  an 
Inquiry  into  the  action  of  tlie  Guardians 
as  required  by  Sect.  4  of  the  Labourers' 
Act  of  1891. 

OPIUM  IN  CEYLON. 
Mr.  S.  smith  (Flintshire) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  a  Petition  addressed  to  the 
President  of  the  Legislative  Conncil  of 
Ceylon,  signed  by  upwards  of  27,000 
residents  in  the  island,  and  by  all  the 
non*o£Bcial  members  of  the  Legislative 
Council,  praying  that  the  importation  of 
both  opium  and  bhang  be  prohibited, 
save  through  the  agency  of  the  Civil 
Medical  Department  of  the  Island,  and 
that  their  sale  be  restricted  to  the 
regularly  licensed  apothecaries  and  dis- 
pensers  under  medical  prescriptions  ; 
and  whether  the  Government  will  take 
steps  to  give  effect  to  this  request  ? 

Mr.  Woodall 


The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  tuE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Popwr): 
The  Sera«tu-y  of  State  has  not  received 

this  Petition,  but  he  will  request  the  Go- 
vernor to  forward  it  with  a  full  Report. 
I  may  add  that  the  question  of  restricting 
the  consumption  of  opium  and  bhang  in 
Qeylon  is  already  being  considered  in 
correspondence  which  is  still  passing 
between  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the 
Governor  of  Ceylon. 

LABODBERS'COTTAOES  IN  THE  CARLO W 

UNION. 

Mr.  J.  HAMMOND  (Carlow) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  be  be  aware  that, 
in  the  matter  of  a  scheme  for  the  erection 
of  labourers'  cottages  in  the  Union,  the 
Carlow  Board  of  Guardians  had  some 
months  since  applied  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  for  a  I^rovisional  Order; 
that  some  difficulty  had  arisen,  owing 
mainly  to  an  alteration  of  sites  in  certain 
cases  having  been  recommended  by  the 
Government  Inspector  ;  that  on  the  30th 
ultimo  the  clerk  of  the  Union  had  for- 
warded to  the  Local  Government  Board 
the  last  of  the  written  consents  as  to 
taking  such  alternative  sites ;  and  as 
there  does  not  appear  to  be  any  further 
obstacle  in  the  way,  if  be  will  endeavour 
to  arrange  that  in  the  current  week  a 
Provisional  Order  in  the  matter  will  be 
issued  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  The  facts  are  as 
stated  in  thequestion.  Thealternativesites 
referred  to  were  recommended  by  the  In- 
spector in  order  to  meet  objections  raised 
to  the  original  sites  by  persons  interested 
in  the  lands.  The  Provisional  Order  to 
confirm  the  scheme  has  now  been  printed, 
and  will  be  issued  without  any  nnneees- 
sary  delay. 

THE  SAMOAN  ISLANDS. 
Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdalo)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affaira 
whether  the  Government  of  New  Zea- 
land has  made  a  proposal  to  take  over 
the.  administration  of  the  Ishinds  of  the 
Samoan  Group ;  and  whether  the  Go- 
vernments of  the  United  States  and  of 
Germany  have  yet  been  consulted  ;  and 
whether,  if  so,  any  statement  can  be  made 
as  to  their  attitude  in  the  matter  ? 
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•Sib  E,  grey  :  I  am  iDformed  that 
a  telegram  to  this  effect  has  just  heen  re- 
Odired  at  the  Colonial  Offiuci  bat  it  has 
not  yet  been  communicated  to  the  Foreign 
Office.  I  would  point  out,  however,  that 
any  proposal  such  as  that  described  in  the 
hon.  Member's  question  would  seem  to 
be  inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Berlin  Act. 

THE  POST  OFFICE   AND  FOREIGN 
LOTTKRY  ADVERTISEMENTS. 

Mb.  WEBB  (Waterford)  :  On  behalf 
of  the  hon .  Member  for  North  Manches- 
ter, I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  he  is  prepared  to  take  steps  to 
prevent  the  distribution  by  the  Poet 
Office  of  advertisements  of  foreign 
lotteries  (which  pass  through  our  Post 
Office  in  a  wholesale  raaauer),  whilst 
lotteries  are  illegal  in  the  United  King- 
dom, and  are  subject  to  heavy  penal- 
ties ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEv,  Nottingham,  E.) :  The 
subject  is  one  which  has  occupied  my 
grave  consideration,  bat  I  am  adviswi 
that  there  is  no  enactment  makiug  it 
illegal  to  send  or  carry  such  advertise- 
ments by  post ;  and  that  without  dis- 
tinct authority  I  have  no  power  to  stop 
their  circulation. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  Is  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
American  PostOffice  exercises  the  power 
referred  to  in  the  question  constantly  P 

Mb.  a.  MORLEY  :  Yes ;  it  is  done 
under  a  special  Act  passed  two  or  three 
years  ago. 

Sir  J.  WHITEHEAD  (LeiceHter) : 
Witt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bring  in  a 
Bill  on  the  subject  ? 

Mb.  A.  MORLEY :  I  will  consider 
that  question. 

PLEURO-PNECMONIA. 
Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  whether,  in  the  Report  of 
the  Departmental  Committee  on  the  sub- 
ject, it  is  stated  that  the  disease  of 

Sleuro-puenmonia  hus  been  known  to  lie 
ormant  for  a  period  of  15  months ; 
whether  it  was  admitted  that  the  disease 
existed  in  Canada  in  the  month  of 
August  last ;  and  whether  it  now  exists 
in  the  United  States  of  America  ? 


The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gard- 
ner, Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  The 
Report  to  which  the  hon.  Member  re- 
fers states  that  some  of  the  witnesses  the 
Committee  examined  had  asserted — 

"  That  they  bad  known  caws  of  the  develop, 
ment  of  the  disease  after  no  less  a  period  than 
15  months." 

I  may  say  that  no  properly  authenticated 
case  of  the  kind  is  known  to  the  Veteri- 
nary Officers  of  my  Department,  to  whose 
statements  before  the  Committee  with 
regard  to  the  period  of  incubation  I  would 
invite  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Member. 
So  far  as  I  am  aware,  it  has  never  been 
admitted  by  anyone  that  pleuro-pneu- 
monia  existed  in  Canada  In  the  month 
of  August  last;  and  with  regard  to  the 
United  States,  I  can  only  say  that 
animals  declared  to  have  been  affected 
with  the  disease  have  been  detected  in 
cargoes  landed  in  this  country  in  such 
numbers  during  the  past  few  years  as  to 
prevent  me  from  being  satisfied  that 
reasonable  security  against  the  introduc- 
tion of  diseased  animals  therefrom  exists 
at  the  present  time. 

8TR0OD  SCHOOL  BOARD. 

Sir  J.  DORINGTON  (Gloucester, 
Tewkesbury):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  requirement  of  the 
Education  Department,  that  the  Stroud 
School  Board  shall  build  for  200  more 
children,  notwithstanding  that  the  School 
Board  has  pointed  out  that  in  their 
existing  schools  they  have  vacant  places 
for  300  children  ;  and  whether  he  is  pre- 
pared to  insist  upon  this  expenditure  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham) :  This  cnse  has  been  under 
my  careful  consideration.  There  is  a 
difference  of  opinion  between  the  Depart- 
ment and  the  School  Board  as  to  the 
requirements  of  the  case,  and  the  Board 
have  just  been  asked  to  take  a  centjus 
of  children  of  school  age  in  order  to 
throw  further  li^ht  on  the  figures. 

Sir  J.  DORINGTON  :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  a  census  was 
taken  last  year  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  No,  Sir. 

Mr.  BRYNMOR  JONES  (Gloucester, 
Stroud)  :  Arising  out  of  the  answer  of 
the  right  hon.  (^ntleman^  may  I  ask  is 
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it  not  a  fact  that  in  coDsequence  of  the 
sptscial  ciTcnmstances  of  Uie  locality  a 
large  namber  of  children  are  obliged  to 
attend  schools  outside  the  area  of  the 
School  Board  district,  and  would  not  this 
tend  to  show  that  tiie  requirements  of 
the  Department  are  at  fault  ?' 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  whole  circum- 
stances of  this  matter  shall  have  mj 
careful  consideration. 

H008E  OF  L0RD8  OFFICIALS. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  On  behalf 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Hanbury),  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  the  Correspondence  between 
the  Treasury  and  the  Clerk  of  the  Par- 
liaments, which  has  already  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House  of  Loi^s,  relating 
to  the  salaries  of  the  officials  of  the 
House  of  Lords  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBEBT:  Certainly  I 
will  do.  so, 

EVENING  SCHOOL  CODE. 
Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  t 
beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Revised 
Code,  relating  to  evening  scbools,  has 
not  been  circulated,  although  tt  will  be 
40  days  on  Wednesday  since  it  was  laid 
upon  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  On  this  subject  I 
would  refer  the  hou.  Member  to  the 
answer  I  gave  yesterday,  on  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  the  House,  to  the  bon.  Baronet 
the  Member  fur  Kingston. 

Mr,  BARTLEY  :  I  put  the  question 
down  before  the  statement — which  was 
quite  satisfactory — was  made  yesterday. 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can 
add  something  to  it  now  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  actual  day  will 
be  the  27th  ;  but  I  have  made  arrange- 
ments which  will  practically  give  a  full 
month. 

THE  NEW  DISTRICT  COUNCILS. 
Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether,  under 
Section  20  of  "The  Local  Government 
Act,  1894,"  those  Guardians  who  may 
be  elected  by  the  District  Council  from 
outside  their  own  body  will  also  sit  on 
Um  District  Council  for  the  purposes  of 

Mr.  Brgnmor  Jone$ 


the     Rural    Sanitary    and  Highway 

Authorities  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  The  ques- 
tion, as  I  understand,  refers  to  persons 
who  are  elected  by  Guardians  from  out- 
side their  own  body  under  the  provisions 
of  Section  20  (7)  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act  of  last  Session.  Persons  who 
are  so  elected  by  the  Guardians  do  not 
thereby  become  members  of  either  the 
Urban  or  Rural  District  Council. 

EX-CONSTABLE  MQLLANT,  R.I.C. 
'Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  :  On 
behalf  of  the  hon.  Member'  for  the 
Harbour  Division  of  Dublin,  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  bis  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  case  of 
Charles  Mullany,  a  constable  in  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  who  was  re- 
cently retired  on  pension  on  the  ground 
tbat  he  was  wholly  incapacitated  for 
service  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
injury  from  which  he  was  rendered  unfit 
for  further  service  occnrre<^  in  the  dis- 
charge of  bis  duty  ;  that  though  he  had 
served  a  period  of  nearly  15  years,  he 
was  only  awarded  a  pension  of  £30  per 
annunt,  although  the  jury  who  tried  and 
convicted  the  man  who  inflicted  theee 
injuries  on  Constable  MuHauy,  on  learn- 
ing the  pension  he  was  awarded,  ex- 
pressed their  opinion  of  its  inadequacy, 
and  memorialised  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
make  some  adequate  provision  for  bim  ; 
and  whether  he  can  hold  out  any  hope 
that  bis  case  will  be  re-considered  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  facts  are 
generally  as  stated  in  the  question.  The 
case  was  very  carefully  considered  by 
Government  on  receipt  of  the  Memoriu 
referred  to,  and  they  concnrred  in  the 
decision  arrived  at  by  the  Inspector 
General  and  the  Treasury  as  to  the 
justice  of  the  award  made  to  the  ex- 
coQBtable.  The  matter  bas  again  been 
looked  into  in  consequence  of  the  ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  learued  Gentleman, 
but  the  Government  see  no  sufficient 
reason  for  re-opening  the  case. 

PRISON  WARDER  BARRETT. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  On  behalf  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Harbour  Division 
of  Dublin,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieu  t^^i^^^  Iceland 


{34  April  1894} 


I22o         The  Annafy 

whether  his  atteotion  bus  been  called  to 
the  case  of  a  priBon  -warder  named 
Barrett,  who  in  ^November,  1891,  was  re- 
moved from  Armagh  to  Mountjoy  Prison 
fOT  the  purpoee  of  being  examined  for 
promotion  to  the  ConTict  Prison  Service, 
and  failing  daring  his  probation  to  qualify 
for  promotion  was  oompelled  to  retire 
from  the  Service  altogether,  instead  of 
being  sent  to  the  prison  from  which  he 
was&voaraUyeoramendedfoTpromotton  ; 
and  why  this  procedure  was  adopted,  and 
whether  his  ease  will  be  re-considered  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  General 
Prisons  Board  report  that  in  deciding  to 
require  this  warder  to  send  in  his  resigna- 
tion they  were  influenced  by  the  con- 
sideration that  he  appeared  to  them  to 
be  unfitted  for  either  the  Local  or  Con- 
vict Service.  It  is  true  that  the  warder's 
application  to  be  transferred  to  the  Con- 
Tict Service  was  recommended  by  the 
Governor  of  Armagh  Prison,  and  the 
Prisons  Board  explain  that  they  acceded 
to  the  application  in  order  to  enable  him 
to  improve  his  record,  which  they  did  not 
regard  as  previously  satisfactory. 

THB  LOCAL  VETO  BILL. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  I  beg  io  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  the 
Local  Veto  Bill  will  be  introduced  before 
Whitsuntide  ? 

The  chancellor  op  thp  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcodrt,  Derby) : 
No,  Sir ;  probably  not. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  Will  it  be  in- 
tovduced  after  Whitsuntide  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  hope  so. 

THE  REPEAL  OF  THE  CKIMKS  ACT. 
Colonel  NOLAN  :  I  beg  to  aalc  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if  he  could 
promise  to  give  during  the  next  fortnight 
an  evening  or  half  an  evening  to  get 
through  Committee  the  twoclanses  which 
constitute  the  Bill  f<H- the  repeal  of  the 
Crimes  Act  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  am  afraid 
I  cannot  make  any  promise  on  that  sub- 
ject at  present. 

COPYISTS  IN  THE  COLONIAL  OFFICE. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Bow)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  ibo  Treasury  whether  the  copyists  ap- 
pointed as  assistant  clerks  in  the  Colonial 
Office  were  employed  on  [wecisely  suuiUr 
conditions  of  sernoe  to  copyists  in  other 
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Public  Departments ;  and  whether  Uie 
Lords  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  recommended  the  appointment 
of  assistant  clerks  at  an  additional  salary 
simitar  to  that  recommended  by  the  re- 
sponsible heads  of  the  Colonial  Office ; 
and,  if  so,  what  are  the  exceptional 
circumstances  under  which  the  Treasury 
granted  the  application  of  the  Colonial 
01!ice,  and  refused  that  of  the  Education 
Departmeut  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBEBT  :  I  can  only 
refer  my  hon.  Friend  to  my  answOT  of 
the  12th  of  April,  in  which  I  explained 
why  the  case  of  the  Colonial  Office  was 
exceptional.  I  am  unable  to  add  any- 
thing to  the  answer  then  given. 

CLONAKILTY  RATE  BOOK. 
Mb.  HAYDEN  (Roscommon,  S.)  :  On 
behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  St. 
Patrick's  Division  of  Dublin,  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is*  aware 
of  the  circumstances  under  which  the 
name  of  a  tenant,  Cornelius  Driscoll,  was 
removed  from  the  rate  books  of  the  Clona- 
kilty  Union,  although  he  was  not  evicted 
either  by  landlord  or  Sheriff,  and  the 
name  of  Daniel  Donovan  was  inserted 
instead;  and  whether  he  is  now  in  posses- 
sion of  the  land  formerly  held  by 
Cornelius  Driscoll  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  are  informed  that 
Donovan  is  in  possession  and  has  paid 
the  rates  due  on  this  holding  for  some 
years  past,  and  that  Driscoll  was  re- 
cently defeated  in  a  suit  to  obtain  pos- 
session of  the  holding. 

THE  ANNALY  EVICTIONS. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  how  many  people 
have  been  imprisoned  during  1893-4  for 
chwges  arising  out  of  disputes  in  con- 
nection with  evictions  and  land-grabbing 
on  the  Annaly  estate,  in  the  County 
of  Longford,  diBtinguisbing  those  im- 
prisoned for  contempt  of  Court,  with  the 
term  of  sentence  ;  and  how  many  of  these 
are  still  undergoing  imprisonment  ? 

Mtt.  DANE  (Fermanagh)  :  Before  the 
question  ia  answered,  I  wish  to  ask  whe- 
ther this  estate  is  not  under  the  control  of 
the  Land  Judges  in  Ireland  ;  whether 
the  persons  referred  to  in  the  question  as 
land-grabbers  are  not  tenants  in  opcupa- 
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tion  of  their  farms  ;  and  whether  within 
the  last  moDth,  uoder  the  order  of  the 

Judges,  tbe  solicitor  haviug  carriage  of 
the  sale  has  not  been  in  negotiation  with 
the  tenants  for  the  sale  of  the  farms  ? 

Mu.  J.  MORL£Y  :  I  think  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  who  puts  this  string 
of  questions  to  me  must  know  that  it  is 
impossible  for  me  to  have  knowledge  of 
what  he  desires,  and  if  he  desires  an 
answer  he  should  put  tbe  question  down. 
In  answer  to  the  question  on  the  Paper, 
I  have  to  say  that  during  the  period 
mentioned  four  persons  have  been 
imprisoned  in  connection  with  evictions 
and  disputes  on  tbis  estate.  One  was 
sentenced  to  a  month's  imprisonment,  and 
another  to  two  separate  terms  of  a  week 
and  a  month  respectively.  These  terms 
of  imprisonment  have  now  expired.  The 
remaining  two  persons  were  committed 
to  prison  by  order  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  in  March  of  last  year,  for 
trespassing  on  the  evicted  farms.  It  was 
treated  as  an  aet  of  contempt,  and  they 
are  still  in  custody.  Of  course,  the  hon. 
Member  is  aware  that  the  Executive 
Government  has  no  power  whatever  to 
interfere  in  cases  of  imprisonment  for 
contempt. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  :  What  was  the  actual 
sentence  of  the  Court  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  As  I  understand, 
in  cases  of  contempt  there  is  no  sentence 
passed,  but  the  person  is  detained  in 
custody  until  he  purges  bis  contempt  to 
tbe  satisfaction  of  the  Court. 

Mb.  HAYDEN:  Were  they  not 
sentenced  to  12  months*  imprisonment, 
as  a  matter  of  fact  ? 

Mb.  J.  MOBLEY  :  I  believe  there 
was  no  sentence  of  12  months*  imprison- 
ment— they  are  detained  until  they  have 
satisRed  tbe  Court. 

Mr.  DANE :  Does  it  not  appear, 
from  an  Order  made  by  Mr.  Justice 
Monroe,  that  these  were  persons  who 
took  forcible  possession  of  their  farms ; 
that  they  were  committed  by  him,  and 
afterwards  let  out  on  condition  that  they 
would  not  go  back  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY :  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  that  question. 

TELKGBAPH  OFFICE  FOR  LOUISBURQH. 

Dr.  R.  AMBROSE  (Mayo,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  tbe  Postmaster  General  if  be 
will  now  establish  a  telegraph  station  at 
JdOuisburgh,  County  Mayo,  seeing  that  the 
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Congested  Districts  Board  and  the  West- 
port  Union  have  given  the  required 
guarantee  ? 

Mb.  a.  MORLEY  :  No  intimation 
has  reached  me  that  tbe  Congested 
Districts  Board  and  the  Westport  Union 
are  prepared  to  give  a  guarantee  for  a 
telegraph  office  at  LouisbuTgh ;  but 
perhaps  the  hon.  Member  will  agree 
with  me  that  the  matter  can  now  be 
dealt  with  better  by  correspondence  than 
by  questions  in  this  House. 

THE  EVICTED  TENANTS*  BILL. 
Mr.  HAYDEN :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether,  in  the  interval  Iwfore 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Evicted 
Tenants'  Bill,  be  will  consider  tbe  pro- 
priety of  introducing  a  provision  under 
which  new  tenants  who  decline  to  retire 
in  favour  of  tbe  former  tenant  would  be 
obliged  to  pay  to  the  latter  such  a  sum 
as  the  Board  of  Arbitration  would  con- 
sider to  have  been  the  value  of  the 
te&ants*  interest  in  the  holding  previoos 
to  eviction  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLET  :  I  may  say  at  once 
that  a  proposal  of  this  kind  has  been  in 
my  mind,  and  has  been  considered  very 
carefully.  We  do  not  see  our  way  to  in- 
troducing such  a  provision  into  the  Bill ; 
but,  of  course,  to  any  arguments  which 
may  be  alleged  in  favour  of  the  proposal 
we  shall  give  the  full  weight  to  which 
they  are  entitled. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.^  : 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
when  it  is  proposed  to  eircnlate  the 
Evicted  Tenants'  Bill,  and  when  the 
Motion  for  the  Committee  on  the  Irish 
Land  Acts  will  come  on  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Tbe  Committee 
on  the  Irish  Land  Acts  will  be  moved  for 
to-night,  and  the  names  will  be  submitted 
to  the  House.  Tbe  Evicted  Tenants' Bill 
will  be  circulated,  I  hope,  to-morrow 
morning. 

THE  BUDGET  IN  BELATION  TO 
AQRICULTURE. 
Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whsther  he  can  say  what 
proportion  of  the  relief  which  is  given 
in  respect  of  lucome  Tax,  and  which  i» 
estimated  for  this  year  at  £700,000,  and 
ultimately  at  £800,000,  will  be  derived 
by  agricultural  land  ?     ^  . 
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Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  thiok  that 
£600,000  is  the  nltimate  figare.  As  near 
as  I  can  calculate,  the  proportion  will  be 
about  £160,000. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

WATS  AND  MEANS. 

COMMITTEE. 

BUI  considered  in  Committee. 

(lu  the  Committee.) 

Motion  raaile,  and  Question  proposed, 

Estate  Duty. 
"  That,  towards  raisiDg  the  Sapply  granted  to 
Her  Majesty,  there  shall  be  levied  and  paid  to 
Her  Majesty,  In  the  case  of  every  person  dyinr 
on  or  after  the  txA  day  of  Jane  one  thousand 
eight  hnndred  and  Duiety*fonr,  npon  the  princi- 
pal value  of  all  pnperty,  real  or  penooal, 
settled  or  not  settled,  which  passes,  or  is  to 
he  deemed  to  puss  on  or  with  reference  to  his 
deaths  a  Duty  at  the  graduated  rates  following 
(that  is  to  Bay) 


And,  where  property  subject  to  Duty  at  the 
graduated  rates  to  be  imposed  in  conformity 
with  this  Resolution  is  settled,  there  shall  be 
levied  and  paid  to  Her  Majesty  npon  \ha  prin- 
cipal valae  thereof  a  farther  Duty  of  £1  for 
every  full  sum  of  £100,  and  for  any  fractional 
part  of  £100  over  any  multiple  of  £100. 

In  respect  of  property  chargeable  with  Duty 
to  be  imposed  in  conformity  with  this  Resolu- 
tion  there  shall  not  be  levied  the  Duties  follow- 
ing (that  is  to  say)  ; — 

1.  The  Stamp  Duties  imposed  by  *  The 
Castoms  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1881,'  on  the 
affidavit  to  be  required  and  received  from  the 
person  applying  for  Probate  or  Letters  (tf 
Adminiitiation  in  England  or  Ireland,  or  on 
the  inventoiy  to  be  exhibited  and  recorded  in 
Bcotland. 

3.  The  Stamp  Duties  Imposed  by  section  38  of 
*  The  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1H81,* 
as  amended  and  extended  by  section  11  of  '  The 
Customsand  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1889,'  on  the 
value  of  personal  or  moveable  property  tolbe  in- 
cluded in  acoounts  thereby  directed  to  be 
delivned. 

3.  The  additimal  Bnooeasion  Duties  Imposod 
by  section  31  of  *The  Customs  and  biland 
Revenue  Act,  1888.* 

4.  The  temporary  Estate  Duties  imuosed  by 
sections  5  and  6  of  '  The  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  Act,  2889.' 

6.  The  Duty  at  the  rate  of  one  pound  per 
centum  which  would,  by  virtue  of  the  Acts  in 
force  relating  to  Legacy  Duty  or  Succession 
Duty,  have  been  payable  under  the  will  or 
intestacy  of  the  deceased,  or  on  or  by  reference 
to  his  deaths  under  his  disposition  or  any  de- 
volution frwn  him."— <7»«  ClUuueUor  ef  the 

•Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  In  resuming  the  discussion  of  the 
ResolutioD  just  moved  bj  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, I  desire,  if  the  Committee  will 
permit  me  to  intervene  for  a  short  period, 
to  notice  in  the  first  place  an  observatioD 
which  has  fallen  more  than  once  from 
the  Chancellor  (rf  the  Exchequer  in  the 
coarse  of  this  Debate.   The  right  hon. 
Grentleman  appears  to  nu^e  it  a  cause  of 
complaint  that  his  benevolent  intention» 
with  regard  to  the  agricultural  interest  in 
respect  of  remission  of  the  Income  Tax 
have  not  received  from  hon.  Members 
sitting  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  the  recognition  which  he  appears 
to  think  they  are  entitled  to.     But  I  am 
sure  of  this :  that  the  condition  of  th0 
agricultural  interest  is  each  that  those 
hon.  Members  who  represent  it  are  ready 
to  welcome  any  and  every  relief  to  that 
interest  from  whatever  quarter  of  the 
House  it  may  come,  and  however  small  or 
comparatively  small  that  relief  may  be 
I  may,  however,  point  out  that  the  corn- 
Digitized  by  GooqIc 


1231       Wayt  and  Meant.—     {COMMONS}  Committee.  1232 


plaints  of  the  right  hon.  GeDtleman  were 
somewhat  hasty,  if  not  altogether  im- 
called  for.  I  have  certainly  heard  ex- 
preBsions  of  appreciation  from  more  than 
one  of  my  hon.  Friende  behind  me 
which  I,  for  one,  am  not  altogether  ready 
to  endorse  without  some  qualification, 
and  which  were  generous  in  the  extreme. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  attempted 
by  a  very  important,  not  to  suy  a  some- 
what ambitious,  Budget,  to  equalise  the 
taxation  upon  real  property  on  the  one 
band,  and  personal  property  on  the  other, 
and  at  the  same  time  he  has  endeavoured 
to  redress  what  is  an  admitted  grievance, 
a  grievance  which  I  am  sure  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  himself  would  never 
have  disputed  for  a  moment — namely, 
that  hitherto  real  property  has  been 
assessed  to  the  Iiicome  Tax  npon  the 
gross  instead  of  upon  the '  net  value,  as 
is  the  case  with  personalty  at  the  present 
time.  I  have  no'  complaint  to  make  of 
that  endeavour  on  the  part  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  afford  some  relief  to 
the  agricultual  interest.  Neither  am  I 
disputing  for  a  moment  the  sympathy 
which  he  genuinely  feels  for  the  de- 
pressed condition  of  the  agricultural 
interest ;  but  I  should  like  to  point  out 
that  in  equalising  the  Death  Duties  be- 
tween the  two  classes  of  property  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  com- 
pelled to  make  a  very  considerable 
addition  to  the  bardena  on  the  land, 
and  I  venture  to  say  that  do  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  having  a  fair 
regard  to  justice  would  have  dared  to 
have  proposed  a  considerable  addition 
to  the  burdeus  upon  land  unless  he  had 
accompanied  that  proposal  by  au  effort 
to  redress  that  acknowledged  injustice  to 
which  we  have  been  subject^  for  so 
many  y^rs.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  past  has  recognised  that  these  in- 
equalities must  be  dealt  with,  and  he 
would  not  have  proposed  this  Budget, 
nor  would  he  have  been  able  to  carry  it 
if  it  bad  not  contained  this  proposition. 
I  have  still  great  faith  in  the  fairness 
of  the  House  of  Commons  at  large,  and 
I  am  convinced  that  not  even  the  most 
extreme  supporter  of  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  would  have  been  prepared  to 
sanction  an  addition  like  this  to  the 
duties  imposed  npon  the  land  unless  it 
had  been  accompanied  by  a  measure  of 
^is  kind.  Why,  in  these  chwumstances, 
hon.  Members  who  represent  the  agri- 
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cultural  interest  are  to  be  expected  to 
express  effusive  gratitude  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  having  done  the 
barest  act  of  justice  towards  that 
interest  I  do  not  altogether  understand. 
And  it  seems  to  me  that  there  is  the  less 
reason  for  such  an  expression  of  gratitude 
when  we  come  to  examine  the  right 
hon,  Gentleman^s  proposals  a  little  more 
closely.  What  is  the  extent  of  the  relief 
that  is  going  to  be  given  to  the  agricul- 
tural land  as  distinguished  from  personal 
property  in  respect  to  the  removal  of 
grievances  as  regarded  the  Income  Tax. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  has 
fixed  the  amount  at  £160,000  per  annum. 
What  is  the  nature  of  the  inequality  iu 
the  past  arising  out  of  this  tax  as  regards 
land  and  personal  property  ?  A  much 
greater  authority  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  1858,  pointed  out  to  this 
House  the  difference  of  its  effect  upon 
the  two  classes  of  property  to  be  in  this 
proportion — that  an  Income  Tax  of  7d. 
in  the  £l  on  personal  property  amounted 
to  a  tax  of  9d.  in  the  £1  on  real  property. 
In  these  circumstances,  I  wish  the  Com- 
mittee to  consider  whether  au  allowance 
of  10  per  cent,  npon  land  which  has  been 
conceded  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
equals  the  difference  between  an  Income 
Tax  of  7d.  in  the  £1  upon  personal  pro- 
perty and  one  of  9d.  in  the  £1  upon  real 
property  ?  I  very  much  doubt  whether 
that  can  be  shown  to  be  the  case.  I  am 
confirmed  in  that  impression  by  a  Report 
that  was  issued  some  years  ago  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue,  in 
which  it  was  calculated  that  the  owner 
of  real  property  was  assessed  to  the 
Income  Tax  on  a  scale  of  something  like 
20  per  cent,  more  than  he  received. 

Sir  W.  HABCOUBT  :  What  Beport 
is  that  ? 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  :  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  I  have  not  got  the  Report  before  me, 
bat  I  will  get  it,  and  will  show  the 
passage  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  very 
soon  after  I  sit  down.  If  the  statement 
in  that  Report  is  accurate  the  allowance 
conceded  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
falls  very  far  short  of  what  it  should 
be.  Again,  when  we  have  to  consider 
the  inequalities  of  taxation  between  the 
two  classes  of  property  there  is  another 
element  which,  in  common  fairness,  must 
be  taken  into  consideration,  and  which 
does  not  appear  to  have  entered  into  the 
calculations  of  the  right  hon.  Grentleman. 
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Of  course,  I  am  now  speaking  upon  the 
supposition  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  his  Budget  is  seeking  to  bring 
about  a  complete  equalisation  of  taxation 
upon  the  two  classes  of  property.  The  Land 
Tax  now  produces  between  £1,^)0^000 
and  £1,300,000  per  anuum^but  that  is  not 
all,  and  it  should  be  remembered  that  at 
least  h^  of  that  tax  has  been  redeemed 
hy  a  payment  of  its  capital  value. 
The  burden  of  interest  which  has  had  to 
be  paid  on  that  capital  outlay  would 
bring  up  the  Land  Tax  to  over 
£2,000.000.  All  this  ought  to  have 
been  taken  into  account  by  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  in  the  ambitious 
and  large  proposals  of  this  Budget.  When 
the  right  faon.  Gentleman  taunts  the  agri- 
cultural Representatives  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  as  he  did  last  night,  that  the 
£400,000,  or  something  of  the  sort,  was 
all  that  we  were  called  upon  to  contribute 
to  the  defence  of  oar  country,  and  that 
we  had  no  right  to  grumble  at  that,  I 
venture  to  say  that  in  my  opinion  such  a 
taunt  wa»  wholly  unworthy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  There  is  no  class  of 
persons  in  the  whole  country  who  are 
more  prepared  to  bear  their  full  and  fair 
share  of  taxation  for  the  defence  of  the 
country  or  for  any  other  purpose  what- 
ever than  those  interested  in  laud.  There 
are  two  sides  of  this  question.  If  the 
figures  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer ptve  last  night  were  correct — 
and  I  do  not  think  I  am  guilty  of  any 
discourtesy  if  I  suggest  we  may  entertain 
some  doubt  on  the  point  until  we  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  verifying  them  for 
ourselves — they  show  how  greatly  dimi- 
nished must  be  the  value  of  land  at  the 
present  time  ;  and  they  also  make  clear 
the  magnitude  of  the  injustice  to  which 
the  agricultural  interests  have  been  sub- 
jected for  years  past,  during  which  realty 
has  been  called  on  to  bear  the  full  burden 
of  taxation  for  objects  of  national 
interest,  <d  which  personalty  has  not 
been  called  on  to  bear  anything  like 
its  fair  proportion.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  see  that  this  is  a  very 
important  branch  of  the  question,  and  if 
we  are  to  have  a  full  and  fair  settlement 
of  this  immense  subject  a  great  deal  will 
have  to  be  said  on'itduring  the  progress  of 
the  Budget  through  its  different  stages.  I 
desire^  if  I  may  be  permitted  to  do  so,  to 
press  upon  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
obeqner  and  to  urge  upon  the  Committee 


with  great  earnestness  that,  even  sup- 
posing all  the  inequalities  of  which  I 
have  with  justice  complained  were  re- 
moved, the  condition  of  the  agricultural 
interest  at  the  present  moment  is  such 
that  the  land  is  not  in  a  position  to  bear 
any  additional  burdens.  Yet  I  complain, 
and  I  think  we  have  a  right  to  complain, 
that  this  is  the  time  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  chooses  to  make  a  grievous 
addition  to  the  burdens  upon  land — a 
time  when  we  are  absolutely  unable  to 
bear  it.  That  may  be  a  strong  state- 
ment to  make,  but  I  make  it  in  the  most 
unqualified  terms,  and  before  I  sit  down 
I  propose  to  give  ample  proof  of  it.  As 
the  Committee  is  perfectly  well  aware, 
the  Royal  Commission  appointed  last 
year  to  examine  into  the  whole  question 
has  taken  already  a  vatt  amonnt  of  evi- 
dence of  as  grave  and  as  serious  a  character 
as  was  ever  subutitted  to  a  Royal  Com- 
mission, and  with  the  permission  of  the 
Committee  I  am  going  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  some 
portions  of  it.  That  evidence  has  either 
been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House, 
and  I  believe  I  may  refer  to  it  without  im- 
propriety, or  will  be  laid  on  the  Table 
directly.  In  regard  to  the  County  of 
Hants,  Dr.  Fream,  oneof  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners, comparing  the  depression  at  the 
present  time  with  that  which  prevailed 
in  1879,  said — 

"  I  made  a  point  of  asking  all  fanneis,  whose 
experience  bad  been  of  sufficient  lengUi,  bow 
the  pieasnt  crisfs  compared  with  that  at  1879. 
The  answer  Invariably  was  that  the  existing 
depression  is  worse— nr  worse — than  of  13  or  14 
yean  a^." 

In  regard  to  unoccupied  farms  in  Hamp- 
shire, or  farms  taken  in  hand  by  the 
owners,  the  witness  stated : — 

"  The  inquiries  In  thii  direction  reveal  a  de- 
plorable state  of  affairs.  On  several  estates,  not 
only  are  niuobers  of  fanna  in  hand,  bat  much  at 
the  laud  is  paasing,  or  has  passed,  out  of  coltl- 
ration  altogether,  being  merely  ntilised  at  timea 
as  sheep  rana.  Old  fiunily  mansionB  are  let  to 
succesBfal  commercial  or  professioaal  men.  .  . 
.  .  In  some  localities  the  land  is  locked  upon 
as  exhausted.  In  every  direction  from  Andover 
uncultivated  land  may  be  speedily  met  with. 
.  .  .  Between  Whitchurch  and  Basingstoke 
there  is  an  eztensive  area  of  land  out  of  cultiva- 
tion. Mntdi  of  this  land  was  so  burnt  ap  by  the 
summer  droagbt  that  its  appearance  f<«cibly 
recalled  to  my  mind  that  oi  the  irreclaimable 
'  bad  lands'  south  of  latitude  49  deg.  K.  in  the 
Western  ptairies  of  the  United  States.  .  .  . 
The  effect  of  the  depression,  the  ezistenos  of 
which  Is  unhappily  only  too  folly  attested  on  all 
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sides,  will,  It  is  said,  not  make  itself  fnllj  felt 
until  Lady  Day  or  Hichaclmas,  1894.*' 

I  come  next  to  the  County  of  Essex,  and 
the  geutlemau  appointed  by  U8  to  inquire 
into  the  condition  of  that  county  stated  to 
us,  especially  in  regard  to  four  particular 
distriote,  that — 

"The  land  is  g(^g  out  of  cultiTation  or 

running  wild ; " 

and  in  another  part  of  his  evidence  he 
said — 

"  There  has  been  no  ebb ;  the  tide  of  changes 
has  continaed  to  flow  steadily  in  the  eame 
direction  ever  since  the  days  of  Ur.  Drace's 
TiHit  (10  years  mo).  All  this  took  place  in 
Bptte  of  repeit«a  endeaToun  f>n  the  part  of 
landlords  to  encour^  and  enable  them  {the 
tenants)  to  stay.  Rents  were  redaced,  arrears 
were  permitted'  to  accamalate,  in  many  cases 
tbe^  were  written  off,  improvements  were  made, 
draio&ge  done^  manuie  given.  Yet  all  to  no 
purpose ;  fanning  in  Ksaex  had  ceased  to  pay, 
and  coital  was  gone.  Farmers  whose  fathers 
and  grandfathers  had  lived  in  the  same  hold- 
ings, anil  who  were  regarded  as  personal  friends 
by  the  proprietors,  and  accordingly  treated  with 
the  utmodt  consideration,  were  compelled  to 
give  up,  after  having  reduced  themselves  to 
poverty  and  the  land  to  BteTility." 

And  the  same  witness  (Mr.  Hunter 
Pringle),  in  bis  coDcIudiog  words,  pointed 
out  that  fresh  capital  was  the  only  thing 
that  could  possibly  produce  a  better  state 
of  things,  and  he  added — 

"  It  is  not  at  all  likely  that  fresh  capital  will 
flow  into  a  county  where  land  Is  taxed  and  rated 
out  of  all  proportion  to  its  real  value;  and, 
without  fresh  capital,  Essex,  so  far  as  its 
agriculture  is  concerned,  Is  ahsolately  lost." 

I  could  read  a  great  deal  more  about  that 
county,  the  condition  of  which,  when  it 
is  made  public  to  the  House,  to  Parlia- 
meut,  and  to  the  country,  will  present  a 
deplorable  view,  and  one  for  which  I 
believe  it  is  impossible  to  find  any  prece- 
dent in  the  history  of  this  country  for  the 
last  two  or  three  centuries.  But  I  will 
now  go  to  a  totally  different  part  of  the 
country — my  own  county  of  Lincoln- 
shire— to  a  bmall  district  in  which  the 
land  is  cultivated  under  conditions  which 
have  often  been  held  to  be  Uie  beau 
ideal  at  agrumltur^  cultivation  by 
gentlemen  who  are  members  of  the  great 
Party  wbieh  I  now  see  sitting  opposite 
me.  The  gentleman  we  sent  to  Lincoln- 
shire examined  carefully  into  the  con- 
dition of  the  small  holders,  and  small 
proprietors,  and  small  tenants  in  the 
Isle  of  Azholme,  in  Lincolnshire,  which 
has  been  noted  for  its  ferdlity,  and  he 
stated— 

Mr.  Chaptm 


"  Mr.  Pmce  described  the  small  holders  as 
deeply  inrolved  and  seriouBly  situated  in  his 
day,  and  from  all  that  I  have  been  told,  Ur. 
Druce  was  absolutely  correct  in  his  opinion. 
Sldce  the  date  of  his  Report,  13  years  of  con- 
tinned  agricultural  depression  and  falling  prices 
have  elapsed.  With  respect  to  the  present  con- 
dition of  those  who,  at  the  period  of  Ur.  Dmce^ 
visit,  were  ia  a  stmmling  poriUon^  I  found  that 
many  have  been  riSned.  ....  The  continua- 
tion of  agricultural  depression  from  about  187T 
till  the  present  time  has  had  one  nntelstakable 
result  in  this  district.  All  connected  with  the 
industry  are  poorer,  and  their  credit  is  gone. 
Farmers  are  loaded  with  debt  to  merchants, 
tradesmen,  and  banks,  and  their  tents  are 
heavily  in  arrear.  Landlords  are  sordy  hit  by 
the  great  and  numerous  reductions  in  rent,  and 
in  some  cases  are  almost  ruined ;  indeed,  estates 
bnrdened  in  good  times  do  not  now  bring  iu 
safficient  even  to  pay  interest  era  mortgages.'* 

I  could  quote  reports  from  other  parts 
to  very  much  the  same  effect,  but  I  will 
only  trouble  the  Committee  with  one 
more  quotation  from  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Royal  Commission  by  a  man 
of  high  reputation  in  the  agricultural 
world,  once  a  M^ember  of  this  House,  who 
also  occupied  a  position  in  the  Grovem- 
ment.  Mr.  Clare  Sewell  Read,  whose 
opinion  everyone  will  treat  with  respect* 
dealing  with  districts  in  the  County  of 
of  Norfolk,  stated— 

"  I  may  say  that  the  oonditi<Hi  of  the  fanners 
ol  Korfeuk  la  verging  on  atwdnte  ndn  and 
wholesale  hankniptcy?' 

Speaking  of  the  various  classes  of  landed 
interests,  Mr,  Read  said — 

"  We  have  had  a  good  many  yeomra  in  the 
County  rA  Kotf  oik,  and  I  say  that  they  are  much 
tiie  hazdest  Ut  of  alU  Th^  have  to  bear  both 
the  losses  ol  Uie  landlnd  and  the  losses  of  the 
tenant,  and  there  have  been  the  most  dlsastroua 
&Unt«s." 

And,  speaking  of  the  landlords,  Mr,  Read 
stated — 

"  I  should  think  that,  taking  the  Conntj-  of 
Norfolk  thioiigh,  three  oat  of  four  of  our  ooontrj 
gentlemen  do  not  live  in  their  homes  in  oonse- 
qnence    their  diminished  incomes." 

I  assure  the  Committee,  having  access 
to  a  great  deal  of  information  with 
regard  to  the  agricultural  couditioD 
of  the  eoantry,  that  I  do  not  believe  the 
ezteaets  I  have  read  offier  in  the  slightest 
degree  any  exaggerated  description  of  the 
general  condition  of  agriculture  in  many 
districts  at  the  present  time.  If 
that  be  so,  surely  this  is  not  a  time 
when  any  Government,  Radical  (h-  Con- 
servative, whatever  its  majority  may  be, 
which  has  at  heart  the  real  interests  of 
the  ooontry,  ought  to  select  as  the 
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momeDt  to  increase  tho  burdeo  of  taxa- 
tion on  land.  What  ts  your  oWo  cardinal 
priQciple  ?  What  did  the  right  boa. 
Gentleman  tell  us  in  tlie  able  speech 
we  heard  the  other  night.   He  said — 

"  Taxation — and  that  is  oar  prindple  and  the 
{urinciple  of  all  economics— ougfit  to  be  propor- 
tionate to  the  ability  to  bear  it  of  those  on 
whom  it  la  impused." 

Now,  I  defy  jon  to  name  a  single  class 
in  this  country  at  this  moment  who  are 
less  able  to  bear  increased  taxation  than 
the  unfortunate  owners  of  agricultural 
land,  who  have  no  other  source  of  income 
or  means  of  livelibood  to  look  to.  Does 
the  right  bon.  Grentleroan  wish  to  close 
the  few  remaining  houses  in  which  our 
(Ountry  gentlemen  are  able  to  liTe^  and  to 
banish  from  their  homes  those,  who  for 
for  many  years,  under  the  greatest  diffi- 
culty, hare  been  doing  their  utmost  to  per- 
form their  duties  in  that  station  ?  Does 
he  realise  what  a  loss  it  is  to  a  neigh- 
bourhood in  many  an  English  county 
when  the  chief  house  in  the  parish  has 
to  be  closed,  and  the  residents  have  to  go 
away,  and  it  is  let  to  some  stranger  who 
has  no  thought  or  regard  or  care  for 
the  people  of  the  distrlot  ?    Look  at  the 
loss  of  employment  and  the  loss  of  wages 
alone.    They  are  in  themselves  consider- 
able.   But  putting  this  on  one  side,  look 
at  the  low  of  the  thousand  and  one  kindly 
acts  of  charity  and  beneficence  which  to 
our  English  country  life,  for  years  and 
years  ever  since  history  can  tell,  have 
formed   one    of    its    most  attractive 
features,  and  which  have  done  so  much  to 
knit  more  closely  together  in  affection 
and  regard  the  different  classes  which 
dwell  together  on  the  soil.    Does  not  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  recognise  all  this  ? 
Of  course  he  does.    I  knoiv  be  recognises 
il,  because  he  is  so  closely  connected  with 
the  interest  of  the  land  himself ;  and  I 
believe  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
is  perfectly  sincere  in  the  expressions  of 
sympathy  for  that  depressed  interest  he 
has  so  often  proclaimed  in  this  House. 
If  that  is  so,  what  I  venture  to  think  and 
aaj  is  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  have  more  closely  examined  and 
considered   the   present  rural  position 
before  selecting  the  present  moment  as 
the  time  and  a  fitting  opportunity  for  the 
introduction  of  a  Budget  which,  amongst 
its  other  incidents,  has  this  unfortunate 
pecaltarity,  that  it  adds  to  the  burden  of 
taxation  on  land.    Let  me  ask  the  Com- 
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mittee  to  consider  for  a  few  moments 
what  is  likely  to  be  the  effect  in  many 
cases  of  this  additional  tax  upon  real 
property  in  this  country.  I  am  speak- 
ing now  of  purely  agricultural  laud. 
The  right  hon.  Q-entlemui,  upon  the 
first  night  of  this  Budget  discussion, 
made  this  statement.    He  said — 

"  As  regards  real  property,  there  Is  no  reason 
in  the  world  why  it  should  be  charged  on  a 
different  rate  from  other  property." 

I  join  issue  altogether  on  that  point.  I 

say  there  are  a  -  hundred  good  reasons 
why  it  should  be  charged  differently,  in 
addition  to  the  number  of  reasons  which 
I  have  already  submitted,  I  am  afraid 
at  undue  length,  to  the  Committee.  I 
will  go  to  the  very  fountain-head  of  in- 
formation on  this  subject  in  support  of 
my  assertion,  and  will  quote  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
himself.  In  considering  this  question 
the  Committee  must  remember  that, 
in  some  cases,  which,  under  the  Budget 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  will 
probably  not  be  very  uncommon,  what 
you  are  going  to  do  is  to  impose  a  duty 
upon  the  successors  to  real  property 
amounting  to  18  per  cent,  on  the  capital 
value  of  the  land.  Just  consider  the 
probable  result.  What  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
say  ?  He  gave  three  main  reasons 
against  any  proposal  of  that  kind.  In 
the  first  place,  he  said  he  objected  tn  it 
on  the  ground  of  the  charges  to  which 
real  property  is  subjected — the  euonnous 
weight  of  local  taxation  falling  solely 
upon  real  property.  That  was  not  all. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  based  his 
objections  on  other  grounds.    He  said— 

"  I  think  it  is  a  policy  worthy  of  some  con- 
sideratfon,  not  only  to  give  something  that  may 
tend  to  counteract  the  special  burdenn  borne  by 
real  property,  but  likewise  to  take  care  that  you 
so  adjuet  the  payment  of  the  tax  in  re^^iard  to 
property  of  that  description  that  yuu  du  not 
allow  it  to  become  an  engine  of  great  aotl  serious 
evil  by  forcing  chaI^[e8  in  the  posBession  of  Vae 
land.'"^ 

Has  the  right  hon.  Gtentleman  taken  care 
to  BO  adjust  this  duty  that  it  will  not 
become  an  engine  for  forcing  changes  in 
the  possession  of  the  land  ?  I  think  I 
shall  be  able  to  show  that  be  has  done 
nothing  of  the  kind.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
himself  gave  an  illustration  of  what  he 
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Take  a  large  estate  worth  some  £500,000, 
with  a  gtoes  rental  of  £16,(XK>  or  £18,000  a  year, 
and  a  net  rental  of  £13,000  or  £14,000,  mort- 
gflKe<i  for  £300,000 ;  the  mortgages  would 
aliborb  some  £12,000  of  the  rental,  and  leare 
but  £1,000  or  £2,000  a  year  to  the  poeaessor, 
which  will  represent  the  annual  Talue  of  the 
life  interest,  while,  at  the  some  time,  there 
TToald  be  an  ezcesB  of  capital  valne  over  the 
mortgages  reaching  to  £200,000." 

The  right  hon.  Geotleman  upon  that 
coee  said — 

"  Now,  I  think,  if  you  charge  upon  the  capital 
value,  there  is  no  way  in  which  you  could  meet 
that  case  so  as  not  to  give  the  tax  the  effect  and 
character  of  an  engine  for  displacing  the  present 
possessor." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  is  bound,  before 
this  discussion  closes,  to  show  to  us  what 
provisions  he  is  goiog  to  make  iu  the 
Budget  so  that  this  new  tax  shall  not 
have  that  effect.  The  exceu  value  iu 
the  case  quoted  hy  the  right  hon.  Geutle- 
man  the  Member  for  Midlothian  was 
£200,000.  So  it  might  have  been  in 
those  days,  but  you  may  be  sure  it  wonld 
be  nothing  like  that  at  this  time,  even  if 
there  was  any  excess  in  value  at  all.  But 
wbaterer  it  may  be,  I  want  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider  how  is 
this  duty  to  be  raised  and  met  ?  How 
is  the  unfortunate  successor  to  pay  it  ? 
I  see  one  thing  very  clearly,  and  that  is 
that  your  Budget  will  provide  the  richest 
harvest  for  all  the  money  lenders  and 
lawyers  in  the  Kingdom.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  it  viU  have  this  effect — that 
in  case  after  case  where  their  margin 
is  small  it  will  absolutely  ruin  the  un- 
fortunate holders  of  land.  This  raises 
the  only  other  question  with  which 
I  want  to  deal  upon  this  occasion,  for 
we  shall  have  numerous  opportunities 
later  of  enforcing  the  views  1  have  en- 
deavoured to  urge  upon  the  Committee — 
I  mean  the  question  of  the  method 
and  mode  of  valuation  which  is  to  be 
employed  in  cases  of  this  kind.  Now, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  other 
night  made  a  statement  which  I  heard 
with  great  interest  and  which  caught 
my  attention  at  onee.    He  said — 

"  There  is  no  more  difficulty  in  estimating 
the  capital  value  of  real  prt^jerty  than  the 

value  of  pictures  or  jewels." 

[Sir  W.  Harcourt  :  Or  of  leaseholds,] 
I  grant  that  he  added  leaseholds,  but  1 
will  first  take  bis  statement  with  regard 
to  jewels  and  pictures.  I  think  in  making 
that  statement  be  was  guilty  of  a  fund»* 
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mental  error.     Pictures  and  jewels  are 
valued  upeu  their  market  value  for  sale. 
They  pay  uo   rent,   and   they  always 
possess  some  market  value  for  sale.  That 
is  not  the  case  with  regard  tu  land  at  the 
present  time.    I  could  quote  instance 
after  instance  in  which,  while  land  may 
possibly  still  continue  to  pay  some  rent, 
however  small,  it  has  absolutely  no 
marketable  value  for  sale  at  all.  That 
is  the  fact,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man possessed  agricultural  land  in  many 
parts  of  England  at  the  present  moment 
he  would  know  that  for  the  sale  of  agri- 
cultural land,  which  possesses  no  ad  vantage 
for  residences  or  attractions  of  that  kind, 
the  market  is  absolutely  closed  altogether. 
If  necessary,  I  could  produce  him  man^ 
instances  of  evidence  given  before  the 
Koyal  Commission  over  and  over  again. 
The  reason  for  this  is  not  difficult  to 
discover,  and  it  is  vory  easy  to  under- 
stand.   There  is  no  marketable  value  in 
those  cases  to  which  I  refer  for  the  sale 
of  land  for  two  reasons.    Would-be  pur- 
chasers are  afraid  of  two  things — first, 
the  fall  in  values  which  has  proceeded 
now  for  a  good  many  years,  which  is 
still  progressing  (and  nobody  knows  how 
long  that  fall  will  continue  or  how  far  it 
will  go),  and,  therefore,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  investment,  no  one  except  a. 
lunatic    would  in  these  days  invest 
his  money  in  purely  agricultural  land  ; 
and,  secondly,  there  is  another  reason, 
and  that  is  the  fear  of  more  radical 
legislation  with   regard  to  the  land. 
These  are  the  two  great  factors  which 
at   the   present  moment  are  depress- 
ing the  marketable  value  of  land.   I  need 
not  say  that  jewels  and  pictures  are  not 
affectod  in  the  same  way.     It  seems  to 
me  that  the  Government,  with  regard  to 
the  proceeds  they  expect  to  obtain  from 
agricultural  land  under  these  new  duties, 
will  be  placed  in  this  dilemma.  Either 
your  duty  will  prove  to  be  a  failure  al- 
together, and  bring  yon  in  comparatively 
nothing,  or  else  you  will  be  compelled  to 
value  agriculture  land  in  a  manner  which 
will  be  most  unfair  to  the  owner  and  the 
person  who  succeeds.    I  do  not  wish  to 
delay  the  Committee  at  greater  length 
on  this  occasion,  but  an  expedient  ha* 
occurred  to  me  in  connection  with  thif* 
question  by  which  any  injustice  of  the 
kind  I  anticipate  I  think  possibly  may 
he  avoided.     Aa  you  are  determined  to 
tax  agricultuml  land  upM  its  nek  valne. 
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I  believe  you  might  do  something  of  this 
kind.    1  am  afraid  what  I  am  j^oiDg  to 
say  will  oot  commeud  itself  very  much  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  but,  at 
all  events,  I  submit  it  for  his  coasidera- 
tion.     When  these  estates  pass  upon 
death  you  must  value  the  property,  xou 
mast  value  it  in  detail,  putting  your  own 
valnation  upou  it,  and  having  done 
that   I  think  you  should  give  to  the 
owner   of   the    land    the    option  of 
paying  his  duty  either  in  cash  or  iu  kind. 
That  is  to  say,  he  should  hand  over  to 
you  a  portion  of  his  land  equivalent  to 
the  amount  of  duty  he  has  to  pay,  on 
your  own  valuation.    This  plan  would 
have  two  great  advantages.    In  the  first 
place,  it  would  ensure  a  perfectly  fair 
valuation.    The  Government,  of  course, 
vponld  not  put  it  too  high,  because  they 
might  be  compelled  to  take  land  at  a 
value  greater  than  its  worth.    On  the 
other  hand,  they  would  not  put  it  too  low, 
because  then  they  would  be  afraid  of  de- 
frauding the  Revenue  ;  and  you  may  be 
snre,  therefore,  that  the  valuation  would 
be  fair  to  the  two  parties.    It  would 
effect  another  advantage.    I  do  not  know 
how  long  it  is  since  I  first  heard  it  advo- 
cated in  Parliament,  by  gentlemen  pro- 
fessing Liberal  and  Radical  principles  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  that  the  time  had 
come  when  one  of  the  greatest  advan- 
tages that  could  be  oonferred  on  the 
community  of  this  country  as  a  whole 
would  be  a  far  wider  distribution  of  the 
land  among  the  people  than  is  the  case  at 
the  present  time.      You  yourselves  were 
engaged  during  a   large   part  of  last 
Session  iu  making  proposals  with  that 
object.     If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  consent  to  consider  this  suggestion — 
if  it  were  possible  to  adopt  it,  see  what 
an  opportunity  you  would  have  of  carry- 
ing out  the  principles  so  dear  to  you. 
You  might  let  the  land  which  you 
would  acquire  all  over  the  country  to  the 
new  Parish  Councils.   Ton  might  sell 
them  if  you  please,  and  create  a  vast 
number  of  small  ownerships  in  land  ;  and 
in  that  way  you  would  be  doing  some- 
thing to  carry  into  effect  the  principles 
you  so  ardently  profess.    I  have  stated 
to  the  House,  very  crudely  I  am  afraid, 
objections   which   I   entertain   to  the 
proposals  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the    Chancellor    of    the  Exchequer, 
having  confined  myself  on   this  par- 
ticular occasion  almost  exclusively  to 


the  mode  in  which  they  will  affect  the 
position  and  ownership  of  land.  I  do 
think  I  have  made  some  statements  to 
the  House  which  deserve,  and  ought  to 
receive,  the  most  careful  consideration  of 
the  Government  and  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  For  sure  am  I  of  this — that 
there  never  was  a  time,  certainly  within 
the  present  generation,  when  the  con- 
dition of  agriculture  as  a  whole  was  more 
deplorable  than  it  is  at  the  present 
moment,  and  that  if  you  select  this 
opportunity  for  piling  further  taxa- 
tion upon  it,  you  will  do  all  that  lies  iu 
the  power  of  the  Government  of  this 
country  to  bring  it  to  ruin  and  complete 
destruction. 

•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean)  eaid,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  bad  just  spoken  had  gouc  to  the 
most  Radical  of  all  Radical  colonies  for 
the  suggestion  which  he  hwl  made  to  the 
House,  with  respect  to  the  pocedure  in 
connection  with  the  valuation  of  land — to 
the  colony  of  New  Zealand,  where  the 
owner  placed  his  own  valuation  upon  his 
land  for  the  purpose  of  the  Death  Duties, 
where  the  State  also  placed  its  value  upon 
the  land,  and  the  landowner  could  force 
the  State  to  buy,  and .  the  State  could 
force  the  owner  to  ael\.    That  was  the 
system,  but  it  never  came  to  sale  in 
practice,  because  an  arrangement  was 
always  arrived  at  which  gave  to  both 
parties  their  due.  In  the  course  of  his  in> 
teresting  speech,  the  right  hon.  Gkntleman 
had  painted  his  pioture  of  agricultural 
depression  in  rather  strong  colours — for 
example,  when  he  quoted  the  unfortunate 
depressed  landowner  with  a  mortgage  on. 
his  estate,  who  might  be  in  the  wretched 
position  of  having  to  pay  18  per  cent,  on 
succession  to  the  land.  If  there  were  any 
mortgage,  he  would  not  have  18  per  cent, 
to  pay,  unless  the  residue  was  more 
than£l,000,000 sterling;  andifamanfaad 
land  of  the  clear  value  of  £1,000,000 ster- 
ling he  did  not  think  that  payment  at  that 
rate  would  be  a  very  great  hardship. 
That  jttsttfied  him  in  saying  that  the 
colours  were  laid  on  a  little  strong.  Then 
there   was   a  little  confusion  running 
through  the  whole  of   the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech.    On  the  last  occa- 
sion when  he  addressed  the  House  on  the 
Budget — in   1888 — this  same  question 
was  raised  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Memberf or  Bristol,  and  the  same  confusion 
ran  through  the  Debate  on  that  occasion 
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which  Beemed  likely  to  rnn  through  it 
on  this.  That  confusion  was  conreyed 
in  the  phrase  which  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  used  when  he  spoke  of  the 
burdeD  of  taxation  resting  heavily  on  the 
agricultural  interest,  while  in  the  same 
breath  he  talked  of  the  burden  bearing 
heavily  on  Und.  He  forgot  that  there 
was  land  and  land,  and  that  the  interest 
of  the  owner  was  not  exactly  that  which 
was  ordinarily  understood  by  the  phrase 
"agricultural  interest."  That  agricul- 
tural interest  was  mainly  and  before  all 
the  interest  of  the  occupier  of  the  land. 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  pn  to 
speak  of  the  burden  of  rates  on  the  occu- 
pier he  rather  mixed  up  the  two  different 
positions  of  the  owner  and  occupier  of 
land,  and  the  use  of  the  phrase  "  agri- 
cultural interest"  was  confusing,  because 
it  brought  two  classes  together  under 
consideration  whose  interests  were  not 
identical.  The  occupier  and  the  owner 
were  not  the  same ;  and  if  it  was 
said  that  the  burden  of  rates  was 
very  heavy,  it  must  be  remembered  that 
it  was  mainly  a  burden  -upon  occupiera  of 
houses  rather  than  upon  holders  of  agri- 
cultural land.  It  has  been  proved  con- 
clusively that  the  burden  lay  heavier 
upon  occupiers  of  house  property  thau  of 
land.  The  right  hoo.  Gentleman  said 
this  was  not  the  moment,  considering  the 
depressed  condition  of  agricultiu-e,  wheu 
fresh  burdens  should  be  placed  on  the 
land  ;  and  he  said  further  that  realty 
bore  at  the  present  moment  all  the 
burdens  of  the  rates,  and  many  of  these 
rates  were  imposed  not  for  local  but  for 
national  purposes.  [Mr.  Chaplin  :  I  said 
nearly  alt.]  Yes,  many,  or  nearly  all.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  upon  that  plea 
this  House  had  over  and  over  again  allo- 
cated money  from  Imperial  funds  for  the 
relief  of  these  rates,  and  the  last  allocation 
made  was  a  portion  of  the  Probate  Duty 
which  was  applied  to  that  purpose  be- 
cause personalty  could  not  be  rated  ;  and 
therefore  the  Probate  Duty  was  applied 
to  the  relief  of  rates  because  it  fell  upon 
personal  estate  only.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  on  to  advocate  a  full 
and  fair  discussion  of  this  rating  question 
and  the  burden  upon  realty.  He  (Sir 
C.  Dilke)  should  be  glad  when  that  full 
and  fair  discussion  took  place.  In  his 
own  constituency  there  were  interests  of 
various  kinds.  The  larger  interest  was 
agriculture,  and  there  was  a  proportion 

Sir  a  W.  Dilke 


of  collieries.  The  bnrdea  of  rates  wu 
heavier  on  the  coalowners  than  upon 
agricultural  occupiers  of  land,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  found,  when  this 
system  of  rates  was  agaiu  examined,that 
it  was  one  that  in  the  principal  degree 
concerned  town  interests  rather  than 
those  of  the  agricultural  classes.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  for  a 
full  and  fair  discussion,  but  in  the 
whole  of  bis  suggestive  remarks,  in 
which  he  raised  the  rating  of  per- 
sonalty and  what  the  objects  were  upon 
which  rates  were  spent,  he  did  not  allude 
to  the  exemption  of  ground  rents  and 
values,  which  must  be  an  essential  por- 
tion of  this  discussion  when  it  came  fully 
before  the  House.  Therefore,  his  speech 
was  certainly  one-sided  when  that  was 
borne  in  view.  Over  and  over  again  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  impressed  upon  the 
Committee  the  depressed  condition  of  the 
land-owning  classes  in  this  country,  and 
supported  himself  by  copious  and  interest- 
ing quotations  from  well-known  men  who 
gave  evidence  before  the  Agricultural 
Commission.  There  was  another  side  to 
the  question,  and  although  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  any  man  must  be  a 
lunatic  to  invest  in  purely  agricultural 
land  at  the  present  time,  he  (Sir  C.  Dilke) 
must  ask  what  land  in  England,  looking 
at  the  extension  of  railways  and  markets 
and  the  opportunities  for  turning  it  to  ad- 
vantage, could  be  regarded  as  purely  agri- 
cultural land  when  it  was  iu  the  hands  of 
any  man  of  ability  ?  All  land  must  be 
afiected  by  the  possibility  of  firuit  and 
vegetable  and  flower  growing,  and  there 
was  very  little  of  it  that  was  out  of  reach 
of  great  towns  where  markets  could  be 
found.  He  would  not  give  his  own  opi- 
nion, but  the  opinion  of  a  gentleman  who 
was  perhaps  the  highest  authority  on  the 
subject  of  investments  —  Mr.  A.  J. 
Wilson,  City  editor  of  The  Standard 
and  editor  of  The  Industrial  Re- 
view. He  recommended  the  purchase  of 
derelict  estates  of  the  class  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded  as  the 
best  field  for  investment  at  the  present 
prices  that  the  world  conld  supply.  [Mr. 
Chaplin  :  Why  does  not  he  buy  them  ?j 
Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  also- 
stated  that  much  land  had  gone  out  of 
cultivation  in  Essex  and  Norfolk  and 
other  counties.  He  did  not  go  deeply  into 
the  causes  which  had  driven  the  land  ont 
of  cnltiration,  but  he  (Sit4?.  Dilke)  was 

Digitized  by  VjOOglC 


124S     Way$  and  Means.— 


{24  April  1894} 


Commttet. 


1246 


boand  to  say,  from  what  he  had  seen 
lumself,  that  in  Easex  tithe  had  much  to 
do  with  it,  and  in  Norfolk  game  bad 
much  to  do  with  it.  The  question 
specially  before  them  was  ooe  to  which 
be  would  devote  the  greater  portion  of 
the  brief  remarks  he  bad  to  make. 
Before  passing  away  from  this  subject, 
however,  be  would  point  out  to  the 
House  that  over  and  over  again  a  gen- 
tleman who  used  to  sit  oo  the  Radical 
Benches,  and  who  was  now  regarded  and 
properly  regarded  by  hon.  Members 
opposite  as  a  great  authority,  urged  upon 
the  House  considerations  the  very  oppo- 
site to  those  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  urged  upon  the  House  to-night. 
Since  he  bad  been  dead  he  bad  been 
canonised  by  the  Conservative  Paj'ty, 
and  with  them  his  words  carried  great 
weight.  It  was  the  late  Mr.  Fawcett, 
who  had  shown  in  the  clearest  way  that 
this  question  was  cue  which  upon  a  full 
consideration  would  turn  out,  not  to  the 
advantage  of  the  agricultural  interest  so 
much  as  to  the  town  interest.  The 
Death  Duty  specially  dealt  with  in  this 
Besolntion  did  not  specially  hit  occupiers 
of  land,  and  was  not  specially  directed 
against  the  agricultural  interest.  A 
small  farmer  would  be  better  ofF  under 
this  Budget  than  he  would  be  under  such 
a  Budget  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
suggested.  In  the  case  of  many  properties 
which  were  divided  between  personalty 
and  ground  values,  if  personalty  escaped 
the  rates  the  ground  rents  and  ground 
values  also  escaped,  and  if  the  subject 
was  to  be  fairly  dealt  with  certainly 
ground  rents  and  ground  values  ought  to 
be  brought  into  the  Resolution.  Although 
it  had  been'' suggested  in  the  country  by 
I^rd  Salislmry  and  others  that  person- 
alty ought  to  be  rated,  the  proposal  had 
seldom  been  brought  forward  in  the 
House  of  Commons  otherwise  than  in  the 
form  in  which  it  had  been  suggested 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to-night. 
The  difficulty  of  carrying  out  such  a 
suggestion  would  be  very  great.  The 
law  of  this  country  originally  was  that 
personalty  should  be  rated,  but  the 
system  of  rating  it  was  abandoned  on 
account  of  the  impossibility  of  carrying 
it  into  practice.  The  difficulty  of  de- 
ciding on  which  of  several  residences  a 
rich  man  was  to  have  his  personal  pro- 
perty rated,  and  iu  which  district  he  was 
to  pay,  and  the  difficulty  of  throwing  the 


duties  that  would  arise  upon  Local  Autho- 
rities, were  iusnperable,  and  he  was 
sure  that  the  rating  of  personalty  was 
only  a  Will-o'-the-wisp.  None  of  the 
arguments  that  had  been  used  appeared 
to  him  to  be  strong  enough  to  redress 
that  which  was  an  admitted  inequality 
between  land  and  other  property  as  far 
as  taxation  was  concerned.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  on  th^  present 
occasion  wag,  to  some  extent,  between 
two  fires,  or  rather,  he  was  in  the  happy 
position  of  having  taken  a  middle  course. 
There  was  a  good  doal  of  democratic 
opinion  ontside  the  House  in  favour  of 
carrying  the  principle  of  graduated 
taxation  a  great  deal  further  than  was 
proposed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. He  (Sir  C.  Dilke)  had,  he 
believed,  longer  than  any  other  Member 
of  the  House  advocated  graduated  Death 
Duties,  and  he  was  happy  '  to  see  how 
rapidly  that  principle  had  moved  within 
the  last  few  years.  Only  a  few  years 
ago  he  ventured  to  advocate  as  pos- 
sible in  extreme  cases  a  Death 
Duty  of  25  per  cent.  That  was  looked 
upon  as  a  very  extreme  proposition,  but 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
now  trying  a  duty  of  18*1  per  cent.,, 
which  was  undoubtedly  the  highest 
Death  Duty  iu  the  world.  There  were 
some  who  thought  that  it  would  have  been 
wise  for  the  right  hon.  Gentlemau  to  go 
still  further.  He  was  bound  to  say  that, 
lookiug  to  the  possibility  of  fraud  and  to 
the  certainty  of  a  certain  amount  of 
what  might  be  called  more  legitimat4 
evasion  of  duty,  there  were  reasons  why 
the  Chancellor  o!  the  Exchequer  should 
not  suddenly  go  too  far  in  this  particular 
direction.  The  New  Zealand  Death  Duty 
was  one  in  extreme  cases  of  13  per  cent. 
If,  however,  there  was  any  transference 
of  any  property  from  this  country  in 
consequence  of  the  Budget  proposals  it 
would  be  not  to  the  Colonies  but  to  the 
neighbouriDg  countries  of  Europe.  In 
France  the  extreme  Death  Duty  was 
lOl-  to  10^  per  cent.  In  Victoria  it  was 
10  per  cent^  and  in  New  South  Wales 
and  South  Australia  it  was  much  smaller, 
while  there  were  very  few  other  countries 
which  had  graduated  Death  Duties  at  all. 
There  were  a  great  many  people  outside 
the  House  who  desired  to  see  a  graduated 
Income  Tax  adopted  either  in  substitu- 
tion for  or  in  addition  to  the  Death 
Duties.     The  Budget  scheme  afforded 
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great  advantages  over  any  such  proposal. 
A  graduated  Income  Tax  would  produce 
enormous  difficulties  of  collection.  He 

failed  to  see  how  it  would  be  possible  at 
all  to  collect   a   graduated  tax  upon 
Becurlties,     It  would  be  impossible  to 
tell  whether  all   the  Stock   that  was 
credited  to  a  person  with  &  certain  name 
belonged  to  the  same   person,  as  the 
similarities  of  names  were  so  misleading, 
and  he  believed  the  similarities  of  scarce 
names  were  more  misleading  than  those 
of  common  names.    He  himself  had  been 
OD  the    Register  of    Voters    in  the 
place  of  his  ovn  great  -  grandfather. 
If  a  graduated  Income  Tax  were  not 
collected   upon   securities  it  would  be 
necessary  to  make  a  man  declare  his 
income^  and  this  would  result  in  fraudu- 
lent returns  unless  the  returns  were  pub- 
lished.   When  an  attempt  bad  been  made 
to  levy  a  heavy  Income  Tax  in  foreign 
countries  it  had  beeu  accompanied  by 
the  publication  of  the  returns,  and  in  the 
United  States  the  returns  were  published 
fw  years  as  public  documents.  Of  course, 
under  such  a  system  the  State  would  find 
itself  well  off.    Some  men,  no  doubt, 
would  return  less  than  their  incomes,  but 
there  were  some  who  for  business  pur- 
poses would  return  more  than  their  in- 
comes.    There  was  one  man  In  Now 
York  who  would  rather  have  perished 
than  have  allowed  any  man  to  return  a 
higher  income  than  he  did.    Unless  the 
returns  were  published,  he  was  convinced 
that  it  would  bo  impossible  to  graduate 
the  Income  Tax.  He  thought,  therefore, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
been  right  in  falling  back  upon  graduated 
Death  Duties  alone.    He  did  not  believe 
that  the  direct  transference  of  property 
abroad  was  very  probable.    It  was  noto- 
rious that   rich   men   valued  complete 
freedom  of  bequest,  and  if  they  were  to 
transfer  their  property  abroad  they  would 
lose  such  freedom.    If  it  was  true  that 
there  was  no  privilege  which  an  English- 
man valued  more  than  that  of  being  able  to 
cut  off  his  son  with  a  shilling,  that  fact 
would  undoubtedly  prevent  the  transfer- 
ence of  property  to  foreign  countriw.  As 
to  fraud,  there   was   very  much  less 
danger  of  fraud  in  the  case  of  the  Death 
Duties  than  in  that  of  the  Income  Tax. 
In  the  case  of  the  Death  Duties  it  whs  a 
mao^s  successors  who  paid  the  duty  on 
his  estate,  and  they  were  under  very 
heavy  penalties  to  make  a  correct  return. 

Sir  C.  W,  Dilke 


There  were  professional  men  who  were 
liable  to  be  completely  ruined  by  any 
fraud  «a  their  part,  and  though  testators 
might  possess  a  fraudulent  intent,  their 
executors  were  very  seldom  allowed  to 
carry  such  intent  into  execution.  But  fraud 
might  be  feared  under  very  heavy  Death 
Duties,  and  that  was  a  reason  why  Par- 
liament should  shrink  from  going  too  fast 
all  at  once.  Evasions  of  the  Death 
Duties  by  means  of  changes  made  in  the 
disposition  of  a  properly  during  the 
owner's  lifetime  were  in  his  opinion  » 
good  thing,  and  to  the  advantage  of  the 
State.  They  tended  to  hring  property 
into  the  hands  of  men  who  were  able 
to  use  it,  and  prevented  what  was 
virtually  a  dead  hand  being  extended 
over  property  for  an  indefinite  time. 
It  had  been  suggested,  however,  that 
the  State  ought  to  bo  satisfied  with 
any  valuation  that  was  put  before 
it.  One  reason  why  he  (Sir  C.  Dilke) 
welcomed  the  suggestion  made  by  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Sleaford  (Mr.  Chaplin)  with  regard 
to  the  valuation  of  land  was 
that  he  thought  it  desirable  to 
take  the  first  opportunity  of  objecting  to 
any  such  lax  principle  being  adopted.  It 
would  be  damaging  to  the  conscience  of 
the  community  and  a  bad  thing  for  the 
Exchequer  should  any  lax  sy»'tem  of 
valuation  be  adopted.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  very  largely  robbed  in 
reference  to  books,  pictures,  and  things 
of  that  kiud.  Valuers  were  geoerally 
represeuted  by  their  clerks,  who  eeeroCKl 
to  think  that  all  books  should  be  valued 
at  about  3d.  a  volume,  and  all  pictures  at 
the  value  of  their  frames.  He  eould  not 
but  think  it  would  be  a  wise  thing  if 
steps  were  taken  to  improve  such  a  state 
of  things.  It  had  been  suggested  that 
these  Death  Duties  would  force  the  sale 
of  estates.  He  could  not  hut  think  that 
even  in  some  of  those  cases  where 
estates  might  have  to  be  sold  an  advan- 
tage would  result  to  the  community. 
For  the  reasons  he  had  stated  he  gave 
a  hearty  support  to  the  Resolution. 

Mr.  grant -LAWSON  (York, 
N.R.,  Thirsk)  said,  it  clearly  illustrated 
the  difficulty  of  the  subject  when  they 
saw  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  whose 
ability  they  all  appreciated,  falling  into 
confusion  at  the  commencement  of  his 
speech    in  regard  to  "  testator  "  and 

recipient."   I'be  right  hooi  Baronet 
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hftd  said  it  was  imposBible  that  the  case 
laid  before  the  House  by  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  the  Memb^  for  Sleaford 
conld  occur — it  would  be  impossible  for 
anyone  talcing  a  burdened  estate  to  pay 
18  per  cent.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  confused  (he  living  man  with  the 
dead  man.     It  was    the  dead  man's 

possessions  that  were  aggregated  

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  :  They  do  not 
pay  18  per  cent.  They  only  pay  8 
or  9. 

*Mr.  GRANT-LAWSON  said,  that  a 
rich  man  with  £1,000,000  died.  Amongst 
his  possessions  was  an  encumbered  estate. 
He  left  his  other  property  to  one  man 
and  the  enuumberetl  estate  to  another.  If 
the  latter  was  a  stranger  in  blood  be 
would  have  to  pay  18  per  cent.  He  (Mr. 
Grant-Lawson)  was  interested  in  this 
question  of  Succession  Duties,  having 
been  a  payer  ami  having  had  a  quarrel 
with  Somerset  House  in  the  matter.  He 
could  not  Iielp  regarding  this  Budget  as 
the  sequel  to  the  Registration  Bill,  the 
Government  proposing  in  that  measure 
to  reduce  the  representation  of  holders  of 
real  estate,  aud  now  proposing  in  the 
Budget  to  saddle  that  class  with  extra 
burdens.  Well,  he  hoped  to  be  able  to 
give  one  or  two  figures  to  show  that  land 
was  already,  whether  as  regarded  local 
taxation  or  Imperial  and  lucal  taxation 
together,  taxed  up  to  the  hilt,  and  that 
in  fairness  tt  should  now  be  dealt  with 
leniently  and  lightly.  He  would  not 
speak  of  agricultural  depression,  because 
he  desired  his  remarks  to  refer  to  the 
whole  of  realty,  both  laud  and  houses,  as 
affected  by  this  ResoUition.  When  the 
proper  time  came  he  should  be  happy  to 
say  something  about  the  tax  falliug  upon 
agricultural  land — and  he  must  call  in 
aid  the  assistance  of  the  rit^iit  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  because  only  as 
lately  as  1888,  speakiug  in  this  House, 
he  said— 

"  He  tboaght  that  agricultural  lam)  at  this 
time  was  entitled  to  great  consideration,  and  if 
Succession  Duty  fell  only  on  aj^ricultural  laml 
he  would  not  press  for  an  equaliBation  of  the 
duties  at  the  present  moment. 

He  hoped  when  it  was  proposed  that 
that  duty  should  not  fall  ou  agricultural 
land  they  wonld  have  the  benefit  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  assistance.  The 
reuon  he  (Mr.  Grant-Lawson)  wonld 
give  why  land  should  be  treated  leniently 


was  that  it  was  the  raw  material  of  all 
production.  That  was  an  argument 
which  found  great  weight  with  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  if  they  would  study 
the  writings  of  their  own  friends  in  the 
Land  Restoration  League  and  the  Land 
Nationalisation  Society.  The  gentlemen 
who  wrote  for  these  Leagues  and 
Societies  drew  as  a  deduction  from  the 
facts  that  the  land  ought  not  to  be  in 
present  hands.  But  the  House  might 
draw  the  deduction  that  if  the  laud  was 
the  raw  material  of  all  production  it 
ought  not  to  be  heavily  taxed,  for  no 
raw  material  in  these  days  was  or  ought 
to  be  taxed  if  they  could  help  it.  Why 
was  that  argument  ignored  in  the  case  of 
land  ?  It  was  because  it  was  supposed 
that  land  and  houses  were  held  in  the 
hands  of  a  few — namely,  the  rich.  That 
was  the  reason  it  did  not  get  justice,  and 
that,  obviously,  wonld  really  be  the  case 
in  the  future,  for  if  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  were  carried  the  collection 
of  estates  into  fewer  hands  would 
rapidly  take  place.  He  would  define 
these  proposals  as  au  attempt  to  compel, 
if  not  Naboth,  Nalmth's  sou  or  his  grand- 
son to  sell  his  viueyard  to  some  Cotton 
King  or  other,  for  only  very  rich  men 
would  be  able  to  keep  land  at  all.  This 
was  the  very  difficulty  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
Foresaw  in  1853  if  any  proposal  was  made 
to  tax  land  for  Death  Duties  ou  its 
capital  value.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
below  him  had  read  a  passage  from  that 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Midlothian,  but  there  was 
another  passage  even  stronger.  He 
said — 

"  It  would  be  obviously  highly  inconsistent 
while  we  leave  such  property  (speaking  of  real 
property)  subject  to  its  heavy  annual  burdens, 
to  ^gravate  these  by  laying  a  heavy  charge  on 
the  capital.  For  the  Government  would  then 
force  and  accelerate  by  the  pressure  of  fiscal 
enactments  chains  on  the  tenure  of  this 
property  ;  ami  that  acceleration  would  be,  in 
my  opinion,  not  only  unjust,  but  most  cruel  and 
mischievous  in  a  social  point  of  view." 

Whatever  might  happen  in  the  future, 
real  property — laud  and  houses—  was  not 
now  altogether  in  the  hands  of  rich  men. 
He  was  glad  to  say  that  in  the  part  of  the 
country  with  which  he  was  connected  a 
vast  number  of  working  men  owned  their 
own  houses,  and  on  these  men  would  fall 
to  a  large  extent  the  proposed  duty. 
What  had  been  the  policy  of  the  House 
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during  the  past  10  or  12  years  ?  To 
encoarage  both  in  Kngland  and  Ireland 
the  creation  of  small  ,  proprietors  and 
owDershipg.  The  small  tenant  farmer 
of  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  just 
now  spoke  might  be  a  jeoman  farmer 
owning  the  farm  he  tilled.  On  snch  an 
one  these  burdens  would  fall  with  great 
severity.  What  was  the  present  position 
of  the  land  as  regarded  taxation  ?  Its 
position  presented  four  anomalies  or 
admitted  inequalities  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  called  them  —  namely,  in 
regard  to  Income  Tax,  Death  Duties, 
the  exclusive  monopoly  of  the  burden  of 
the  Land  Tax,  which  was  originally  levied 
on  all  property,  and  its  special  position  as 
to  local  burdens.  On  the  Death  Duties 
anomaly  therighthon.  Gentleman  opposite 
had  spoken  at  great  length,  on  the  In- 
come Tax  anomaly  he  had  spoken  a 
little,  and  the  other  two  anomalies  he 
had  Bald  nothing  about.  Having  regard 
to  the  Registration  Bill  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  to  their  Budget  it  might  be 
said  of  them  that  they 

"  Compound  for  eins  they  are  inclioeil  to 
By  damning  those  they  have  no  mind  to." 

He  must  now  confine  himself  to  the 
anomalies  of  the  Death  Duties,  which 
were  calculated  on  life  interrat  and  not 
on  capital  value.  That  advantage,  he 
could  tell  the  Committee  from  experience, 
was  more  apparent  than  real.  If  they 
weut  to  Somerset  House  as  successor  to 
real  property  what  happened  was  this  : 
The  gross  income  was  taken  and  arbi- 
trary deductions  were  made  which  were 
considered  sufficient  to  get  at  the  net  iu- 
eome ;  then  the  net  income  was  calculated 
as  an  annuity,  aud  on  that  they  had  to 
pay.  The  whole  thing  rested  on  the  net 
income  being  fairly  arrived  at,  and  on 
that  uothiog  was  allowed  off  for  manage- 
ment of  estate  or  agency — though  5  per 
cent,  for  agency  was  usual  on  estate 
accounts.  A  man  was  richer  in  the 
opinion  of  Somerset  House  than  he  was 
at  his  bankers.  The  anomaly  of  which 
be  was  speaking  was  created,  explained, 
and  justified  by  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian himself.  Ho  did  not  know  that 
anybody  had  ever  undertaken  to  explain 
the  injustice  of  the  Income  Tax,  but  as 
regarded  the  anomaly  of  the  Death  Duties 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  in  1853  men- 
tioned four  or  five  reasons  why  this  ap- 
parent anomaly  should  be  allowed  to  con- 
tinue.    The    right    hon.  Gentleman 

Mr,  Grant' LawMH 


mentioned  the  Income  Tax,  the  Land 
Tax,  the  expense  of  transfer,  and 
especially  the  great  weight  of  local  taxa- 
tion. He  bad  gone  closely  into  the 
right  hoD.  GentlemaD^s  figures  to  see 
whether  his  arguments  had  lost  any  fon» 
during  the  time  which  had  elapsed* 
He  wished  to  say  a  few  words  with  re- 
ference to  tho  question  of  local  burdeuft 
on  land,  because  these  burdens  were  now 
actually  heavier  on  the  total  value  of 
realty  than  they  were  in  1853.  It  was 
impossible  to  obtain  the  real  amount  of 
the  rates  in  1853,  but  it  was  possible  to 
get  them  for  1851.  From  the  Report  of 
1870,  presented  to  this  House  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  St.  George's  Division,  be  found  that 
the  receipts  from  the  rates  in  1851  were 
£8,916,000,  they  wera  in  1890-91 
£27,818,642.  In  1851  they  had  no 
absolute  Return  of  the  rateable  value 
of  realty,  but  they  had  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  Return  as  to  the  gross  value 
of  realty  in  that  year,  and,  further^ 
a  table  showing  how  much  at  that  period 
they  had  to  deduct  from  the  gross  annual 
value  to  arrive  at  the  rateable  value. 
Working  that  out,  it  would  be  found 
that  the  rateable  value  in  1851  was 
£71,107,000,  whereas  in  1890^1  the 
rateable  value  of  realty  hod  grown  to 
£152,116,000.  By  the  process  of  simple 
arithmetic-  anybody  could  arrive  at  this 
fact,thatwhereas  in  1851  the  rates  falling 
on  realty  amounted  to  2s.  6d  aud  1-IOthd. 
in  the  £l,  in  1890-91  the  rates  were 
3h.  7\d.  in  the  £1  ;  so  that  the  pressure 
of  local  taxation  was  heavier  now  than 
it  was  in  1853,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
made  it  justify  this  anomaly.  He  would 
not  make  an  estimate  of  the  amount  tbac 
would  fall  upon  real  property  when  the 
English  Local  Goverumentt  Bill  came 
into  operation.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  kept  entirely  out  of  view  all 
this  question  of  local  taxation  and  the 
burdens  on  realty.  In  doiug  so,  be  had 
succeeded  in  avoiding  what  would  have 
been  a  rather  nasty  rock  to  stumble  upon, 
because  in  his  Budget  speech  he  quoted 
against  realty  the  Report  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  St. 
George's  of  1870,  as  showing  that  realty 
in  England  paid  leas  to  Imperial  taxation 
than  it  did  in  several  other  countries 
whiuh  he  named.  If  the  right  hon.  Geu> 
tleman  had  completed   the  paragraph 
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which  he  was  reading  he  would  have 
found  the  diametrically  opposite  to  be 
the  ease  as  regarded  Imperial  and 
local  taxation  coupled  together.  These 
words  came  immediately  before  the  words 
which  the  Chaaoellor  of  the  Exchequer 
read- 
mit is,  therefore,  apparent  that,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  Belgiom,  rew  propertiefl  pay  a  larger 
proportion  in  the  United  Kingdom  to  what  it 
VAy%  elsewhere,  though  the  difference  between 
France  and  the  United  Kingdom  is  little  more 
than  I  per  cent.  Throwing  Imperial  and  local 
taxation  together,  the  general  reanlt  of  the 
taxes'  upon  real  property  appears  to  be  as 
follows :" — 

and  there  followed  a  table  showing  that 
realty  io  the  United  Kingdom,  taking 
local  and  Imperial  taxaUon  together, 
after  the  abolitbn  of  the  Pure  Insurance 
Dnty  and  the  reduction  of  the  Income 
Tax  to  4d.,  paid  more  than  any  other 
country,  Belgium  excepted.  What  was 
the  relief  iu  the  matter  of  Income  Tax  P 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  based  this 
Resolution  upon  the  fact  that  he  had 
givRD  some  reduction  in  the  matter  of 
Income  Tax,  and  bad  accused  them  of 
being  ungrateful.  He  assured  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  they  were  grateful 
for  small  mercies ;  they  bad  not  been 
plundered  so  much  as  some  of  the  sup- 

Sorters  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
esired  they  should  he.  But  he  appealed 
to  the  common  sense  of  the  Committee 
asi  to  whether  any  landlord  in  the  world 
received  nine-tenths  of  the  gross  rent 
roll  of  bis  estate  to  spend.  He  tooli  it 
that  what  was  meant  by  net  income  was 
the  income  which,  at  the  end  of  the  year, 
would  be  available  for  dividend  if  a 
person  made  himself  into  a  Joint  Stock 
Company.  Who  could  say  that  one- 
tenth  was  a  fair  deduction  to  get  ?  As 
regarded  the  outgoings,  there  were  the 
repairs,  the  management  and  collection 
of  the  rent,  arrears,  and  law  charges,  of 
which  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Midlothian  said — 

"  Without  these  it  is  impossible  to  conduct 
banness  connected  with  landed  property  and 
hoDses.*' 

Taking  ofT  all  these  deductions,  and  re- 
membering that  they  came,  in  the  case  of 
real  property,  charged  for  mortgages, 
annuities,  dowers,  and  portions,  only  out 
of  the  margin,  who  could  say  that  one- 
tenth  was  a  reasonable  deduction  P  He 
bad  the  specific  figures  Iwfore  him.  For 
the  purpose   of  getting  the  rateable 


value  of  property  it  was  the  role 
to  deduct  everything  that  was  re- 
quired to  keep  Uie  property  in  a  state 
of  repair  sufficient  to  earn  the  rent.  He 
would  not  take  anyone  County  or  Rating 
Authority,  because  the  application  of  the 
rule  varied  with  different  counties,  but  be 
would  take  the  collective  wisdom  of  all 
the  Rating  Authorities  of  England. 
The  Return  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  St.  George's,  Hanover 
Square,  showed  calculations  at  five 
different  periods  as  to  the  gross  income 
returned  for  Income  Tax,  and  it  appeared 
that  to  arrive  at  rateable  value  the  deduc- 
tion ongfat  to  be  not  10  per  cent,  or  16|- 
per  cent.,  which  it  was  now  proposed  by 
the  Chancellor  to  deduct,  but  between  25 
and  30  per  cent.  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  said  in  his  Report  in  1891  that 
the  gross  income  from  land,  bouses,  rail- 
ways, and  rateable  property  generally  was 
£219,554,086.  The  rateable  value  was 
£152,116,008.  The  deduction  was 
almost  precisely  30  per  cent.,  or  rather 
over.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
started  with  the  proposition  that  it  was 
best  to  place  both  taxes,  the  Death 
Duties  and  the  Income  Tax,  on  a  fair  and 
equitable  basis,  but  the  small  deduction 
lie  had  allowed,  an  instalment  of  justice 
long  overdue,  would  not  induce  owners 
of  land  aud  the  agricultural  interest 
generally  to  give  him  a  receipt  in  full  for 
all  the  claims  they  had,  not  upon  his 
generosity  but  npon  his  sense  of  justice. 
They  entered  that  caveat  at  once.  It 
would  be  found  that  laud,  instead  of  pay- 
ing too  little  to  Imperial  taxation  as 
compared  with  personalty,  was  paying 
too  much,  and  they  could  still  continue 
to  put  that  claim  before  their  consti- 
tuents. 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  Before  I  say  a  few 
words  upon  the  general  question,  I 
should  like  to  make  one  remark  iu  reply 
to  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat 
down.  He  says  that  no  one  who 
has  any  knowledge  of  rating  would 
make  the  deduction  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
suggested,  and  that  it  is  inconsistent 
with  both  the  practice  and  opinion 
of  all  Rating  Authorities.  I  think  that 
the  Rating  Authority  of  the  great  County 
uf  Lancashire  and  the  Rating  Authority 
of  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire  are  two 
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verj  typical  aod  reliable  cases  to  guide 
this  Houie.  Those  authorities  may  be 
takeo  as  specimens  of  men  who  are 
singularly  competent  to  decide  these  ques- 
t»onS|  and  their  counties  are  specimens 
of  counties  where  every  variety  of 
industry  flourishes,  pra^ps  to  be 
found  nowhere  else  in  the  Kingdom. 
Those  Rating  Authorities  declared 
in  their  recommendation  to  their 
County  Councils,  and  the  County  Coun- 
cils have  adopted  the  recommendation, 
that  l-12th  is  the  proper  allowance  to 
make  in  respect  of  land,  and  one-sixth 
in  respect  of  house  property,  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  while 
accepting  the  higher  rale  so  far  as  houses 
were  concerned,  has  increased  the  l-12th 
to  !•  lOtfa  in  respect  of  laud.  But  I  have 
risen  not  to  reply  to  the  faon.  Member  on 
that  question,  but  rather  to  reply  upon 
the  broader  questions  which  he  has  raised, 
and  which  were  also  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division. 
That  right  hon.  Gentteman  said  that  the 
land  of  this  country  was  taxed  and  rated 
out  of  all  proportion  to  its  real  value — 
{^Opposition  cheers'\ — and  those  cheers 
show  that  hon.  Members  share  in  that 
view.  The  bou.  Member  who  has  just 
sat  down  has  insUtnced  many  anomalies 
whieh  affect'  taxation  of  land  in  this 
country,  and  has  dwelt  upon  the  exces- 
sive burden  of  -  local  taxation,  Itaving 
taken  the  figures  from  the  Return  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  St. 
George's,  ami  also  from  a  Return  I 
myself  prepared  some  few  mouths  ago. 
Having  bad  the  duty  devolved  upon  mo 
of  making  that  inquiry,  I  hope  the 
Committee  will  allow  me  to  say  a 
word  or  two  in  reference  to  this 
burden  of  taxation  upon  land  in  this 
couDtry,  and  especially  upon  agricnltnral 
land.  I  admit  at  once  that  it  is  a  grave 
question,  and  a  difficult  question.  I 
admit  that  in  1853  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Midlothian  pointed  to 
the  burdens  ou  land  in  the  shape  of  local 
taxation.  That  was  the  justification  of 
the  proposals  oF  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
1888.  But  although  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  then  stated  that  the  account 
was  closed,  and  that  the  Stato  ^ad  then 
rendered  fuU  satisfaction  to  tlM  landed 
interest,  with  respect  to  local  t^ation, 
jet  now  we  find  the  demand  i'i  still 
made,  and   the  complaints   are  ^ow 
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perhaps  greater  than  they  ever  were.  I 
think,  ui^er  these  ctrcumstaoces,  it  will 
not  be  an  unpardonable  expenditure  of 
time  if  I  point  ont  what  the  real 

facts  are.  These  assertions  cannot  be 
either  proved  or  disproved  by  making 
dogmatic  statements.  Some  Members 
may  be  of  opinion  that  land  is  unjustly 
taxed  so  far  as  local  taxation  is  concerned; 
others  may  be  of  opinion  that  land  Is  not 
taxed  sufficiently  as  compared  with  other 
interests  in  the  country.  All  I  am  going 
to  do  to-uight — and  I  shall  deal  with  the 
matter  in  no  controversial  spirit — is  to 
endeavour  to  pnt  before  the  Committee 
the  result  of  my  own  inquiry,  and  also  the 
result  of  the  combined  inquiries  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  myself  on  this 
question,  and  I  will  leave  the  Committee 
to  draw  its  own  conclusions.  Now,  the 
first  thing  we  have  to  dcfal  with  is  to 
ascertain  what  is  the  total  amount  of 
public  rates  levied  at  the  present  time — 
what  is  the  amount  of  our  local  taxation. 
The  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
said  with  great  accuracy  that  that 
taxation  has  been  enormously  increased 
in  recent  years.  I  exclude  from  con-  , 
sideration  all  rates  levied  for  other  than 
public  purposes.  I  do  not  include  gas  or 
water  rates,  or  any  rates  levied,  so  to 
speak,  for  a  reproductive  purpose.  I  am 
dealing  now  with  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentteman  opposite  called  direct  taxa- 
tion, and  I  am  taking  the  figures  for  the 
last  year  for  which  we  have  a  correct 
Return,  the  year  1891.  In  a  few  weeks' 
time  the  Returns  for  the  next*  year  will 
be  ready,  but  I  know  enough  of 
the  figures  to  say  that  practically  the 
difference  will  be  very  slight,  and  the 
Committee  wilt  be  safe  in  judging 
this  question  on  the  figures  of  the 
last  yotr's  Return  pnblij^ed  of  local 
taxation.  The  amount  of  local  taxation 
is,  in  round  figures,  £28,000,000,  it  being 
£27,818,000.  I  need  hardly  say  that 
that  is  a  figure  which  the  Committee 
should  not  pass  by  lightly.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  in  his  Budget  has  made  very 
great  demands — the  Government  think 
necessary  demands — upon  the  publio 
in  respect  to  Imperial  Expenditore. 
That  Imperial  Expenditure  has  grown, 
and  is  growing,  to  a  veir  enormoas 
sum.  When  we  eonaider  the  burdens 
upon  the  people  of  this  country  we  most 
add  to  this  very  heavy  Imperial  Expen- 
diture the  enormous  snm  of  local  tax*- 
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ttOD  whioh  is,  I  am  afraid,  rapidly 
approaching  £80,000,000  sterling.  The 
next  point  is  hov  is  this  £28,000,000 
raised,  or  rather  from  what  localities  is  it 
raised,  and  how  is  it  dasBified  ?  I  will 
deal  with  it  rather  in  roand  figures,  and 
will  Dot  trouble  the  Committee  with 
fractions.  Now  the  Metropolitan  and 
orban  districts  of  this  country  raise  about 
£17,500,000.  London  raises  al>out 
£8,000,000,  and  the  rest  of  the  muni- 
cipal and  other  boroughs  and  urban 
districts  raise  £9,500,000.  The  partly 
urban  and  partly  rural  districts  raise 
£8,200,000,  and  the  purely  mral  dis- 
tricts raise  in  round  figures  a  little  orer 
£2,000,000  —  to  be  exactly  right, 
£2,108,673.  In  that  mode  we  raise  the 
£28,000,000.  I  would  like,  in  the 
tirst  instance,  to  contrast  this  with 
the  rates  which  were  raised  when  the 
right  bou.  Gentleman  opposite  made 
his  investigation  25  years  ago.  He 
then  BBcertained  that  the  aggregate  taxa- 
tion of  this  country  for  local  rates  was 
in  round  figures  £16,500,000.  The  Com- 
mittee will  note  tlte  large  increase  from 
£16,500,000  to  pnkctically  £80,000,000 
in  these  few  years  since  1868.  I  find  in 
the  Metropolitan  and  urban  districts  the 
taxation  was  then  £6,750,000.  It  is  now 
£17,500,000,  so  that  the  Committee  will 
note  that  the  enormous  iDcrease  has  not 
been  in  the  agriculturni  districts,  but 
that  it  has  been  in  the  urban  and 
Metropolitan  districts.  In  partly  urban 
and  partly  rural  districts — and  this  is  a 
very  singular  feature  which  I  shall  ex- 
plain shortly — the  amount  is  now  prac- 
tically the  same  as  it  was  then,  but  there 
is  a  slight  decrease  of  something  like 
£160,000.  But  in  round  figures  you 
may  say  that  the  increase  has  been 
£10,750,000  in  the  urban  and  Metro- 
politan districts.  There  baa  been  no  in- 
crease in  the  partly  rural  and  partly 
urban,  but  in  the  purely  rural  there  has 
been  an  increase  of  nearly  £VOO,000. 

•Sib  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  Would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  give  us  figures  re- 
specting  the  rateable  values  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  can  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  have  no 
wish  to  put  these  figures  before  the  Com- 
mittee in  any  ooe-sided  way,  and  I  will 
call  attention  to  the  varieties  in  rateable 
value  presently.  That  is  a  very  im- 
portant point,  of  course,  and  I  may  say 
now  that  these  details  that  I  have  given 


are  to  a  certain  extent  misleading,  be- 
cause the  decrease  in  the  rates  raised 
in  the  partly  urban  and  partly  mral 
districts  is  due  largely  to  snbventions. 
Then  the  area  in  which  the  rural  rates 
are  raised  is  constantly  diminishing,  in 
consequence  of  the  formation  of  new 
uiiMn  districts,  and  the  rateable  value 
may  have  so  risen  in  some  urban  and 
fallen  in  some  rural  districts  that  the 
rates  in  the  £1  may  have  fallen  in  the 
urban  and  risen  in  the  rural  districts. 
Therefore  I  do  not  ask  the  Committee  to 
take  these  figures  as  conclusive.  I  would 
rather  take  as  tJie  teat  of  the  severity  of 
local  burdens,  not  the  amount  raised,  but 
the  rates  in  the  £1  of  the  rates  levied. 
What  is  the  average  rate  in  the£l,  taking 
into  consideration  all  the  rates  levied  in 
England  and  Wales,  and  to  what  extent 
has  that  rate  been  increased  P  Until  we 
get  to  the  year  1841  I  do  not  think  the 
figures  are  to  he  entirely  depended  on ; 
but  in  1803  the  average  rate  was  48.  5^. 
iutbe£l  ;  in  1813-15,  Ss.  Ijd. ;  in  1817, 
3s.  10|d. ;  in  1827,  Ss.  8d. ;  in  1841, 
2s.  7d.;  iu  1868,  3s.  4d. ;  and  in  1891, 
3s.  Hd.  Between  1868  and  1891,  there^ 
fore,  there  has  been  an  increase  of  4d. 
only.  The  fluctuation  of  the  rates  has 
been  remarkable,  and  it  is  due  to  the 
subventions  that  the  amount  has  not 
exceeded  Ss.  8d.  Taking  this  figure  of 
3b.  8d.  as  the  total  rate  in  the  £1  for 
England  and  Wales,  the  next  question 
for  consideration  is  how  it  rs  composed. 
What  portion  of  it  is  raised  by  what  are 
called  old  rates  and  what  portion  by 
rates  imposed  iu  recent  times  ?  The 
right  bon.  Member  for  Sleaford  rather 
blamed  the  Government  for  not  taking 
the  Land  Tax  into  consideration  as  a 
tax  upon  land.  I  cannot  agree  with 
the  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
for  the  Land  Tax  is  essentially  an  here- 
ditary burden,  subject  to  which  land 
has  been  bought  and  sold  at  all 
events  for  100  or  150  years. 
The  Land  Tax,  of  course,  has  nothing 
to  do  with  my  present  argument;  I  am 
only  saying  that  in  passing,  because 
the  Land  Tax  is  not  a  local  biit  Imperial 
chaige.  There  are  two  charges  which  X 
shall  venture  to  submit  to  the  Committee 
are  emphatically  hereditary  burdens  out- 
side the  purview  of  what  might  be 
described  as  current  taxation.  The  old 
rates  levied  during  a  long  series  of  years 
from  1841  were  divided  by  my  predecessor 
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and  bj  myself  ioto  four — the  poor  rate, 
the  highway  rate,  the  county  rate,  and 
the  chureh  rate.  These  are  the  old 
rates.  The  new  rates  are  the  sanitary 
and  the  whole  structure  of  municipal, 
urban,  and  education  rates.  [An  hon. 
UxHBZB :  The  police  rate.]  The  police 
rate  is  induded  in  ihe  county  rate,  and  both 
have  been  collected  together.  But  tite 
oldest  rate  of  all,  and  the  priocipal  local 
rate  levied  for  300  years,  is  the  poor 
rate  ;  and  by  the  poor  rate  rising  aud 
falling  is  to  a  great  extent  to  be  tested 
^e  severity  or  the  contrary  of  local 
burdens.  The  poor  rate,  I  maintain,  is 
an  hereditary  burden  on  land.  ["No, 
no  I  "J  The  poor  rate  has  been  imposed 
on  land  iu  this  country  at  all  events  since 
1603 ;  land  has  been  charged  with  the 
burden  of  maintaining  the  poor  of  the 
parish  in  which  that  land  was  situated 
["  No,  no  ! "]  ;  and  every  acre  of  land 
since  1603  has  been  bought  and  sold 
subject  to  that  burden.  It  is  the  un- 
fortunate mischief  of  our  system  of 
local  taxation  that  in  the  expression 
"  poor  rate "  we  include  a  great  deal 
that  does  not  relate  to  the  relief 
of  the  poor.  We  have  the  rates 
raised  for  the  expenditure  of  the 
Guardians  and  the  Poor  Law  Authorities 
for  purposes  connected  with  the  relief  of 
the  poor  ;  but  theu  the  county  rate,  often 
the  borough  rate,  the  police  rate,  contri- 
butions to  the  Overseers,  Highway 
Boards,  School  Boards,  Rural  Sanitary 
Authorities,  are  all  raised  in  the  poor 
rate.  Therefore,  to  get  at  the  real  truth  of 
that  impost,  we  must  dismiss  everything 
except  Poor  Law  expenditure.  I  do 
not  say  that  the  gross  poor  rate  is 
an  hereditary  burden  on  land.  I  do  not 
say  that  the  poor  rate  of  last  year,  which 
was  nearer£16,000,000than£la,000,000, 
is  a  hereditary  burden  on  land,  because  it 
includes  a  vast  variety  of  items  which 
are  not  hereditary  burdens  ;  but  out 
of  the  amount  of  the  poor  rate 
raised  for  tbesn  purposes,  what  is  ex- 
pended in  relief  of  the  poor  ?  That 
is  the  true  hereditary  burden.  Last 
year  there  was  expended  iu  relief  of 
the  poor  about  £7,250,000,  and  that 
was  raised  out  of  the  sum  I  mputioned 
of  nearly  £16,000,000.  What  I  want 
to  put  to  the  Committee  is  what 
has  been  the  pure  poor  rate — if  I  mav 
coin  an  expression — the  rate  raised  for 
the  relief  of  the  poor,  and  has  that  been 

Mr.  U.  H.  Fowler 


an  increasing  or  a  diminishing  burden  ? 
Is  the  average  now  higher  than  it  was, 
and  is  there  a  greater  burden  imposed 
upon  land  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  than 
there  has  been  in  any  previous  period  ? 
We  have  dear  iignres  about  that.  In  180S 
the  rate  expended  in  relief  of  the  poor 
was  3s.  4^.  in  the  £1  ;  in  1813,28.  4id.; 
in  1827,  28.  5}d.;  in  1841,  Is.  Sjd.; 
in  1856,  Is.  8d.;in  1866,  Is.  4^.;  and  in 
1868  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
put  the  rate  at  Is.  6d.  Taking  1868 
as  the  starting-point  of  my  calculation 
with  reference  to  the  poor  rate,  I  have  to 
see  what  was  the  coudition  of  the  poor 
rate  in  1891  as  compared  with  1868.  The 
testing  of  this  figure  will,  I  think,  throw 
some  light  on  the  relief  which  has  been 
given  out  of  Imperial  taxation  for  local 
parposes.-  In  1891  the  average  poor 
rate  of  EngUnd  and  Wales  was  Is.  l^d. ; 
in  London  it  was  Is.  1^.;  and  in  the 
provinces  it  was  utider8^.  If  you,  there- 
fore, exclude  London — and  I  think  for 
the  purposes  of 'an  argument  of  this  sort 
we  should,  especially  in  dealing  with  rural 
taxation  —  we  find  that  in  1891  this 
rate  is,  in  the  Provinces,  less  than  half 
of  what  it  was  in  1868.  There  are,  of 
course,  certain  items  to  be  added  in  the 
shape  of  expenses  which  fall  on  the  Poor 
Law  Authwities  which  are  neither 
wholly  connected  nor  wholly  unconnected 
with  the  relief  of  the  poor ;  but  taking 
all  these  iuto  account,  I  submit  that 
there  has  been  a  fall  of  more  than  4d. 
iu  the  £1  iu  London  and  7id.  in  the  Pro- 
vinces. There  is  a  decrease,  therefore, 
of  what  I  venture  to  submit  to  the  House 
is  an  hereditary  burden  ou  land,  and  that 
decrease  has  arisen,  not  from  a  decrease 
in  the  expenditure  of  poor  relief,  which 
has  increased  and  is  still  increasing — the 
relief  has  arisen  partly  from  an  increase 
in  the  rateable  value  and  partly  from  the 
very  large  subventions  which  have  been 
mode  to  the  Poor  Law  Guardians  in  the 
relief  of  the  rate  for  the  specific  purposes 
of  relieving  the  poor.  The  other 
hereditary  burden  which  land  is  bound 
to  bear  is  the  highway  rate.  Land  boa 
always  lieen  subject  in  this  country — 
ever,  indeed,  since  this  country  might  be 
said  to  have  had  civilisation  —  to  the 
burden  of  repairing  the  highways.  That 
rate  has  been  virtually  the  some  fw,  1 
might  say,  the  greater  part-  of  this  cen- 
tury. In  1817  it  was  £1,400,000;  in 
1862  it  stood  at  the  same  figure.  In 
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1883  the  average  rate  levied  in  the  £1 
for  the  highway  rate  was  7*ld. ;  it  varied 
slightlv  until  1889,  when  it  again  stood 
at  7*la. ;  in  the  two  succeeding  years  it 
was  6*4d.  aod  6d.,  and  practically  the  rate 
is  standing  at  that  figure  now.  If  anything, 
therefore,  there  has  been  a  fall  in  the 
highway  rate  during  the  last  few  years. 
I  need  say  nothing  about  the  church 
rate.  That  has  gone,  but  while  it  lasted 
it  was  a  burden.  There  is  a  greater 
diflBculty  in  dealing  with  the  county  rate. 
Theeouuties  had  different  modes  of  assess- 
ment, and  the  areas  of  the  counties  had 
varied,  especially  since  the  introduction  of 
theLocalGovernmentActof  1888,  which, 
80  far  as  the  Metropolis  is  concerned,  has 
materially  altered  the  position  of  the 
counties.  The  figures  I  am  now  quoting 
are  not  my  own  figures,  but  those  of  the 
Statistical  and  other  Departments  of  the 
Local  Gwernment  Board,  prepared  under 
the  superintendence  of  one  of  the  ablest 
men  in  the  Civil  Service,  and  therefore 
the  figures  can  be  relied  on.  The  result 
shown  is  that  there  has  been  no  great 
variation  in  the  county  rate.  In  1870  it 
vas  4|d. ;  in  1880,  4J<1. ;  and  I  pUce  it 
myself  now  practically  at  od.,  but  I  do 
Dot  think  that  it  has  increased  beyond 
that  amount.  The  result  of  all  this  upon 
these  old  rates,  which  have  always  been 
for  a  long  series  or  years  a  burden  on 
land,  and  two  of  which  are  an  hereditary 
burden  on  land,  is  that  while  those  old 
rates  in  1 868  were  2b.  7d.  in  the  £  1 ,  iu  1 891 
they  were  Is.  lO^d. ;  and,  therefore,  there 
has  been  a  fall  in  the  old  rates  of  8^.  It 
is  dear,  therefore,  that  so  far  as  these  are 
«oneerned  there  has  been  this  reduction. 
There  is  another  side,  of  course,  to  the 
acconnt.  Hon.  Members  will  say,  "It 
is  all  very  well  to  talk  about  old  rates, 
but  you  have  already  admitted  to  us 
apparently  that  there  is  a  rise  of  4d.  from 
1868  to  the  present,  whilst  now  you  are 
talking  of  a  diminution  of  8^.  How  do 
you  account  for  the  discrepancy  ? " 
By  the  great  increase  in  taxation 
which  has  taken  pUce  during  the 
last  20  years.  luteal  taxation  ap- 
pears to  have  commenced  its  rise 
at  the  beginning  of  the  70*a.  It 
increased  largely  in  the  *80*s,  and 
it  has  not  decreased  iu  the  *90*s. 
In  1868  the  municipal  and  urban  sani- 
tary rates  outside  London  amounted  to 
£3,000,000.  In  1 880  they  were  £6,700,000, 
Mod  in  1891  £8,500,000.   Prior  to  1880 


the  rates  in  the  £1  of  those  rates 
cannot  be  ascertained,  as  the  rateable 
values  of  the  urban  districts  are  not  re- 
corded.   In  1880  the  rate  in  the  £1  of 

the  municipal  and  urban  sanitary  rate 
averaged,  in  boroughs  23.  5^d.,  and  in 
other  urban  districts  Is.  9|d.  In  1891 
it  had  risen  in  boroughs  to  3s.  O^d.,  aod 
in  other  urban  districts  to  2s.  4d.  la 
addition  to  these  rates,  there  were  also 
the  new  School  Board  rates,  which  had 
come  into  existence  since  1868,  and 
which,  when  spread  over  the  whole 
of  the  valuations  of  l>oroughs  and  other 
urban  districts,  averaged  in  boroughs 
ft  little  over  5d.,  and  in  other 
urban  districts  3^.  in  tfae  £  1 .  I 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  new 
rates  levied  in  boroughs  have  now 
reached  3s.  5^d.  in  the£l.  There  is  an 
average  borough  rate  of  7*2d.,  an  average 
School  Board  rate  of  5d.,  and  au  average 
borough  urban  sanitary  rate  of  2s.  5^. 
The  House  will  see  that  these  are  entirely 
new  rates,  which  were  not  in  existence  toa 
great  extent  many  years  ago,  and  these 
formed  a  considerable  increase  to  the  local 
taxation.  With  reference  to  the  rates  in 
the  rural  districts,  the  first  diflicnlty  in 
finding  out  what  has  been  the  position  of 
purely  rural  districts  is  with  reference  to 
the  School  Board  rate.  In  some  districts 
there  is  no  such  rate,  while  in  others  it 
is  very  heavy.  The  rate  as  a  whole  must 
be  taken  and  spread  over  the  whole  of 
the  rural  districts.  The  new  burdens 
which  have  been  imposed  on  land  within 
the  last  20  yean  are  three  in  number — 
(he  rural  sanitary  rate,  the  School  Board 
rate,  and  the  burial  rate.  The  gross  total 
of  the  rural  sanitary  rate  is  £412,000 ;  the 
gross  total  of  the  School  Board  rate 
raised  in  purely  rural  districts  is  £350,000, 
There  is  also  a  proportion  of  the  School 
Board  rate  raised  in  parishes  consisting 
mainly  of  urban  districts,  but  which  in- 
clude a  considerable  portion  of  rural  popu- 
lation ;  and  for  that  I  allow  £105,000. 
The  gross  total  of  new  local  taxation  on 
the  rural  districts  between  1868  and 
1891  was,  therefore,  £867,000.  If  that 
were  spread  equally  over  the  poor 
rate  valuation  of  these  rural  districts,  it 
would  amount  to  a  rate  of  4d.  in 
the  £1.  Therefore,  the  rural  districts 
are  paying  in  local  taxation  under  the 
old  rates  8^.  in  the  £1  less,  and  under 
the  new  rates  4d.  iu  the  £1  more,  show- 
ing a  net  deduction  of  4^^n  the  £1 .  In 
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the  valuable  tables  prepared  in  1868  the 
amonot  of  the  poor,  couuty,  church,  and 
bigfawaj  rates  levied  in  the  rural  districts 
was  put  at  2s.  7d.  in  the  £1.    The  same 
rotes,  with  the  additiou  of  the  sanitary 
and  education  rates,  in  1890-91  were  put 
at  2a.  2^.,  which  would  show  a  fall  of 
4^,  Hon.  Members  have  asked  me  about 
rateable  values,  and  what  are  the  propor- 
tions of  property  oa  which  these  rates  fall. 
I  do  not  quite  noderstaud  the  figures 
which  the  hon.  Crentleman  who  has  just 
sat  donrn  has  given  us.    He  said  that  in 
1851  the  rateable  value  was  £71,000,000. 
Now,  Sir,  I  have  it  here  in  the  Report  of 
the  ri|^h  t  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  that  the 
rateable  value  in  1847  was  £67,000,000 ; 
in  1856  it  was  put  at  £71,840,000 ;  and 
in  1868  it  had  reached  £100,500,000. 
The    increase   in   the    rateable  value 
between  1868  and  to-day  is  the  difference 
.between  £100,000,000  and  £154,000,000. 
The  roteaUe  value  of  the  rural  sanitary 
districts  in  1882  was  £55,000,000,  and  in 
1892  was  £53,000,000,  which  shows  a 
very  small  decrease.    Of  coarse,  there  is 
an  explanation  of  that.    It  arose  partly 
on  account  of  the  increase  of  value  of  one 
description  of  property  and  decrease  of 
value  in  another  description,  because  I 
find  that  the  Income  Tax  valuation  of 
the  value  of  the  land  has  fallen  from 
£50,000,000  in  1873  to  £42,000,000  in 
the  present  year,  which  is  a  decrease  of 
something  like  £8,000,000;  and  there- 
f(»remucb  of  the  decrease  in  the  rural  sani- 
tary  nteable  value  must  arise  from  the 
increase  of  house  and  other  properties  in 
tiiose  districts  and  also,  periiaps,  from  a 
better  mode  of  assessment  so  far  as  that 
is  concerned.    At  all  events,  so  far  as  the 
.  rural  districts  are  concerned,  we  have 
only  a  decrease  of  rateable  value  of 
something  like  £2,500,000.    The  ques- 
tion we  have  to  ask  ourselves  is,  what  is 
the  burden  on  land  of  local  taxation  at 
the  present  day  ?    That  is  the  point  on 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
is   impeached  with  reference   to  the 
Budget.  The  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Steuord  was  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  no  right 
to  increase  the  burden  of  Imperial  taxa- 
tion on   land,  because  its   burdens  in 
respect  of  local  taxation  had  been  so 
enormously  increased.    As  far  as  rating 
was  concerned,  I  have  shown  the  House 
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that  the  burden  has  been  decreased  in- 
stead of  increased  in  recent  years.  We 
have  the  difficulty  again  in  reference  to 
these  figures  which  is  caused  by  the 
difference  between  onr  various  systems  of 
valuation.    I  ventured  to  say  when  the 
Local  Government  Bill  was  before  the 
House  that  I  knew  for  no  more  pressing 
reform  than  that  there  should  be  an 
assessment  for  all  purposes.    We  ought 
to  have  one  valuation  fen*  local  and  Im- 
perial purposes.   The  County  Councils 
are  now  endeavouring  to  put  their  rates 
upon  what  I  may  call  a  rational  system, 
because  there  is  uo  rational  principle  in 
the  variety  of  systems  adopted  by  the 
various  assessment  committees.  They 
vary  to  an  enormous  extent,  and  there- 
fore, when  aggregated,  they  present  the 
extraordinary  discrepancy  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Thirsk  pointed  ^>ut.  As 
showing  how  the  value  of  different  classes 
of  property  has  shifted;  I  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  following  figures  : — 
According  to  the  investigations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  total  annual 
value  of  rateable  property  was  thus 
distributed  :    In    1814,  of    a  total 
of    £53,500,000,     lands  represented 
£37,000,000,  houses  nearly  £15,000,000, 
and  "  other  property  "  about  £1,500,000. 
In  1843  the  total  amount  had  risen  to 
£85,803,000,    and     was    thus  distri- 
buted :    Lands,   £42,128,000 ;  houses, 
£35,556,000  ;  railways,  £2,418,000  ;  and 
other  property,  £5,701,000.    In  1868 
the  total  value  was  £143,873,000,  dis- 
tributed as  follows :  Lands,  £47,767,000 ; 
houses,       £68,013,000  ;  railways, 
£15,980,000;     and    other  property, 
£12,113,000.    The  House  will,  perhaps, 
understand  these  figures  better  if  I  give 
them  to  the  form  of  percentages.  In 
1814  lands  represented  69*28  per  cent.; 
houses,  27*84  per  cent.,  and  other  pro- 
perty 2*88  per  cent.   In  1843  lands  had 
decreased  to  49*10  per  cent.;  houses  were 
41*44  per  cent.;  railways  were  2*82  per 
cent.,  and  other  property  6*64  per  cent. 
In  1868  the  percentage  of  lands  was  only 
33*20 ;  of  houses  47*27  ;  of  nilwaya 
11*11  ;  andof  other|ffop«ty  8*42.  Com- 
menting on  these  figures,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — 

It  appears  that  a  complete  revolution  has 
taken  place  In  the  relative  poeition  of  lands  and 
otha  rlnMm  ot  property  as  oontrtbuton  to 
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local  taxation.   While  in  1814  lands,  Bpeakitig  i 
broadly,  represeated  70  per  cent,  of  the  total  | 
TiUue  ot  real  propertj,  tbey  now  represent  only 
38  per  cent,  or  lew  than  half  of  the  prerlotu  ' 
percentage;  honses  whleh  in  1814  contributed 
only  27*84  per  cent.,  or  little  more  than  one  j 
quarter  of  the  value  of  real  property,  now  le-  ; 
present  47*27,  or  nearly  one-hau  ;  while  rail- 
ways and  other  property  which  in  1814  eontri- 
bated  only  2-88  to  the  whole  now  t(^ther  con-  | 
tribute  19-63."  I 
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The  same  process  has  continnod  since  ! 
1868.    On  reference  to  the  amounts  and  | 
perceotageg  of  the  assessments  to  the 
Income  Tax,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  per- 
centage of  lands  has  steadily  fallen,  while  | 
those  of  houses,  railwftjs,  and  other  pro-  > 
pertieshaTeataadilytncreased.  Thefigures 
for  the  Incume  Tax  valuation  for  1890-1 
show  that  of  a  total  annual  value  of 
£219,003,000  lands  were  represented  hy 
19'24  per  cent.,  houses  hj  56*35  per  cent., 
railways  by  14*(X2,  and  other  properties  by 
10-39.     The    rates  raised  by  Local 
Authorities    amounted    in     1817  to 
£10,100,000,  and  in  1868  to  £16,500,000. 
It  would  appear,  therefore,  that  the  rates 
borne  by  lands    amounted,  speaking 
broadly,  in  1817  to  £6,733,000,  and 
in  1868  £5,500,000 ;  while  those  borne 


now,  and  he  'said  that  of  all  delusions 
which  agriculturists  entertained  noue  was 
greater  than  the  idea  that  they  could  be 
reliered  by  any  shifting  or  changing  of 
local  taxation.  He  added  that  if  the  Und 
were  to  be  relieved  from  all  rates  what- 
ever, the  relief  would  only  amoant  to 
something  between  2s.  and  38.  an  acre. 
I  have  shown  that  the  actual  figure 
is  about  3s.  0|d.  per  acre.  Can  that 
mean  the  prosperity  or  depression  of 
the  agricultural  interest  ?  I  do  not 
wish  to  minimise  the  depression  in  agri- 
culture. It  is  the  greatest  industry 
in  the  country  ;  it  has  the  largest  amoant 
of  capital  invested  in  it ;  and  it  is  more 
depressed  than  any  other.  At  the  same 
time,  if  we  are  to  look  at  the  matter  from 
a  statesmanlike  point  of  view,  we  mast 
be  snre  of  the  facts  and  fignres,  and  I 
submit  to  the  House  with  a  considerable 
amount  of  confidence  that  the  real  burden 
on  agricultural  land  at  this  moment  is 
not  much  over  3s.  0^.  per  acre,  and 
that  from  whatever  source  agriculturists 
are  to  look  for  relief — and  I  hope 
they  will  be  able  to  find  some  reliable 
source — ^I  do  not  believe  they  will 
find  it  in  tampering  with  or  shifting 
about  the  burdens  of  local  taxation.  May 
I  say  one  word  before  I  sit  down  about 


by  houses  and  other  properties  amounted  i  subventions  ?    Why   have  these  rates 


in  1817  to  £3,366,000,  and  in  1868  to  | 
£11,000,000.  In  1891  the  rates  borne 
by  lands  did  not  exceed  £4,260,000, 
while  those  borne  by  houses  and  other  pro- 
perties amounted  at  least  to  £23,500,000. 
When  I  mention  land  I  should  tell  the 
House  that  it  notonly  includes  agricultural 
laud,  but  land  for  ornamental  purposes, 
parks,  gardens  attached  to  houses,  farm 
houses,  farm  buildings,  tithe-rent  charge, 
tithe  not  arising  from  land,  Easter  offer- 
ings, and  other  money  payments  in 
respect  of  Church  matters,  othor  royalties, 
easements,  right  of  way,  and  so  on.  If 
the  amount  of  £4,260,000  had  been  borne 
by  agricultural  land  it  would  have 
amounted  last  year  to  an  average  of 
3s.  0-7d.  on  the  27,800,000  acres  which 
are  under  all  kinds  of  crops.  That  is  a 
singular  confirmation  of  the  statement 
made  to  me  four  or  five  years  ago  by  the 
late  Mr.  James  Howard,  who  was  a  sound 
authority  on  all  agricultural  matters,  Mr. 
Howard  waa  talking  of  the  great  distress 
iu  i^ricnlture  which  was  then  very  much 
depressed— though  it  is  more  depressed 


diminished  in  spite  of  a  large  increase  of 
expenditure  on  the  poor  and  on  sanitary  * 
purposes  P  The  answer  to  that  is,  first, 
that  it  is  due  to  the  great  increase  in  the 
rateable  value  of  property  ;  and,  secondly, 
to  the  large  amount  which  is  contributed 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  out 
of  the  Imperial  funds  to  the  relief  of  the 
local  rates,  - 1  am  not  going  to  enter  into 
a  discussion  upon  arguable  points  such  as 
those  whieh  relate  to  contribution  from 
the  Treasury  to  the  prisons,  for  the 
police,  and  a  variety  of  suniUr  pur- 
poses. But  my  general  contention 
is  that  the  relief  which  has  been  given 
out  of  Imperial  Revenue  to  local  taxa- 
tion during  the  last  few  years  has 
amonnted  to  something  like  £6,500,000 
per  annum,  with  the  result  that  in  1891 
in  London,  where  the  average  rate  in  the 
£1  of  the  rates  raised,  calculated  on  the 
poor  rate  valuation,  was  5b.,  the  relief 
given  was  8*6d.  in  the  £1 ;  in  the  county 
boroughs,  where  the  average  rate  in  the 
£1  of  the  rates  waa  4s.  6m,,  the  relief 
given  was  10*2d.  in  the  £1  ;  aad  in  the 
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sdminigtratiTe  counties,  where  the  aver- 
age rate  in  the  £1  of  the  rates  was 
28.  10^.,  the  relief  given  was  9'6d.  In 
the  following  year  the  relief  given  wag, 
in  London,  8'8d.;  iu  the  county  boroughs, 
10*5d.  ;  and  in  the  administrative 
counties  lO'ld.  The  inquiries  instituted 
by  the  Local  Goverament  Board  show 
that  in  1868,  of  the  total  £16,504,000 
rates  raised,  £3,703,000  were  raised  in 
London ;  £3,027,000  in  other  purely 
urban  districts ;  £8,358,000  in  extra- 
Metropolitan  districts,  partly  urban  and 
partly  rural  ;  and  £1,416,000  in  purely 
rural  districts.  In  1890-91,  of  the  total 
£27,818,000  rates  raised,  £7,930,000 
were  raised  in  London  ;  £9,583,0tX)  in 
other  purely  urban  districts  ;  £8,196,000 
iu  extra-Metropolitan  districts,  partly 
urban  and  partly  rural  ;  and  £2,1(^,000 
in  purely  rural  districts.  In  186K  the 
rateable  value  of  England  and  Wales, 
according  to  the  poor  rate  valuation, 
was  £100,612,000,  of  which  £16,946,000 
was  the  rateable  value  of  London.  The 
rateable  values  of  extra-Metropolitan 
urban  districts  for  that  year  cannot  be 
separated  from  those  of  rural  districts. 
In  1890-91  the  total  rateable  value  was 
£152,116,000,  distributed  as  follows  : — 
London,  £31,597,000  ;  boroughs, 
£43,545,000  ;  other  urbau  districts, 
£23,696,000;  rural  districts,  £53,278,000. 
In  1868  the  average  rate  In  the  £1  of  all 
rates  for  the,  whole  of  England  and 
Wales,  calculated  cn  the  poor  rate 
-valuation,  was  3s.  4d. ;  in  1890-91 
it  was  38.  8d. ;  in  1868  the  average 
rate  in  the  £l  of  all  rates  for  Loudon, 
■calculated  ou  the  same  principle, 
was  4b.  4^d.  ;  in  1890-91  it  was  5b. 
In  1868  the  average  rate  in  the  £1  of  all 
rates  for  extra-Metropolitan  urban  dis- 
tricts cannot  be  ascertained.  In  1890-91 
it  was — In  county  boroughs,  4s.  6^. ; 
in  non-county  boroughs,  48.  4^d.  ;  other 
urban  districts,  3s.  Ud.  In  each  of 
these  clasaoi  of  districts  the  average  rate 
in  the  £1  had  risen  very  considerably 
since  1868.  In  rural  districts  the  aver- 
age rate  in  tbe£l  of  all  rates  in  1868  (ex- 
cluding certain  rates  raised  by  Commis- 
sioners of  Sewers  and  Drainage  and  Em- 
bankment Boards,  which  are  levied  in  a 
limited  number  of  counties),  was  2s.  7^.; 
in  1890-91  it  was  2s.  3d.  The  fall  in 
-the  rate  in  the  £1  of  rural  rates  was 
juainly  due  to  the  fall  in  the  poor  rate 
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levied  to  meet  the  expenses  of  Poor  Law 
Authorities,  It  was  also  attributable  to 
the  disappearance  of  the  church  mte 
and  to  a  fall  in  many  coanties  in  the 
highway  rate  and  the  county  rate.  As 
against  these  falls,  the  new  rural  sanitary 
rates  and  rural  School  Board  rates  hod 
come  into  existence  since  1868.  But  the 
decreases  in  the  rate  in  the  £1  of  the  (dd 
rural  rates,  (.«.,  the  poor  rate,  the  high- 
way rate,  and  the  county  rate,  were  con* 
siderably  greater  than  the  average  rates 
in  the  £1  of  the  new  rural  rates.  The 
urban  ratepayers  participated  in  the  bene- 
fitB  arising  from  the  fall  in  the  rate  in  the 
£1  of  the  poor  rate  and  the  disappear- 
ance of  the  church  rate,  and  in  some 
counties  from  the  fall  in  the  connty  rate; 
but  these  benefits  were  more  than  coun- 
terbalanced by  the  rise  iu  the  rates  in  the 
£1  of  the  modem  urban  rates,  especiallr 
the  urban  sauitary  rates  and  the  nrbaa 
School  Board  rate.  The  modern  sani- 
tary rates  press  with  severity  on  the  rate- 
payers iu  towns  where  the  aggregation 
of  large  populations  iu  comparatively 
smalt  areas  necessitates  the  provision  of 
costly  schemes  of  sewerage,  scavenging, 
water  -  supply,  and  other  works  of 
primary  sanitary  importance  which  cannot 
be  neglected  without  serious  danger  to 
the  public  health.  As  the  final  result,  I 
submit  to  the  Committee  that  at  no  time 
during  the  present  century  for  which 
statistics  are  available  bos  the  avenge 
rate  in  the£l  of  the  rural  rates  been  so 
low  and,  I  must  add,  that  of  the  London 
rates  so  high  as  during  the  years  1890 
and  1891. 

•Sm  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  I  wiU 
venture,  in  the  first  place,  to  supplement 
the  last  sentence  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  has  just  sat  down  by  adding 
that  never  has  agricnltnral  depression 
been  so  great  or  the  wealth  and  rateable 
valuation  of  London  so  high  as  at  the 
present  moment.  The  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man has  given  the  Committee  a  most 
interesting  and  able  exposition  of  a  very 
voluminous  Return  which  has  been  made 
by  his  Department.  Of  course,  I  can- 
not profess  to  be  able  at  a  minute's  notice 
to  follow  the  figures  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  quoted  to  the  Committee ; 
but  I  venture  to  say  that  no  amount 
of    avOTOges    taken   from    all  puts 
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of  the  ooantrj  will  coDvioce  myoue 
that  the  rates  at  the  present  time  are 
DOt    higher   than   they   were   in  the 
early  part  of  the   present  century,  or 
will  make  the  agricultural  ratepayer  be- 
lieve that  real  property  is  not  burdened 
as  regards  local  rates  most  unfairly  as 
compared   with   personal   property,  or 
that  there  ever  was  a  time  when  the 
agricaltmral  ratepayers  was  less  able 
to    bear  the  burden  of   those  rates 
tJiau    at    the  >  present    time.  The 
right   hou.    Gentlemau  has  followed 
many  previous  speake»  by  calmly  ex- 
cluding from  his  caleuIaHon  some  of 
the  taxes  and  rates  as  forming  here- 
ditary   burdens    upon   the   land.  For 
example,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
asserted  that  the  Laud  Tax  and  the  poor 
rate  are  hereditary  rates,  and  therefore 
cannot  be  regarded  as  burdens  upon  the 
land.   As  regards  the  Land  Tax  and  poor 
rate,  however,  it  is  clear  that  they  were 
originally  a  tax  upon  all  persons  according 
to  their  ability  to  bear  it.  and  were  in  no 
.  sense  a  tax  laid  upon  real  property  aloue< 
Again,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
cIiuiBed  the  highway  rake  as  an  hereditary 
burden  upon  land.    That  rate,  however, 
stood  at  very  much  less  than  its  present 
amount   before  the   ol,d  turnpike  road 
system  of  taxing   those  who  used  the 
roads    was   abolished ;    and  certainly 
the  addition  since  made  to  it  cannot 
be   regarded   as  being   an  hereditary 
burden  upon  land.    Again,  the  abolition 
of  the  church  rate  has  not  relieved 
those  who  live  in  the  country  from  the 
oUigation  of  keeping  their  ehurches  in 
repair.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
a^nitted  that  the  school  rate  is  a  new 
bnrden  upon  real  pioperty ;  but  he  appears 
to  have  forgotten  that,  in  the  greater 
number  of  the  parishes  in  England,  there 
is  no  school  rate,  and  that  in  those  parishes 
the  landowners  tax  themselves  voluntarily 
in  order  to  keep  up  the  schools.  The 
right  hon.  Gentlemau  has  alluded  to  the 
sanitary   rates,   which    he    said  were 
equally  borne  by  the  towns  and  the  rural 
disUicts,  but  he  appeared  to  have  over- 
looked the  fact  that  in  the  rural  dis- 
faicts    most    of   the   sanitary  works 
which,    in    towns,    would    be  done 
at   the    expense    of    the  ratepayers, 
are   carried   out   at    the   expense  of 
the  landowners  withont  the  imposition 
of  a  single  penny  on  the  rates.  And  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  talks  of  the 
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Land  Tax,  the  poor  rate,  and  the  high- 
way rate,  as  being  hereditary  hardens 
upon  the  land,  it  occurs  to  me  that,  in 
no   very   remote   future,   some  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  might  with 
equal    fairness    come    down    to  this 
House    and,    pointing   to   the  Death 
Duties  now  proposed  to  be  imposed  by 
the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqner, 
might   describe    them    as  hereditary 
burdens  upon  real  property,  and  therefore 
urge  that  they  formed  no  argument 
against  additional  taxation  upon  that 
class  of  property.     I  think  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman   rather  confused  the 
real  issue    before  the    House  when 
he  attempted  to  deal  with  the  relative 
burden  of  the  rates  upon  agricultural 
land  as  compared  with  that  upon  the 
towns.    I   have   never  contended,  aud 
I  do  not  believe   that  anyone  has  ever 
contended,  that  the  vast  increase  in  the 
rates  which  has  undoubtedly  taken  place 
in  this  country  during  recent  years  has 
not  been  in  the  towns  rather  than  in  the 
rural  districts  ;  but  what  I  have  always 
contended  is  that  the  enormous  growth 
in  the  value  of  property  in  towns  has 
made  the  rates  a  compuattvely  easy 
burden  to  bear,  whilst  in  the  rural  dis- 
triitts  the  depression  in  the  value  of  agri- 
cultural land  has  made  stationary  and 
even   reduced   rates   in   reality   a  far 
heavier  burden.    It  must  be  remembered 
that  this  is  not  a  question  of  the  rural 
districts    against    the   towns ;    it  is 
not   a   question   of  property  against 
labour,  but  it  is  a  question  of  the 
taxation  of  one  class  of  property  against 
another  class  of  property.  That,  I  think, 
will  be  admitted  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman.   1  am  glad,  I  confe»,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  followed 
thB  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  some 
of  the  fallacies  that  we  have  heard  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.    I  have  heard 
with  satisfaction  the  admission  from  the 
Government  Bench  that  the  enormous 
increase  in  the  rates  has  not  fallen  upon 
the  great  bulk  of  personalty.    The  Com- 
mittee are  now  asked  by  the  Chancellor 
'of  the  Exchequer  to  equalise  taxation 
between  realty  and  personalty.  The 
Committee  must  remember  the  total 
amount  of  taxation  borne  by  both  classes 
of  property.  I  deny  that  the  subject  can  be 
considered  as  a  question  of  Death  Duties 
only,   apart   from  the  whole  question 
of  taxation  upon  realty^  and  unon  per- 
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sonalty.  The  ChaaceUor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer gave  laBt  night  a  statement  io 
explanation  of  his  calculation  of  the  pre- 
sent burden  of  the  Death  Duties,  first 
upon  personalty  and  then  upon  realty. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  put  the  total 
amount  of  the  Death  Duties  at  pre- 
sent at  £8,910,000  paid,  by  per- 
sonalty, and  £1,150,000  paid  by  realty, 
making  together  rather  more  than 
£10,000,000.  But  iu  that  calculation 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  think,  took 
credit  for  l^e  whole  oS.  the  Probate  Duty 
paid  by  personalty— nunely,  that  part  of 
it  which  goes  to  tlie  relief  of  local 
taxation  as  well  as  the  part  which  goes 
to  the  Imperial  Exchequer.  That  is,  in 
my  view,  an  absolutely  unfair  contention, 
and  I  think  that  the  part  devoted  to  the 
relief  of  local  taxation  ought  not  to  be 
taken  into  consideration  at  all  when  we 
are  considering  the  relative  amount  of 
Death  Duties  borne  by  realty  and  per- 
sonalty. In  common  fairness,  instead  of 
saying  that  personalty  bears  £4,800,000, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ought 
to  have  said  that  it  only  bears 
£2  400  000, 

Sir  V. '  HARCOURT  :  I  spoke  of 
what  was  levied  under  the  head  of  Death 
Duties  on  other  species  of  properly. 

Sib  M.  HICKS-BEACH :  Then  I 
venture  to  repeat  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  have  taken  into  calcu- 
lation the  total  tax  borne  by  realty.  I 
think  that  for  purposes  of  this  argument 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  only 
take  the  duty  borne  by  personalty  at 
£2,400,000,  instead  of  £4,800,000. 
He  was  also  wrong  in  saying  that  realty 
pays  no  Legacy  Duty.  It  pays  a  sum 
which  in  1888  was  estimated  at  £200,000 
a  year  on  legacies  charged  upon  or 
taking  effect  out  of  the  real  estate  and 
-on  the  proceeds  of  real  estate  directed  to 
be  sold.  This  sum  should  be  transferred 
from  the  personalty  to  the  realty  side  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  account. 
Making  the  two  alterations  which  I 
have  now  suggested  as  absolutely  neces- 
sary, instead  of  the  totals  of  £8,910,000 
and  £1,150,000  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  put  before  the  Committee  for 
personalty  and  realty  respectively,  the 
figures  should  be  £6,390,000  for  per- 
sonalty and  £1,350,000  for  realty.  That 
is,  of  course,  on  the  face  of  it,  I  admit, 
a  much  larger  contribution  from  per- 
sonalty than  from  realty,  but  why  did 
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not  liie  CbsDcellor  of  the  Exchequer  go 
on  to  compare  the  relative  amouuts  of 

personalty  and  realty  upon  which  the 
duties  were  charged  ?  Everyone  must 
be  aware  that  the  amount  of  personal 
property  in  this  country  is  much  larger 
than  the  amount  of  real  property.  The 
only  fair  basis  of  comparison  of  the  rela- 
tive burdens  of  the  Death  Duties  is  the 
amount  of  either  class  of  property  paying 
duty.  The  Return  of  1885,  which  has  been 
frequently  quoted  in  this  House,  contains 
80  much  that  is  purely  conjectural  that 
I,  for  one,  should  be  sorry  to  base  any 
estimate  upon  it.  In  the  year  1889, 
taking  the  average  for  the  seven  years 
ending  in  1888,  the  annual  value  of  per- 
sonalty upon  which  Probate  Duty  was 
paid  was  £140,000,000,  and  of  per- 
sonal property  paying  Succession  Duty 
£8,000,000.  The  annual  value  of  real  pro- 
perty on  an  average  of  seven  years, 
takeu  iu  the  same  way,  was  £31,000,000 
paying  Succession  Duty.  Of  course, 
that  was  only  upon  the  life  interest 
as  taken  by  the  Revenue  Authorities. 
Taking  into  account  that  a  large  portion 
of  realty  consists  of  house  property,  it 
cannot  be  capitalised  at  more  than  25 
years'  purchase. 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  allow  me  to  interpose 
for  a  moment  ?  I  can  point  out  some- 
thing to  clear  up  the  argument.  It  is 
immaterial  what  the  relations  are  of  the 
various  classes  of  property,  because  1 
charge  only  on  the  principal  value,  and 
therefore  it  is  unneceseary  to  go  into  cal- 
culations of  the  kind  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  been  suggesting.  If 
one  class  of  property  is  larger  the  charge 
upon  it  will  be  larger,  and  if  another 
class  is  less  the  charge  upon  it  will  be 
less.  The  question  of  the  relations  of 
the  different  classes  is  wholly  immaterial, 
and  that  is  why  I  did  not  enter,  and  did 
not  desire  to  enter,  into  those  calculations. 
I  only  desired  to  consider  the  various  in- 
comes derived  from  each  class  of  property. 

•Sib  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  My  com- 
plaint of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement  is  that  he  has  only  commenced 
his  calculation,  and  did  not  finish  it. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  figures  were 
evidently  accepted  by  hon.  Members 
behind  him  as  showing  that  the  present 
system  imposed  an  infinitely  greater 
burden  upon  peiBonalty  than  upon  realty. 
Now,  I  wont  to  show,  if  L.can,  what  toe 
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real  caiiBe  of  the  larger  pajmeot  by  per- 
sonaltj  is,  and  I  contend  one  great  reason 
is  the  greater  value  of  personalty  than  of 
realty.  The  net  annual  value  of  realty 
paying  tax  on  an  average  of  seven  years 
ending  18B8  was  £57,000,000.  To  that 
must  be  added  £8,000,000  of  realty  paying 
Legacy  Duty,  and  £3,000,000  passing 
from  husband  to  wife,  not  paying  duty 
ftt  all.  Taking  those  figured,  and  taking 
the  amounts  of  Death  Duties  paid  at  the 
date  I  have  mentioned,  there  was  a  pro- 
portionate difference  of  £1,200,000  in 
foTour  of  realty  as  against  personalty  ; 
and  if  that  amount  of  taxation  had  been 
added  annually  to  realty  the  two  classes 
of  property  would  have  been  pu^  qua 
Death  Duties  upon  precisely  the  same 
footing.  On  the  other  hand  must  fairly 
be  taken  into  account  the  Land  Tax, 
which  in  its  inception  was  levied  not 
merely  upon  realty,  but  upon  personalty 
as  well,  and  from  which  personalty  was 
only  exempted  in  comparatively  recent 
years.  The  Land  Tax,  including,  of 
course,  t^at  part  of  it  which  has  been 
redeemed,  cornea  to  practically  something 
like  £2,000,000  a  year.  I  do  not  wish  to 
elaborate  this  argument.  I  have  merely 
desired  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  it,  as  I  deem  it  to  be  a  figure  of 
great  importance  in  the  present  discussion. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  now 
proposes  what  he  considered  to  he  an 
increase  upon  personalty  of  £2,130,000, 
and  upon  realty  of  £1,320,000.  What 
I  should  like  to  know  is  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  includes  in  the 
former  figure  that  proportion  of  the  new 
Estate  Duty  arising  from  his  graduated 
scale  which  would  be  devoted  to  local 
taxation  ?  Because,  if  so,  I  venture  to 
say  that  his  estimate  ought  to  be  cor- 
rected in  exactly  the  same  way  as  I  have 
shown  is  necessary  in  his  account  of 
the  existing  burden.  It  is  not  fair  to 
compare  the  payments  by  personalty  to 
Imperial  taxation  with  the  payments 
made  by  realty,  and  to  credit  personalty 
in  the  comparison  with  that  portion  of 
the  Death  Duties  which  goes  to  the 
local  taxation  fund.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  taking  the  figures  which  I 
have  quoted,  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
that  after  allowing  for  the  relief  to 
realty  on  Schedule  A  of  the  Income  Tax, 
of  the  additional  taxation  that  he 
proposed  about  £720,000  would  fall  on 
realty,  and  then  he  said  he  was  asto- 


nished at  hia  own  moderation.  I  confess 
I  was  never  more  astonished  than  at  the 
estimate  of  the  right  hon.  Geutleman  as 
to  what  the  new  tax  would  in  his  opinion 
produce.  I  hope  during  the  course  of 
the  Debate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
make  some  statement  as  to  the  data  on 
which  he  founded  that  conclusion.  The 
graduated  increase  in  the  rates  ought,  I 
think,  to  produce  a  much  larger  amount.  I 
will  venture  to  quote  to  the  Committee  a 
case  which  has  been  sent  to  me.  It  does  not 
relate  to  agricultaral  property  at  all.  It 
relates  to  ground-rents,  which  are  very 
lightly  taxed  at  present,  because  the 
Succession  Duty  has  no  regard  to  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  called,  in  his 
Budget  speech,  the  capital  value  of  the 
property.  This  is  the  case  that  was  put 
to  me.  Supposing  a  person  of  the  age  of 
50  succeeds  for  life  to  100  houses  let  on 
leases  for  30  years  at  Is.  a  year  each  or 
£5  a  year  in  all.  It  is  perfectly  obvious 
that  under  the  present  system  the  Death 
Duty  on  that  would'be  very  small  indeed. 
But  if  the  right  hon.  Grentleman's  pro- 
posal becomes  law  the  man  would  have 
to  pay  an  Estate  Duty  on  the  value  of  the 
houses,  which  in  this  case  I  have  put, 
subject  to  the  leases,  might  be  estimated 
at  £300  each,  or  £30,000  in  all.  This  at 
4^  per  cent,  would  amount  to  a  Death 
Duty  of  £1,350  on  a  property  producing 
to  the  successor  only  £5  a  year.  That 
may  be  a  perfectly  fair  increase.  I  do 
not  want  to  argue  that  matter  ;  but  it 
seems  to  me  that  it  is  the  taxation  of  an 
interest  before  that  interest  has  come 
into  possession. 

Sib  W.  HABCOTJBT  ;  It  is  quite 
saleable. 

Sir  M.  hicks-beach  :  That  is 
precisely  the  point  towhich  I  was  coming. 
It  would  bo  absolutely  impossible  for  a 
person  to  pay  such  a  duty  by  instal- 
ments from  the  rents  of  his  property.  He 
would  have  to  sell  it,  as  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  suggests,  instead  of 
leaving  it  to  his  family.  Does  the  right 
hon.  Geutlenum  really  think  that  that 
wonld  be  an  advisable  result,  seeing  the 
enormous  number  of  cases  where  ground- 
rents  are  at  the  present  time  held  by  the 
poorer  classes  ?  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Sleaford  has  put  the  case 
as  to  agricultural  land.  We  have 
had  no  answer  whatever  on  that  matter. 
As  my  right  hon.  Friend  pointed  out,  the 
Member  for  Midlothian  ^nouncc^  any 
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attempt  to  tax  such  estates  as  be  then 
described  at  their  capital  value  as  unwise 
and  unjust,  and  be  described  it  by  epithets 
as  strong  as  ever  were  used  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  his  unregeiie- 
rate  days  with  regurd  to  local  option  or 
Home  Rule.  The  right  hoc.  Geotlemau 
Bays  you  can  borrow  on  mortgage  and 
pay  the  Estate  Duty.  How  is  that 
money  to  be  raised?  It  cannot  be  raised 
on  a  second  mortgage.  Nobody  will 
lend  on  that,  and  therefore  the  money 
cannot  be  raised  at  all.  The  annual  iu- 
conie  from  the  property  is  not  equal  to 
paying  the  annual  instalments  for  eight 
yeuB. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  duty  is 
only  made  on  the  actual  value  of  the 
property. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  But  how 
much  percentage  on  the  capital  value  of 
an  agricultural  estate  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  suppose  the  owner  of  the  pro- 
perty puts  into  his  pocket  as  the  net 
annual  income  ?  That  is  the  real  difficulty. 
Supposing  the  capital  value  of  an  estate 
is  taken  at  £30,000.  Does  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  think  that  the  owner  will  re- 
ceive £1,000  a  year,  and,  if  so,  can  he 
devote,  as  he  would  have  to  devote, 
£170  for  the  jannual  instalment  of  the 
duty  upon  that  amount  ?  No ;  there 
must  be  a  forced  sale,  precisely  as  in  the 
other  case  to  which  X  have  alluded,butwith 
tbisdifEerence — in  the  cose  of  grouud  rents 
there  are  plenty  of  buyers,  but  in  the 
case  of  agricultural  estates  in  the  South 
of  England  and  Ireland,  and  in  parts  of 
Scotland,  there  are  no  buyers  at  all.  Is 
not  this  a  reason  for  giving  consideration 
to  the  suggestions  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sleafoi^,  which 
has  been  supported  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
Forest  of  Dean  ?  It  is  clear  that  it  is 
practically  impossible  for  the  owner  with 
a  property  such  as  that  to  which  I  am 
alluding  either  to  pay  the  annual  instal- 
ments of  the  Estate  Duty  for  eight  years, 
or  to  borrow  money  on  a  mortgage  to  pay 
the  amount.  The  Treasury  could  ouly 
get  the  tax  by  seizing  the  property.  Why, 
then,  should  not  the  Treasury  be  called 
upon,  after  a  fair  valuation  on  both  sides, 
to  talce  a  certain  part  of  the  property,  in 
the  way  my  right  ban.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sleaford  suggested,  instead  of  the 
tax  P  Parliament  has  not  recently  shown 
any  reluctance  to  take  land  either  by 
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purchase  or  by  hu-ing  from  owners 
whenever  it  was  desirable  in  the 
public  interest  that  land  should  be  so 
taken.  It  is,  therefore,  only  fair  to  the 
owners  of  property  that  this  suggestion 
should  be  fully  considered  by  the 
Treasury.  I  do  not  want  to  detain  the 
Committee  by  going  into  details.  It  is 
impossible  fully  to  consider  them  before 
we  have  the  Bill  before  us.  But  this,  at 
any  rate,  is  clear — that  the  new  Estate 
Duty  at 'the  rates  proposed  to  becbarged 
is  so  much  in  excess  of  the  Death  Duty 
at  present  chargeable  that  it  must  increase 
considerably  the  burdens  upon  real  pro- 
perty. Add  to  this  the  substitution  in  the 
Succession  Dnty  of  the  capital  value  in 
place  of  the  annual  value.  In  speaking 
on  this  subject  in  1888,  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
said  that  in  his  opiuiou  to  charge  realty 
with  Succession  Duty  on  the  life  interest 
instead  of  on  the  capital  value  was 
practically  to  diminish  by  half  the  tax  oa 
realty.  If  that  be  so,  will  not  the  sub- 
stitution of  the  capital  value  for  the 
life  interest  as  the  basis  of  the  charge 
practically  double  the  Succession  Dnty  ? 
Without  entering  at  any  leugth  on  Uie 
question,  I  should  like  to  touch  on  the 
principle  of  graduation.  Of  course,  the 
Committee  knows  very  welt  that  the 
principle  of  graduatiou  has  been  accepted 
in  several  parts  of  our  existing  finance. 
The  House  Duty  and  other  duties  are  to 
some  extent  graduated  duties.  But  this, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Forest  of  Dean  admitted,  is 
graduatiou  to  an  extent  which  no  other 
country  has  attempted.  My  belief  is  that 
it  will  be  largely  evaded  in  the  case  of 
personalty.  It  is  so  easy  in  the  case  of 
certain  securities  to  handover  personalty 
as  a  bona  fide  gift,  an  innocent  gift,  as 
the  right  hou.Barouetexpressed  it,during 
the  lifetime  of  the  person  who  owns  the 
property  to  the  heir  in  whom  be  places 
cou6deDce  so  that  it  shall  not  come  under 
the  Death  Duties  ;  and  the  temptation — 
nay,  tomauycouscieuces  the  justification— 
for  such  action  will  be  the  high  graduation 
scale  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Therigbtbon.  Gentleman  may  have 
been  wise,  for  this  reason,  in  estimating 
his  receipts  from  this  increased  tax  at  a 
low  figure,  but  is  that  a  very  moral 
position  for  a  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer ?  Is  it  a  wise  or  defensible 
policy  to  introduce  a  graduated  tax  of 
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this  kind,  with  the  knowledge  that  it  is 
likely  to  be  largely  evaded  ?  I  do  not 
want  to  pursue  the  subject  further  now  ; 
but  for  these  and  other  reasons  we 
ought  to  have  some  fuller  statement 
as  to  the  dat«  on  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleraau  esiimates  the  proceeds 
from  this  increased  taxation,with  examples 
of  the  manner  in  which  that  increased 
taxation  will  work  in  the  case  of  different 
classes  of  estates.  So  far  as  the  dis- 
tinction between  the  burdens  on  realtj 
and  personalty  are  concerned,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  guilty  of  the  unfairness 
of  imposing  additional  burdens  on  realty, 
without  any  consideration  of  the  other 
kinds  of  taxation  to  which  realty  is  sub- 
ject, and  these  burdens  will  be  specially 
felt  in  the  agricultural  districts,  which 
are -80  much  distresed  that  they  are,  as 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Sleaford  has  said,  absolutely  unable  to 
bear  any  increased  burden  at  all.  The 
result  of  imposing  this  iucreased  burden 
will  be  nut  merely  ruinous  to  some 
owners  of  property,  but  will  in 
many  other  cases  prevent  landlords 
from  spending  on  their  estates  mousy 
which  is  essential,  not  merely  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  estates,  but  for  the 
retention  of  the  farmers  who  are  now 
their  tenants,  and  for  the  employment  of 
the  agricultural  labourers  who  every  day, 
from  want  of  such  employment,  are 
flocking  to  the  towns  from  the  rural 
districU.  It  will  be  some  time — 'it  may 
be  some  years — before  the  full  effect  of 
these  proposals,  if  they  should  become 
law,  will  be  really  felt  and  understood. 
Bn^  in  my  belief,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  taken  a  step  which  is  not 
justified  by  the  existing  pressure  of  taxa- 
tion upon  realty  and  personalty,  and  a 
step  which  will  be  deeply  injurious  to 
those  parts  of  the  country  in  which  I  am 
specialty  interested. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  What  is  the 
object  of  the  speeches  to  which  we  have 
been  treated  to-night  ?  The  claim  is 
now  made  that  landowners  are  not  to 
bear  an  equal  burden  of  taxation  with 
other  people.  [C«c*  of  "No!"]  1 
will  show  that  it  is  so  ;  that  it  is 
not  a  new  claim  on  the  part  of  the 
landed  interest  of  this  country.  To-day 
it  is  put  on  the  ground  of  agricultural 
distress,  but  it  is  put  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bristol  ou 
the  ground  that  the  value  of  personalty 


is  largely  in  excess  of  the  value  of  realty 
in  this  country.  That  was  the  claim 
put  forward  100  years  ago,  when  land 
was  the  predominant  wealth  of  the 
country,  and  when  the  most  powerful 
Minister  whoever  ruled  in  this  country 
was  defeated  by  the  landed  interest  on 
the  ground  that  they  were  not  to  be  taxed 
upon  the  same  footing  as  other  people. 
When  Mr.  Pitt  proposed  the  Succes- 
sion Duty,  which  is  the  equivalent 
of  the  present  proposal,  it  was  de- 
feated, but  ultimately  he  had  in 
his  favour  the  casting  vote  of  the 
Speaker.  The  claim  was  then  set  up 
that  land  was  not  to  be  taxed,  though  it 
was  by  far  the  wealthiest  and  strongest 
interest  in  the  country  at  the  time.  Ever 
since  there  has  been  a  traditional  belief 
on  the  part  of  the  landed  interest  that 
they  had  a  right  to  some  special  exemp- 
tion. [CViV*  o/**No,  no!"]  You  say 
No,  no,"  but  it  is  not  an  hoar  ago  since 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Thirsk  Division 
put  tho  claim  upon  a  very  plain  ground. 
He  said — 

"  Land  ia  raw  material^  and,  according  to  all 
economists,  raw  material  ought  not  to  be 
taxed," 

Mr.  grant  LAWSON  :  1  quoted 
the  Land  Restoration  League  as  holding 
that  land  is  raw  material. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  Yes;  but,  in 
addition  to  the  quotation,  the  hon. 
Member  laid  it  down  as  his  owu  pro- 
position. Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
think  there  is  a  special  quality  about 
land  which  ought  to  exempt  it  from 
being  treated  like  other  property.  What 
is  bred  in  the  bone  comes  out  in  the  flesh, 
and  that  belief  is  just  as  strong  to-day 
as  it  WM  in  the  time  of  Mr.  Pitt.  I 
have  much  more  sympathy  with  the 
ground  put  forward  by  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Sleaford, 
when  he  spoke  of  the  distressed  condition 
of  the  agricultural  interest ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  mistaken  in  the  belief 
that  the  present  times  are  worse,  or  so 
bad,  as  several  other  times  which  have 
been  known  during  the  present  century. 
Anyone  who  reads  the  Reports  made  in 
the  years  preceding  or  following  1835 
will  find  expressions  quite  as  strong  as 
any  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  referred  in  more  recent  Reports  as 
showing  the  condition  of  the  agricultural 
interest,  with  the  priceof  wheat  not  much 
higher  than  it  is  at  present^ 
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Mb.  CHAFIJN  :  Land  was  not  then 
out  of  culUTation  to  the  same  extent  as 
now. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  remember 
Mr.  Heqley — who  was  an  old  Member 
of  this  House — telting  me  that  the  whole 
country  lying  round  the  district  where  I 
live  was  out  of  cultivation.  Tbat  state 
of  things  does  not  exist  in  the  same 
district  now.  Agricultural  distress  lias 
been  felt  before  quite  as  severely  as  to- 
day, and  from  that  fact  I  draw  the  hope 
that  as  it  passed  away  before  so  it  will 
pass  away  again.  But  it  does  not  follow 
that  because  an  industry  was  distreesed 
that  its  fair  share  of  taxation  is  to  be 
borne  by  other  classes  of  the  community.. 
The  same  claim  might  with  equal  justice 
be  made  by  the  cotton,  the  iron,  and  other 
industries,  that  when  any  of  these  in- 
dustries suffer  depression  it  should  be  in- 
demnified at  the  expense  of  the  com- 
munity. But  I  do  not  find  that  such  a 
claim  is  put  forward  by  any  interest 
except  the  landed  interest.  It  is  said 
that  the  land  has  been  subjected  to  a 
greater  increase  of  rates  than  any  other 
interest.  But  tliat  ia  not  so'.  The 
burden  of  rates  is  now  heavier  on  the 
urban  bouse  peculation.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  appealed  in  favour  of 
the  small  men  —  the  yeomen  ;  but  the 
proposals  in  our  scheme  wilt  be  a  relief 
to  these  men,  because  the  Death  Duty 
on  estates  under  £1,000  will  be  lower 
than  it  is  at  present.  Will  any  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  tell  me  how  many 
acres  do  £1,000  represent  ?  It  depends 
upon  the  value  of  land  per  acre  now. 
Is  its  value  per  acre  £10,  £20,  £50,  or 
£100? 

An  hon.  Member  :  No  ;  £o  an  acre. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Well,  how 
many  £5's  are  there  in  £1,000  ?  At  £5, 
£1,000  would  represent  200  acres  of 
land  ;  and  every  man  with  200  acres 
would  benefit  by  the  change.  I  thought 
I  should  catch  hon.  MembOTB  opposite 
by  inviting  them  to  put  their  own  valua- 
tion on  land.  The  right  hon.  MemW 
for  Sleaford  is  familiar^  from  experience 
gained  elsewhere,  with  selling  stakes," 
in  which  an  owner  is  obliged  to  put  a 
value  on  a  horse,  and,  if  it  wins,  to  sell 
it  at  the  price  he  has  named. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  that  in  the  case 
of  selling  stakes  the  horse  was  put  up  to 
auction  and,  if  the  set  price  were  ex- 


ceeded, the  owner  got  the  benefit  of  half 
the  excess. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  I  oonfese  I 
am  not  familiar  with  the  details ;  but  tJie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  eeemed  to  desire 
in  some  form  to  put  land  on  the  footing 
of  "selling  stakes,"  and  to  sell  it  to  the 
Government  upon  the  price  put  upon  it. 
There  has  been  a  great  deal  said  about 
the  burdens  put  upou  land.     In  my 
opinion,  from  the  point  of  view  from 
which  this  Bill  is  framed,  that  question 
does  not  enter  into  the  subject  at  all. 
That  is  why  I  did  not  enter  into  it  in  my 
Budget  speech.     When  the  value  of 
land  is  settled,  all  the  charges  upon  it 
are  discounted,  whether  tithe,  land  tax, 
or  rates.    When  you  buy  the  land  yon 
buy  it  for  more  or  less  in  consequence  of 
these  burdens  being  placed   upon   it ; 
therefore,  the  question   does  not  arise 
whether  these  burdens  are  more  or  less. 
Consols  are  bought  subject  to  no  charge 
at  all,  and  therefore  at  a  large  price  ;  less 
is  given  for  other  securities  that  are  sub- 
ject to  chaises.    When  you  buy  laud  as 
a  commodity  subject  to  certain  charges 
you  give  less  for  it  than  when  it  is  not 
subject  to  them.    Therefore,  the  working 
of  a  plan  founded  upon  ascertuned  value 
is,  to  use  the  language  of  the  Money 
Market,  like  buying  "ex  charges."  It 
is  the  case  with  everything.      You  buy 
an  estate  for  less  in  consequence  of  there 
being  charges  upon  it.     Everybody  in 
his  senses  who  is  buying  a  house  or  any 
other  property,  in  the  first  place  ascer- 
tains what  the  charges  are  upon  it. 
When  he  has  ascertained  them  he  deducts 
them  from  the  full  value.  Therefore,  this 
charge  excludes  all  these  considerationa ; 
and  I  do  not  enter  upon  the  queeUon 
whether  the  rates  are  increased  or  de- 
creased.     If  they  have  increased  the 
value  will  be  less  ;  if  they  have  decreased 
the  principal  value  will  be  more.  There- 
fore, all  these  matters  are  beside  the 
question.     The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bristol  said  that  when  laud  becomes  un- 
saleable the  State  must  buy  it.  Why- 
should  the  State  buy  it  ?  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Midlothian  was  quoted  as 
having  referred  to  taxation  from  the 
social  point  of  view ;  but  it  does  not  follow 
from  that  that  we  have  any  right  in 
governing  ourselves  to  determine  these 
questions  by  social  considerations.    I  do 
not  agree  with  hon.  Members  opposite  aa 
to  the  prospect  of  the  aUnniug  results 
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they  have  predicted.  Such  predictioDg 
have  been  made  before.  When  the 
Suoceasion  Daty  was  first  imposed, 
it  was  said  that  country  gentle* 
men  would  be  driven  away  by  it. 
There  was  the  same  outcry  when  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian  pro- 
posed an  increase  estimated  to  prodace 
£2,000,000.  Earl  Cairns  and  Mr.  Malins 
and  others — the  lawyers  on  tiie  opposite 
aide  —  said  the  exaction  would  be 
£20,000,000 ;  in  the  result  the  increase 
was  £800,000.  That  only  shows  how 
people  may  delude  themselves  upon  these 
subjects.  Similar  predictious  were  made 
and  falsified  iu  connection  with  the  repeal 
of  the  Corn  Laws  and  the  taking  an  of 
the  Timber  Duties.  Whenever  you  touch 
land  in  any  way  it  is  always  said  that 
country  gentlemen  will  disappeftr ;  but, 
fortunately,  they  do  not.  For  40  years 
they  have  paid  the  Succession  Duty  in 
^ite  of  all  predictions  to  the  contrary, 
and  I  venture  to  say  that,  loug  after  this 
proposal  has  passed,  they  will  remain 
respected  and  honoured  as  they  are  to- 
day. Therefore,  these  arguments  and 
considerations,  I  confess,  do  not  affect 
me  much  in  proposing  fair  and  equal 
taxation.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
asked  me  for  the  particulars  on  which  the 
valuation  is  based ;  but  that  is  qot  a 
reasonable  demand.  When  I  am  pro- 
posing a  new  tax  the  authorities  of  the 
Inlaud  Revenue  give  the  best  assistance 
they  can  from  the  materials  at  their  dis- 
posal. These  involve  a  number  of  com- 
plicated considerations  on  a  review  of 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
makes  proposals  on  his  own  responsibility. 
It  was  on  the  conclusions  arrived  at  by 
these  authorities  with  the  materials  at 
their  disposal  that  I  based  my  estimate  as 
to  what  the  Income  Tax  would  produce. 
It  is  not  usual  to  give  those  estimates  to 
the  House.  Hon.  Gentlemeu  may  have 
reasons  for  differing  from  my  estimate ; 
then  let  them  state  what  their  view  is 
and  what  are  the  grounds  on  which  they 
proceed.  In  connection  with  the  ques- 
tion of  mortgages,  I  would  point  out  that 
when  an  estate  is  charged  with  a  mort- 
gage, and  an  allowance  of  10  per  cent, 
is  made  ou  the  interest,  if  the  mortgage 
is  very  large— say,  one-half — the  allow- 
ance becomes  very  much  larger  than  it  is 
on  a  free  estate.  The  tax  is  paid  iu  the 
first  instance  by  the  owner,  who  recovers 
oue-lialf  from  the  mortgagee  without  de- 


duction, and  so  pays  only  10  pef  cent.'on 
a  moiety. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
said,  it  amounted  to  20  per  cent.,  becaose 
tho  owner  had  to  bear  all  expenses  of 
maintenance. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  bad  time  to  con- 
sider the  matter.  If  he  will  take  a  night 
to  consider  it  he  will  find  he  is 
wroug.  ' 

MR..HENEAGE  :  No;  I  will  not  take 
time. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  It  will  be 
found  there  is  maintenance  in  both  cases. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Bristol  has 
repeated  what  I  have  always  thought  an 
extraordinary  fallacy,  which  was  ridi- 
culed by  the  right  hon.  Member'  for  St. 
George's  when  he  divided  the  Probate 
Duty.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  said  that, 
because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave- 
away  half  the  Probate  Dute,  therefore 
personal  property  did  not  bear  the  same 
burden  as  before.  This  is  the  most 
extraordinary  idea  I  ever  heard.  Jt  re- 
minds me  of  the  old  couplet — 

"  yiy  woaad  is  great  because  it  is  so  small ; 
If  it  were  greater  it  were  none  at  all." 

Apparently,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
iiad  given  away  the  whole  of  the  Probate 
Duty  it  would  have  been  no  burden  at 
all.  I  have  never  been  able  to  compre- 
hend from  what  confusion  of  ideas  that 
fallacy  has  proceeded.  I  have  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  question  of  local 
taxation  ;  that  is  discarded  altogether. 
To  talk  of  the  Death  Duty  being  re- 
duced by  the  amount  of  that  which  is 
given  away  is  a  fallacy  which  I  cannot 
itceept  for  a  moment.  I  am  not  alarmed 
at  the  warnings  with  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bristol 
concluded  his  speech  on  the  subject  of 
graduation.  I  shall  be  extremely  sur- 
prised if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  takes 
issue  on  that  point.  At  any  rate,  the 
Government  are  perfectly  prepared  to 
meet  such  an  issue  when  it  is  taken  ;  for 
it  is  my  deep  conviction  that  there  Is  in 
the  minds  of  those  people  in  the  country 
— not  the  ignorant  people,  but  those  who 
have  had  the  most  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering the  matter — a  belief  that  the 
principle  of  graduation  is  a  just  prin- 
ciple, and  that  whenever  an  Issue  is 
taken  on  the  subject  it  will  be 
confirmed  by  the  great  majority  of  the 
people. 
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Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  be  had  not 
intended  to  enter  into  this  question  in  a 
controTersial  spirit ;  bat  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  when  they  asked  for 
infonna^on  which  they  had  a  right  to 
have,  tamed  round  on  them  and  miUigned 
the  landlords  of  the  conntry.  He  (Mr. 
Heneage)  was  sore  the  agriculturists  ^id 
not  wish  to  escape  from  their  just  burdens, 
though  they  had  had  hard  times.  The 
right  hoii.  Gentleman  the  Chaucellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  he  thought,  might  have 
given  them  a  great  deal  more  information 
than  he  had  done.  In  the  whole  history 
of  Au*Itament  never  had  so  great  a  change 
been  made  in  the  taxation  of  the  country 
and  so  scanty  an  amount  of  informa- 
tion given  to  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  them  he  could  not  give 
them  any  data.  But  if  he  could  not, 
what  reliance  could  they  place  upon  the 
estimate  he  had  put  before  them  ?  Either 
the  Treasury  Authorities  had  based  their 
calculations  on  some  data  or  they  had 
chanced  them,  and  if  they  had  chanced 
them  those  calculations  were  not  worth 
the  paper  they  were  written  on.  If, 
however,  the  calculations  -were  based  on 
data,  why  could  not  the  Government  give 
such  data  to  the  House,  and  allow  the 
House  to  judge  of  the  fairness  or  unfair- 
ness of  the  proposition  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  just  now  dealt  with  what  he 
called  the  10  per  cent,  reduction  he  was 
going  to  allow.  He  (Mr.  Heneage) 
would  not  discuss  the  point,  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  was  prac- 
tically giving  the  landowner  twice  the 
amount  be  was  entitled  to  where  the  laud 
was  mortgaged  for  oiie-half  that  value. 
Could  anything  be  more  absurd  ?  The 
landowner  had  to  keep  up  and  main- 
tain the  whole  estate  and  pay  the  whole 
expenses  of  it  whether  it  was  mortgaged 
by  half  or  three-quarters,  and  he  was  ua 
much  entitled  to  his  return  on  that, 
scanty  as  it  was,  as  if  the  whole  property 
were  his  own.  Now,  he  wished  to  deal 
with  the  proposal  to  assimilate  personalty 
and  realty  from  a  practical  point  of  view. 
In  his  opinion,  the  whole  question  of  the 
fairness  of  the  tax  depended  largely  on 
its  mode  of  application.  The  right  hon. 
Geutleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer laid  down  two  premises  about  the 
Death  Duties  when  bringing  in  his 
Budget.  The  first  was,  that  the  State 
had  a  right  to  a  share  of  the  corpus  of 
the  whole  property.    They  had  heard  it 


called  the  corpus;  they  had  heard  it 
called  the  capital  value,  and  they  had 
heard  it  called  by  another  name  to-night, 
but  they  had  never  been  told  what  it  was, 
in  relation  to  realty.  The  second  pro- 
position of  the  right  faon.  Gentleman  was 
that  the  State  had  an  inferior  title  to 
those  who  shared  the  property.  If  that 
was  the  case,  the  demand  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Sleaford  was  a  legitimate  one,  because,  if 
the  State  had  an  inferior  title  to  take  its 
share  in  the  corpus,  he  (Mr.  Heneage) 
did  not  see  how  it  could  call  in  those 
who  had  to  share  it  afterwards  to 
mortgage  it,  and  they  had  a  right  to 
say,  "If  you  do  require  the  corpus  take 
a  piece  of  the  laud."  What  he  (Mr. 
Heneage)  wanted  to  know  was  what  was 
the  corpus  of  the  land  taken  ?  It  did  not 
include  land  mortgaged  or  on  which  both 
mortgages  and  charges  might  have  to  be 
deducted,  and  which,  therefore,  had  no 
reference  to  the  new  Estate  Duty  ;  but 
when  they  came  to  consider  what  was 
the  value  of  the  property  he  imagined 
there  was  a  great  difierence  between 
the  value  of  personalty  and  of  realty. 
He  would  point  out  that  there  were  two 
kinds  of  personalty,  the  first  consisting 
of  Cousols,  and  railway  shares,  and  invest- 
ments which  could  he  easily  realised,  and 
which  there  was  no  difficulty  in  taxing  ; 
and  the  second,  personalty  invested  in 
trade,  which  was  paying  perhaps  8  or  10 
per  cent.  lu  neither  case  would  there 
be  auy  difficulty  in  paying  the  tax. 
There  were,  again,  two  classes  of  realty  : 
flrst,  that  which  was  entirely  separate 
from  agricultural  land,  such  as  leasehold 
house  property — and  however  hard  the 
duty  might  fall  on  that  it  was  to  a  certain 
extent  personalty,  and  could  be  valued 
and  sold  or  mortgaged.  The  other  class 
of  realty  was  agricultural  land.  With 
regard  to  this,  he  wanted  to  know,  first 
of  all,  what  was  the  corpus  they  were 
going  to  tax  ;  and,  secondly,  how  were 
they  going  to  tax  it  ?  In  Lincolnshire, 
although  farms  were  let  at  30  and  40  per 
cent.less  than  formerly,  and  though  the  cost 
of  the  maintenance  of  property  had  risen 
from  12  to  20,  25,  and  30  per  cent.,  laud 
was  unsaleable  piecemeal,  and  unless  the 
wholeestatewasdisposed  of  atonce.  They 
wore  told  that  uuder  the  Bill  the  existing 
Probate,  Account,  and  additional  Succes- 
sion Duty  would  cease  to  exist,  and  that 
there  would  be  one  Estate  Duty  levied 
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on  the  principal  v»lne  of  all  property 
that  passed  oo  death,  whether  real  or 
perfiODal,   settled   or   unsettled.  They 
were  told  that  the  principal  value  haTtng 
been  taken,  the  duty  would  he  graduated 
according  to  the  scale  set  forth  in  the 
Besolntion.    Then  the  right  hoD.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
told  them  that  the  whole  of  a  property 
would  be  taxed  in  the  same  way.  Take 
an  estate  of  the  capital  value  of  £100,000. 
The  State  under  the  new  Estate  Dnty 
would  claim  £6,000.     In  the  ease  of 
personalty  that  would  be  about  one  and 
a-faalf    yearns    interest,    and    in  the 
case  of   trade   invefctments   about  one 
year's  interest.     In  the  case  of  realty — 
leasehold  property — It  would  probably  be 
about  the  same  as  persouaity.    But  what 
would  it  be  in  the  case  of  an  estate  of 
4,000  acres  which  produced,  say,  £  1  an 
acre  or  £4,000  a  year  ?  How  many  years' 
purchase  did  they   propose  to  put  on 
that  ?    If  they  took  it  the  same  as  they 
took  realty,  in  land  and  houses — or  town 
property — and  put  it  at  20  or  25  years' 
purchase,  it  would  bring  in  £100,000. 
Bat  were  they  going  to  tax  the  whole  of 
that  ?    That  would  be  extremely  unfair. 
In  the  first  three  classes  of  property  lie 
had  mentioned — >tbe  two  cases  of  perso- 
nalty and  the  case  of  leasehold  property — 
there   were  no   outgoings   except  the 
Income  Tax  ;  but  iu  the  case  of  agri- 
cultural property,  they  must  deduct  25 
per  cent,  first  of  all  for  maintenance. 
Why  did  he  say  that  ?    Because  the 
expenses  were  not  only  the  same,  hut  in 
most  oases  more  than  they  were  before 
the  rentals  were  reduced  40  per  cent., 
and  therefore  the  maintenance,  which  was 
formerly  12  per  cent.,  was  now  actually 
20  per  cent,  on  the  reduced  rentals,  and 
they  must  add  at  least  5  per  cent,  for  the 
extra  cost  thrown  on  the  landowner  for 
what  was  properly  tenants*  work,  but 
which  the  tenants  could  not  afford  to  do. 
It  was  usual  to  put  into  agreements  that 
tenants  were  to  do  certain  painting,  and 
work  in  connection  with  fence  renewals, 
gates,  cleaning  out  water-conrses,  and  so 
forth.    The  tenants,  however,  had  not 
the  money  to  do  those  things.  Anyone 
who    had    anything    to  do  with  the 
managemeat  of  an    estate  —  and  he 
had   managed  one  without  agents  for 
2o    years,    and    was    familiar  with 
every  detail  of  such  management  — 
eoald  appreciate  the  force  of  the  old 


adage,  "  A  stitch  in  time  saves  nine."  A 
landlord  wonid  rather  do  repairs  at  a 
small  cost  than  wait  until  a  tenant  weut 
and  then  pay  ten  times  as  much  to  make 
good  the  property.    Therefore,  he  main- 
tained it  was  under  the  mark  to  say  that 
the  maintenance  of  ao  estate  cost  25  per 
cent.    The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
asked  him  (Mr.  Heneage)  to  take  a  night 
to  think  over  this.     Well,  he  had  spent 
a  good  many  hours  in  his  office  yester- 
day trying  to  find  out  the  real  truth  of 
statements  made  to  him  by  landownera 
as  to  the  probable  result  of  this  tax.  He 
had  taken  out  very  carefully  all  the 
maintenance  of  a   purely  agricultural 
estate,  and  he  found  that  for  the  last 
three  years  it  bad  been  an  average  of  26 
per  cent.,  and  be  had  not  charged  in  that 
one   sixpence  for  office,  or  clerks,  or 
schools  for  which  he  paid.    He  thought 
he  might  give  that  as  a  concrete  case. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  doubted  it  he 
should  be  glad  to  give  him  an  abstract 
case,  having  the  figures  in  hie  pocket. 
In  addition  to  these  oatlays,  there  were 
the  rates  and  taxes,  which  came  now  to 
9  per  cent. ;  therefore  it  was  not  too  much 
to  say  that  the  outgoings  of  an  estate 
were  35  per  cent,  before  the  landlord' 
touched  anything.    Let  them  look  at  that 
in  a  concrete  case.     Take  the  case  of  a 
nominal  rental  of  £4,000  per  annum.  For 
outgoings    and     maintenance  deduct 
£1,000,  for    rates   and   taxes  £360, 
and    n     quarter     of     the  £6,000 
Probate   Duty    and    interest,  which 
was  £1,640,  amounting  to  £3,000  alto- 
gether, leaving  the  owner  of  the  land 
only  £1,000  a  year  for  the  first  four 
years — probably  for  the  firet  five  years, 
because  he  would  have  to  pay,  under  the 
new  scheme,  interest  on  the  money  due, 
whereas  under  the  Land  Tax  an  abate- 
ment was  received.     That  was  a  serious 
thing,  but  what  would  be  the  ultimate 
results  ?    Radical  stamp  orators,  follow- 
ing the  lead  of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman, 
would  go  about  the  country  saying — 
"  Oh  1  don^t  bother  about  this  tax,  because 
it  was  only  the  landlords  who  would  be 
hurt."    He  denied  it.    The  persons  who 
would  be  hurt  more  than  anybody  else 
during  the  first  five  years  after  the  death 
of  the  owner  would  be  the  tenants  and 
the  labourers.    It  would  be  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  successor  to  cut  down 
the  expenses  to  the  small^  possible 
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amonot.  It  would  be  impoBeible  to  give 
abatements  to  his  tenants,  or  allow  tbem 
to  get  into  arrears,  and  he  would  be  com- 
pelled to  keep  them  up  to  their  agree- 
ments, otherwise  dilapidations  would 
accumulate.  What,  then,  would  become 
of  tlie  labourers  ?  And  woiild  not  all 
thig  affect  the  trade  of  the  district  ? 
They  in  Liocolnshtre  knew  what  it  was 
to  have  very  few  resident  landlords,  and 
they  knew  what  efTeet  that  had  both 
upon  the  employuaeDt  of  labour  and  upon 
trade  interests  in  agricultural  towns.  He 
therefore  submitted  that  this  was  not 
only  a  landowner's  question,  because 
many  states  would  be  forced  into  the 
market,  and  faeaveu  knows  who  would  be 
the  new  landlords  !  It  was  necessary  to 
know  what  was  the  basis  of  valuation. 
Was  it  to  be  the  rental  after  the  charge 
for  the  maintenance  and  the  taxes  had 
been  deducted,  or  was  it  to  be  the  whole 
rental  ?  How  many  years'  purchase  were 
to  be  taken  ?  He  was  told  that  in  Wales, 
where  there  were  many  small  holdings, 
the  land  was  sold  at  24  years*  purchase. 
An  hon.  Member  opposite  had  told  them 
that  land  was  not  worth  more  than 
£5  an  acre.  He  did  not  know  what 
number  of  years'  purchase  they  would 
call  that ;  but  he  was  certain  of  one  thing 
— that  in  Lincolnshire  at  the  present 
m(»nent  tbey  could  not  sell  a  farm  apart 
from  a  large  property  at  15  years'  pur- 
chase ;  indeed,  he  did  not  believe  that 
farms  were  saleable  at  all.  If  the  charge 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  was  a 
fair  one,  he  (Mr.  Heneage)  was  not  going 
to  object,  but  he  did  tbink  he  had  a  right 
to  ask  for  information  and  to  know 
whether  it  was  a  fair  tax ;  and  those 
upon  whose  calculations  it  was  based 
knew  what  they  were  doing.  The  right 
hon.  Grentleman  appealed  to  the  land- 
lords as  to  whether  he  had  not  done 
something  for  them  by  granting  a  10 
per  cent,  abatement  on  tbe  Income  Tax 
in  respect  of  maintenance.  It  was 
something,  and  it  would  have  been  grate- 
fully received  20  years  ago  ;  but,  as  he 
had  shown,  the  real  cost  of  maintenance 
was  now  25  per  cent.,  and  not  10  per 
cent.  But  even  supposing  there  had  been 
reason  for  some  gratitude  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  taken  it  away  by  his 
Beer  Duty,  which  would  reduce  the 
price  of  barley  by  at  least  2s.  a  quarter. 
The  gratitude  which  the  landowners 
might  feel  for  tbe  abatement  in  question 
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was  very  much  watered  down  by  what 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
done  in  other  ways.  He  (Mr.  Heneage) 
had  only  risen  wiUi  the  object  of  trying, 
if  possible,  to  get  some  information.  He 
regretted  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer and  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
had  been  in  such  a  hurry  to  speak  before 
anyone,  but  one  or  two  gentlemen  on  the 
Front  Bench  opposite  had  taken  part  in 
tbe  discussion  and  had  not  allowed  inde- 
pendent Members  to  ask  questions.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  before  the  evening 
was  out  some  other  Member  of  the 
Government  would  give  the  Committee 
more  information  than  it  had  had  up  to 
tbe  present  time. 

Sib  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said  that,  although  of  course  he  listened 
with  great  respect  and  attention  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he  could 
not  say,  like  the  hon.  Member  who  pre- 
ceded him,  that  he  rose  in  a  conciliatory 
mood  or  merely  for  the  purpose  of  asking 
information.  No  doubt  tbey  would  re- 
ceive all  the  information  they  desired  in 
tbe  course  of  the  lengthened  Debates 
which  must  take  place  on  the  Budget ; 
but  his  present  object  in  rising  was  to 
express  the  deep  disappointment  with 
which  those  interested  in  land  regarded 
the  Budget,  a  feeling  which  was  not 
sensibly  mitigated  by  the  very  slender 
concession  made  by  the  Chancellor  of  tbe 
Exchequer  in  relation  to  the  Income 
Tax.  For  that  concession  they  of  course 
tbanked  him,  but,  after  all,  it  was  the  very 
smallest  of  small  mercies,  and  would  have 
no  countervailing  effect  upon  the  grievous 
injury  about  to  be  inflicted  on  the  landed 
interest  by  the  provision  of  the  Budget  as 
to  the  Death  Duties.  It  was  not  fair  to 
level  up  the  landed  interest  in  respect  to 
direct  taxation  with  the  other  propertied 
classes  when  at  the  same  time  it  had  to 
bear  such  a  heavy  burden  of  local  taxa- 
tion. He  was  one  to  join  iu  the  chorus 
of  *'  Iso,  uo  "  which  greeted  tbe  remark  of 
the  right  hou.' Gentleman,  that  those  con- 
cerned iu  land  wished  to  exempt  them- 
selves from  tbe  burdens  of  taxatioa. 
They  bad  uo  such  desire  ;  but  when  they 
were  burdened  so  heavily  and  so  unjustly 
in  respect  of  local  taxation,  they  ought 
not  to  be  treated  upon  the  equalisa- 
tion principle  iu  respect  of  direct  taxap 
tion.  If  tbe  Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer 
would  relieve  them  from  the  burdeus  of 
loeal  taxation  they  would   take  the 
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chance  of  the  principal  valuation 
theory  in  eBtimating  *  the  Sneeeesion 
Duty,  and  lie  was  sure  they  would 
mightily  gaio  by  the  cliaoge.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  Judia,  ia  ao  elabo- 
rate etatistical  analysis,  had  sought  to 
show  that  the  burden  of  local  taxation 
was  less  upon  the  rural  classes  at  the 
present  time  than  it  bad  been  in  two 
past  generatioos,  but  in  order  to  come  to 
that  conclusion  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
excluded  half  the  burdens  upou  land. 
They  had  iJways  argued  thac  there  was 
no  reason  why  real  property  and  agri- 
ctdtnral  land  should  bear  the  entire 
burden  of  the  Poor  Law.  That  was  not 
necessarily  a  burden  incidental  to  the 
land  alone.  In  the  same  way,  why  had 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemau  excluded  the 
highway  rate  from  bis  calcniatioo  ?  The 
abolition  of  turnpikes  was  a  silly  and 
unjust  proceeding,  the  result  of  the  Act 
being  to  place  upon  landowners  the 
burden  of  keeping  up  the  roads  for  the 
benefit  of  classes  who  contributed  nothing 
to  the  land.  He  was  aware  he  might  be 
reminded  that  his  own  Party  took  this 
step,  hot  that  did  not  make  it  a  right 
thing,  and  that  unfortunate  act  bad 
resulted  in  throwing  upon  the  laud  the 
burden  of  maintaining  roads  for  bicyclists, 
for  the  general  merchant,  for  travellers, 
and  for  other  classes  who  represented 
traffic  that  brought  no  benefit  to  the 
land.  With  the  exception  of  tithe  and 
Laml  Tax  they  did  not  admit  that  any  of 
the  burdens  now  thrown  upon  land  were 
necessarily  incidental  to  laud  or  inherent 
iu  landed  property.  They  were  burdens 
which  ODght  not  to  be  borne  exclusively 
by  owners  of  land.  He  demnrred, 
therefore,  most  absolntely  to  the  calcula- 
tions of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  who 
represented  the  Local  Government  Board 
in  the  House  with  so  much  ability  last 
Session.  But  whether  it  were  true  or  not 
that  the  burden  of  local  taxation  was 
less  now  than  it  had  been  at  any  time  in 
the  last  50  or  60  years,  they  asserted  that 
it  was  more  than  they  were  able  to  bear. 
Landed  property  in  this  couutry  was  fast 
approaching  the  condition  of  prairie  value. 
When  they  oonsidered  all  that  the  land- 
owno-  bad  to  do  and  the  burdens  he  had 
to  bear,  what  had  he  to  spend  upon  him- 
self or  for  himself  ?  When  he  had  paid 
his  tithes,  his  rates  and  taxes,  his  agency 
charges,  and  when  he  had  paid  for  the 
Hp-keep  of  his  property,  and  paid  his 


various  local  subscriptions  to  schools  and 
the  like— when  he  had  done  everything 
that  a  gentleman  onght  to  do  for  his 
farms — what  had  he  left  ?  He  had  abnost 
nothing.  They  were  in  a  descending 
scale,  and  eventually  the  landlord  would 
get  little  more  for  his  farm  than  he  got 
for  his  park  or  garden.  It  was  no  doubt 
a  very  interesting  thing  to  own  a  farm 
and  for  a  man  to  think  himself  a  little 
"  monarch  of  all  he  surveyed,"  but  there 
was  little  more  to  be  got  from  it  than 
from  any  other  ornamental  piece  of  land. 
It  had  not  quite  come  to  that  yet,  but 
they  were  on  a  descending  scale  which 
would  reach  to  that,  and  under  such  oir< 
cumstaoces  it  was  a  most  unfortunate 
time  to  throw  additiouai  burdens  on  the 
land.  Everything  depended  upou  valua- 
tion, and  he  hoped  the  House  would  take 
note  of  the  explanation  giveu  ou  that 
point  by  the  right  hon.  Geutleman  the 
Member  for  Great  Grimsby.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  shown  that  when 
the  up-keep  and  all  these  other  things 
were  accounted  for  a  fair  valuation  of  the 
land  would  bring  out  almost  nothing,  on 
the  theory,  at  least,  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  all  that  was  to  be 
touched  was  the  margin.  If  the 
margin  meant  that  which  a  man  would 
have  to  spend  or  which  he  could 
send  to  bis  bankers  the  sum  would  be  ao 
small,  if  fairly  calculated,  as  to  be  almost 
valueless.  There  might  be  a  valuation 
made  by  the  taxing  officer,  or  the  Inland 
Revenue  Department,  or  the  Treasury, 
but  it  would  not  agree  with  the  valua- 
tion of  those  who  had  to  bear  the  cost. 
Those  who  had  to  bear  the  cost  sudthat 
if  this  margin  the  Chancellor  of  the  Elx- 
chequer  spoke  of  were  fairly  calculated, 
it  would  be  so  small  as  to  leave  scarcely 
anything  to  the  landlord.  As  for  the 
former  misfortunes  which  befel  the  land 
which  had  been  adverted  to  by  the  Chau- 
ceilor  of  the  Exchequer,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  spoken  of  all  that  had 
happened  in  Oxfordshire  in  the  year 
1835  or  tbereabonte.  No  doubt  land  in 
those  days  was  so  burdened  as  to  be 
worth  less  than  nothing.  As  the 
Americans  said  whm  the  value  of  laud 
was  depreciated,  "  It  is  so  bad  that  you 
cannot  give  it  away."  No  doubt  land  in 
Oxfordshire  in  those  days  was  in  such  a 
state  as  that,  still  the  misfortune  was  not 
to  be  compared  with  the  misfortune  that 
now  hung  over  the  laud.  Miott  was 
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the  caose  of  the  former  misfortunes  ?  It 
was  bad  legislation  in  an  utterly  inefficient 
and  unworkable  Poor  Law.  But  that 
was  a  remediable  matter,  and  the  evil 
was  remedied  by  legistatioi].  But  what 
legislation  could  remedy  the  evils  that 
now  threatened  landowners  ?  Those 
evils  were  such  that  neither  legislation 
nor  Kings  could  cure.  Everyone  who 
understood  the  condition  of  the  Britisb 
Bmpire  and  of  the  world  must  he  av^are 
of  that.  These  evils  were  of  a  permanent 
character,  and  would  become  aggravated 
year  hy  year,  and  that  was  one  among 
bnudreds  of  other  reasons  why  no  fresh 
burden  could  be  imposed.  It  was  a  suit- 
able suggestion  that  the  State  should 
take  this  Successiou  Duty  in  the  shape 
of  its  potind  of  flesh — that  was  to  say, 
should  take  a  piece  of  the  land.  Let  the 
Treasury  take  the  land.  It  would  learn 
a  useful  lesson.  It  would  find  out  what 
was  the  real  and  true  value  of  the  laud. 
They  would  see  what  a  small  fringe  or 
margin  there  was  ;  they  would  be  like 
Sindbad  with  a  mountain  on  their  back. 
Politically  and  financially  they  would 
have  a  millstone  round  their  neck,  and 
would  recognise  at  last  what  the  burdens 
on  the  land  were.  They  would  be  made 
to  feel  the  evils  they  inflicted  on  the 
landowners.  He  did  not  know  that 
without  quoting  statistics  he  could  enter 
further  upon  his  denunciation — for  that 
was  what  it  came  to— of  the  measure 
now  being  forced  upon  the  House.  This 
measure  knocked  a  oail  into  the  coffin  of 
the  dying  land  interest — for  he  believed 
that  as  a  paying  financuil  concern  the 
land  interest  was  dying.  No  doubt  it 
would  exist  for  social  and  political 
purposes,  hut  when  one  thought  of  all 
the  misfortunes  that  fell  on  the  great 
landed  interest  one  could  only  say,  "  God 
help  the  man  who  succeeds  with  this 
heavy  Succession  Duty  hung  round  his 
neck."  When  oue  thought  of  all  the 
landowner's  mortgages  and  burdens  and 
liabilities,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  of  all 
the  honourable  responsibilities  which  he 
could  not  evade,  it  was  clear  that  he 
could  have  nothing  left  for  himself  to 
spend  and  no  balance  at  bis  bankers,  so 
far  as  his  lande<l  property  was  concerned. 
Gould  tbe  Government  wonder  if  they 
said  that  this  Succession  Duty  was  only 
another  means  devised  for  robbing  the 
poor  ?  [^LauffhterJ]  Hon.  Members 
might  treat  the  matter  lightly,  but  be 
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believed  that  the  poorest  class  of  persons 
in  this  land  were  those  nnfortnnate  gen- 
tlemen who  had  to  look  to  their  landed 
property  alone  as  their  one  source  of 

income.  No  doubt  many  dandowners 
held  property  of  other  kinds,  but  those 
who  had  nothing  but  real  estate  to  depend 
on  were  in  a  miserable  condition 
indeed.  They  were  poor  in  the  true, 
economic,  moral,  and  social  sense  of  the 
term.  It  was  on  this  class  of  men  and 
on  this  class  of  property  that  this  new 
burden  was  to  be  imposed.  Tbis  was 
admittedly  a  time  of  agricultural  depres- 
sion. Could  the  Grovernment  wonder  if 
agricnlturists  regarded  the  imposition 
of  this  new  burden  as  oppressive  ?  Tbe 
Government  could  not  be  surprised  if 
they  saw  the  landed  interest  throughout 
the  country  offering  the  most  strenuous 
opposition  to  every  stage  of  the  measure. 

•Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Paucras,  N.) 
said,  that  moat  extravagant  ideas  had 
been  formed  with  regard  to  the  great 
revenue  and  enormous  financial  advan- 
tages to  be  derived  from  a  readjustment 
of  the  Death  Duties.  He  believed,  how- 
ever, that  as  a  matter  of  fact  it  would  be 
found  that  tbe  Government  would  derive 
at  tbe  end  of  the  whole  operation 
only  a  very  moderate  addition  to 
the  Exchequer  hy  the  re-adjustment  of 
the  Death  Duties.  He  felt  also  that  the 
time  was  not  very  appropriate  for  any 
increased  taxation  to  be  levied  on  the 
landed  interest  of  this  country.  That 
interest,  which  just  now  was  sorely  de- 
pressed, was  not  confined  to  the  landlord 
class  alone,  but  intimately  connected  with 
it  was  the  whole  agricultural  popula- 
tion and  the  inhabitants  of  the  vil- 
lages. The  Government  were,  no  doubt, 
imposing  an  increased  burden  npou  the 
whole  agricultural  Industry,  and  it  was 
idle  to  suppose  that  it  would  fall 
upon  tbe  landlords  alone.  If  tbe 
burden  of  altered  taxation  fell  solely 
upon  the  landed  interest,  no  doubt 
there  would  be  a  strong  case  for  re- 
sisting it,  but  the  increased  taxatioa 
would  fall  also  upon  towntand  and 
houses  and  upon  property  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  towns — bnilding  awl 
other  land  which  had  not  been  in  this 
deprmsed  condition.  He  was  bound  to 
say  that,  with  reference  to  the  re-adjust* 
ment  of  the  Death  Duties  in  regard  to 
town  properties,  the  Government  had  a 
very  strong  case.    He  hoped  that  in  tbe 
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practical  Uealiug  wiUi  this  matter  the 
Goverument  would  endeavour,  as  far  as 
possible,  to  adjust  the  burdeu  that  it 
might  fall  as  lightly  as  possible  upon  the 
agricultural  interest,  and  might  fall  with 
due    weight    upou    real    estate  and 
property    in    towns    which    had  in- 
creased   largely    in    value,    and  was 
well  able  to  hear   increased  tuxatiou. 
No  doubt  the  proposal  before  the  Com- 
mittee was  the  result  of  a  good  deal  of  agita- 
tion for  the  reform  of  tbe  Death  Duties,  and 
he  did  not  think,  now  that  it  was  made  by 
the  responsible  Govenimeut,  it  would  be 
possible  to  resist  it  iu  priociple.    It  was 
difficult  to  say  that  oue  Class  of  property 
ought   to  have  exceptional  treatment. 
The   two   things    being    equal,  real 
property  and  personal  property  ought 
to     be    subject    to    equal  taxation. 
In    the    past,    land,    and  especially 
agricultural    land,   had    borne  special 
burdens,  and  it  had  consequently  bc«n  re- 
lieved of  a  certain  amount  of  Imperial 
taxation.    This  had  been,  to  a  certain 
extent,  re-adjusted,  and  be  was  not  pre- 
pared to  say  that  the  tim^  had  not 
arrived  when  it  was  necessary  to  recon- 
sider the  principles  of  taxation  as  applied 
to  the  Death  Duties.    It  wa^,  of  course, 
an  advantage  to   the  owners  of  real 
estate  to   be    charged    upou   the  life 
interest  instead  of  upou  the  capital  value, 
but  it  was  not  in  eooM  cases  so  great  an 
advantage  as  some  people  imagined.  It 
was  not  such  an  enormous  advantage 
where  the  life  was  a  young  life,  liecause 
the  capitalised  value  of  the  life  interest 
was  in  that  ca«e  very  great ;  but  where 
tbe  life  was  an  average  life,  or  an  old 
life,  there  was  a  considerable  advantage 
to  the  successor.    He  knew  of  a  case 
where,  under  special  circumstances,  the 
Succession  Duty  at  the  present  time  would 
exceed  the  new  Estate  Duty  proposed  to 
be  charged  on  the  capital  value  of  tbe 
property.    It  was  the  case  of  a  freehold 
let  on  lease,  and  bringing  in  £120  a  year. 
It  was  in  Deptford,  a  part  of  Londou 
where  property  was  not  very  high  in 
value,  and  a  Municipal  Authority,  which 
wisheid  to  purchase  the  property,  offered 
£1,381,  a  little  over  U  jears^  purdiase. 
Now,   according   to   tibe  Succession 
Tables    if   the  owuer    were    to  die 
and  were  to  be  succeeded   by   a  man 
of  44,  the  amount  on  which  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  able  to  claim  duty  would 
be  £1,684.   He  knew  of  another  case 


where  rents,  from  freehold  property 
leased,  amounting  to  £43  a  year  pro- 
duced at  an  auction  £1.325,  or  about 
31  years'  purchase.  He  cited  these 
cases  to  show  the  enormous  differences 
there  were  in  the  capital  value  of  town 
property.  He  should  like  to  say  a 
word  or  two  with  reference  to  settled 
property.  He  would  first  take  the  case 
of  an  estate  producing  a  clear  £o,000  a 
year.  He  assumed  that  the  property  was 
in  strict  settlement,  a  father  who  waa 
first  tenant-for-Ufe,  and  a  son  who  was 
second  tenaat-for-life,  with  remainder  to 
his  issue  for  an  estate  tail.  There  would 
be  two  successions — the  first  when  tho 
tenant-for-life  died,  and  the  second  wheu 
the  second  tenant-for-life  died  and  the 
tenant  -  in  -  tail  came  into  possession, 
and  he  assumed  for  the  purpose  of  the 
argument  that  the  second  teoant-for-tife 
and  tbe  tenant-iu-tail  succeeded  at  the 
age  of  44.  Under  the  present  system  the 
Government  would  get  out  of  thb  settle- 
ment £3,500,  but  under  tbe  system  now 
proposed  by  the  Chancellor  of  die  Exche- 
quer they  would  get  £8,750,  or  more 
than  double  the  receipt  under  the  exist- 
ing system.  In  the  case  of  an  estate  of 
£2,000  a  year  settled,  under  similar 
circumstances  tbe  Government  would 
get  £1,400  under  the  existing  system, 
and  £2,760  under  the  new  system.  In 
the  case  of  an  estate  settled  in  the  same 
way,  and  bringing  in  £200  a  year,  the 
Gttvernment  would,  under  present  circum- 
stances, get  £84,  and  under  the  new  duty 
they  would  get  £200.  In  tbe  case  of  a 
settled  estate,  there  would  be  a  practical 
difficulty  iu  raising  money  to  provide  for 
the  duty.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Kxchequer  suggested  that  provision 
should  be  made  Id  the  Bill  giving 
tbe  tenant-for-life  power  to  charge 
the  estate  with  an  amount  sufficient 
to  pay  the  duty — in  fact,  to  make 
a  mortgage  on  the  estate  for  the  purpose. 
That  mortgage  would  have  to  come  be- 
hind any  existing  mortgages.  In  tbe 
case  of  an  estate  that  was  mortgaged  ta 
its  full  value  there  would  be  a  very  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  raisii^  the  duty  by 
mortgage.  Imagine  a  Tai;ge  estate, 
mortgaged  perhaps  to  tbe  extent  of 
£100,000,  and  the  tenant-for-life  having 
to  raise  from  £2,000  to  £5,000.  He  would 
have  no  more  chance  of  borrowing  that 
.  sum  behind tbe£IO0,000mortgage than  be 
would  have  of  flying.    The  Chancellor  of 
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the  Excbeqncr  would  have  to  deal  with 
this  practical  difficulty.  He  would  suggest 
to  the  right  hou.  Geotlemau  that  under 
such  cireuniBtauees  the  tcnaut-for-Iife 
might  be  allowed  to  pay  ou  the  capitalised 
value  of  his  life  interest,  aud  that  the 
claim  to  the  full  duty  on  the  whole 
estate  might  be  postpoued.  The  authori- 
ties at  Somerset  House  did  postpoue 
payments  now  by  arrangement.  Some- 
thing certainly  would  have  to  be 
done  in  reference  to  a  great  mauy 
estates  which  were  heavily  mortgaged, 
or  there  would  be  great  difficulty  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  in  getting 
the  money.  The  main  question 
was,  how  the  Government  were  to 
arrive  at  the  capital  value  ?  He  sup- 
posed that  when  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  talked  about  "  principal 
value "  he  meant  capital  value.  Was 
the  capital  value  to  be  the  saleable 
value  ?  If  so,  it  could  not  be  arrived  at 
except  by  putting  the  property  into  the 
market  for  sale.  If  it  was  to  be  the  esti- 
mated value,  how  was  it  to  be  estimated  ? 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
it  was  to  be  fixed  by  the  authorities 
at  Somerset  House,  subject  to  appeal  in 
a  Court  of  Law.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  must  have  greater  confidence 
in  the  knowledge  of  the  authorities  at 
Somerset  House  than  most  Members  had. 
The  valuing  of  property  in  London  alone 
was  a  most  difficult  thing.  He  had  given  the 
Committee  instances  of  two  London  pro- 
perties, one  of  which  was  valued  atabout  10 
years*  and  the  other  at  31  years'  purchase, 
and  when  one  considered  the  complicated 
interests  that  arose  under  the  leasehold 
system,  one  saw  at  once  how  difficult  the 
valuation  of  London  "was.  Properties  all 
over  the  country  would  have  to  be  valued. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Forest  of  Dean  (Sir  C.  Dilke) 
had  said  that  the  authorities  had  been  too 
lax,  inasmuch  as  they  had  accepted 
valuations  far  below  the  proper  amount. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  that 
the  value  should  in  future  be  increased. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  the 
successor  to  an  estate  would  get  the  roost 
eminent  valuer  and  take  his  valuation  to 
Somerset  House,  where  it  would  be 
accepted.  But  eminent  valuers  differed 
materially  in  their  opinion,  and  if 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Forest  of 
Dean  (Sir  C.  Dilke)  were  to  prevail,  the 
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Govbroment  would  be  very  exact  in  this 
matter,  and  if  the  duty  did  not  produce 
quite  so  much  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  expected,  the  authorities  of 
Somerset  House  would  have  an  intima- 
tion that  they  were  to  see  that  the  full 
value  was  paid.    That  would  lead  to 
Government  valuers,  who  would  be  em- 
ployed to  act  for  the  Government,  to 
survey  and  value  the  properties  through- 
out the  country.    He  need  hardly  say 
that  when  they  came  to  deal  with  tm 
questiou  of  capital  value  of  properties 
in  London,  and  the  varied  interests 
connected  with  it,  they  would  have  the 
keenest  discussions  as  to  the  value  to  be 
put  on  property  for  Estate  Duty  ;  then 
there  would  be  appeals  and  a  contest  of 
surveyors,  who  were  not  in  the  habit  of 
charging  light  fees.      Lawyers  charged 
fairly  well,  but  his  experience  was  that 
they  were  not  in  it  with  surveyors  for 
charging.  But  they  would  not  only  have 
a  contest  of  surveyors,  but  they  would 
have  a  lawsuit  as  well,  and  a  case  like 
a  compensation  case  would  be  fought  ont 
in  the  Law  Courts.  Was  that  desirable  'i 
Was  it  desirable  that  the  valuation  should 
rest  upon  estimated  value  to  be  debated 
and  discussed  on  the  reports  of  sur- 
veyors and  fought  out  in  Courts  of  Law 
upon  the  expert  evidence  of  surveyors  ? 
He  must  say  he  saw  great  practical  diffi- 
culties and  great  expense  inflicted  npon 
people  in  connection  with  the  levying 
of  these  duties.    If  they  paid  anything 
the  Government  chose  to  ask,  well  and 
good,  but  he  doubted  wbethor  they  would 
be  in  that  submissive  frame  of  mind, 
therefore  he  thought  this  would  be  at- 
tended with  great  difficulties  and  enor- 
mous expense.      But  what  other  course 
was  there  ?      Why  not,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, adopt  the  course  that  at  present 
prevailed  ;   why  not  do  what  was  done 
at  Somerset  House  at  the  present  time^ 
Why  not  divide  the  property  into  classes  ; 
put  on  the  classes  of  property  a  scale. 
Why  not  take  the  anonal  value,  dednctinf^ 
from  it  all  outgoings,  showing  the  clear 
net  value,  capitalise       netvalue,  and  de- 
duct from  that  all  the  charges  upon  the 
estate  ?     That  was  well  understood  at 
the  present  time  at  Somerset  House,  as 
it  was  the  course  that  prevailed  in  refer- 
ence to  the  existing  Estate  Duty.  He 
produced  one  of  &e  forms  on  which 
the  payment   of  the  present  Estate 
Duty  was  paid,  and  oo  that  tana  the 
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particulars  were  —  desoriptioD  of  pro- 
perty, grosB  rack  rental  or  aDOual 
value,  laudlords*  outgoings,  Buch  as  re- 
pairs, insarance,  &c.,  net  annual  value, 
eetimated  nnmber  of  years'  purchase, 
and  the  gross  capital  value.  Tben  the 
amonuts  were  brought  out,  and  from  the 
amount  of  capitaliwd  value  of  tl.e  net 
income  the  amount  of  incumbrances  and 
charges  was  deducted,  showing  the  clear 
net  value  of  the  property.  On  this  ameunt 
the  present  Estate  Duty  was  charged. 
That  was  the  system  that  at  present 
prevailed.  Tliey  could  lay  down  a  scale 
of  valuations  applicable  to  particular 
kinds  of  property,  say  25  years'  purchase 
for  Loudon  grouud  rents,  from  15  to  20 
years'  purchase  for  freehold  houses, 
and  so  many  years*  purchase,  according 
to  the  leug^  of  lease,  for  certain 
.leasehold  honaes.  If  they  did  tliat, 
they  could  work  out  the  duty  with- 
out introdaciug  the  uncertainty,  and  the 
complications,  and  the  expense  which  lie 
behind  and  would  be  introduced  by  the 
proposals  of  the  right  boo.  GeDtleman. 
Wby  the  system  that  at  present  prevailed 
should  not  be  adapted  to  this  new  duty 
he  could  not  for  the  life  of  him  under- 
stand. The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
said  that  was  all  very  well  on  a  rising 
market,  but  when  property  was  decreasing 
in  value  it  would  work  against  the 
interest  of  the  owners  of  property.  It 
was  odd  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should  make  use  of  that 
argument.  If  it  worked  against  the 
Government  in  one  case,  it  might 
possibly  work  for  the  Government  in  the 
othec  He  did  not  believe  it  would  be 
beyond  the  ability  of  surveyors  to  form 
a  scale  applicable  to  particular  properties, 
and  charging  the  duty  on  the  capital 
value  accoMiug  to  the  net  income 
derived  from  the  particular  property  in 
each  scale.  He  made  a  present  of  the 
suggestion  to  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury.  He  did  not  put  the  sugges- 
tion forward  with  absolute  confidence, 
but  he  suggested  it  for  consideration  as 
to  whether  it  was  not  a  more  certain  and 
more  satisfactory  mode  of  arriving  at  the 
real  value  of  property  than  the  mode 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
suggested,  which  was  most  uncertain 
and  calculated  to  be  most  expensive, 
and  was  one  of  the  great  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  carrying  out  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed.    There  was 


no  difficulty  in  calculating  the  capital 
value  of  a  large  portiou  of  the  personal 
property  of  the  country,  ^ut  wbeu  they 
came  to  the  property  known  as  real  estate 
they  were  met  with  difficulties.  He  be- 
lieved these  proposals  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  were  proposals  it  was 
difficult  in  principle  to  resist.  He  thought 
special  provision  should  be  made  with 
regard  to  that  class  of  property  that  was 
most  depressed  and  which,  at  the  present 
time,  was  practically  unsaleable,  but 
upon  the  broad  proposition  of  equalising 
the  Death  Duties  the  feeling  of  the 
general  public  was  in  favour  of  it.  He 
hoped  the  Government,  however,  would 
extend  all  the  consideration  they  were 
capable  of  to  the  owners  of  agricultural 
laud,  in  which  he  believed  the  country 
would  support  them.  The  people  in 
the  towns  had  no  desire  to  see  the  agri- 
cultural interest  unduly  burdened  or 
treated  with  any  want  of  consideration. 
On  the  contrary,  they  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  as  far  as  they  could  adapt 
the  charge  to  the  special  difficulties  of 
the  agricultural  situation  and  of  tbf>se 
men  who  unfortunately  had  agricultural 
property. 

Mr.  WINGFIELD-DIGBY  (Dorset, 
N.)  said,  that  at  the  commencement  of 
his  remarks  he  would  like  to  state  that 
he  did  not  speak  as  one  who  had  any 
expectations  ;  his  expectations  he  had 
realised,  and  he  need  hardly  say  that  as 
they  were  all  in  land  they  did  not  come 
up  quite  to  what  might  have  been  ex- 
pected. When  they  were  asked  to  con- 
sent to  these  proposals  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  made, 
though  they  might  not  perhaps  be  in  the 
position  of  having  expectations,  they  bad 
to  consider  those  who  came  after  them, 
and  not  only  those  who  came  after  them, 
but  those  who  lived  on  their  estates, 
those  whom,  he  muntained,  would  not  be 
in  auy  way  benefited,  but  rather  injured,  by 
the  proposals — uunely,  the  Uibourers  and 
tenant-farmers  on  the  estate.  He  under- 
stood the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  assert  that  they  who  were  interested  in 
land,  who  knew  something  about  the 
management  of  land,  were  making  a  claim 
for  land  to  be  treated  iu  an  exceptional 
way.  Now,  he  did  not  think  that  was 
the  case  at  all.  When  he  stated  that 
land  in  other  countries  was  only  taxed  to 
the  extent  of  5  pa*  cent.,  while  the  land 
in  this  country  was  taxed  to  the  extent 
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of  13  per  ccut.,  bo  did  not  thiuk  that  iu 
resisting  these  proposals,  as  some  of  them 
were  goiug  to  do,  and  as,  speaking  for 
himself  persouatly,  he  intended  to  do,  that 
they  were  making-  any  claim  for  land  to 
be  treated  in  an  exceptional  manner.  He 
need  hardly  remind  the  Chaucellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who  knew  it  as  well  as  be 
did,  that  the  rates  were  only  levied  ou 
real  property — that  was  to  say,  ou  laud 
and  houses.  Ho  asked  the  Committee  to 
compare  the  contributions  to  the  Public 
Purse  of  two  men  who  invested  £1,000 
each — one  in  land  and  houses  sod  the 
other  in  some  British  or  foreign  security. 
Supposing  both  men  lived  for  20  years, 
and  paid  an  average  Income  Tax  of  6d. 
in  the  £1  and  rates  at  28.  6d.  iu  the  £1, 
and  received  interest  at  the  rate  of  5  per 
cent,  on  their  investment,  "A,*'  who 
invested  in  securities,  would  pay  Income 
Tax  at  the  rate  of  2d8.  a  year,  or  £25  iu 
20  years.  He  would  pay  Death  Duty  at 
3  per  cent.,  or  £30  in  all,  and  his  total 
contribution  to  the  Public  Purse  in  20 
years  would  be  £55.  On  the  other  hand, 
''B,"  who  had  invested  his  £1,000  iu 
real  estate,  would  have  to  pay,  including 
all  charges  for  the  20  yearn,  £157  10s., 
or  three  times  the  amount  he  would 
have  had  to  pay  bad  he  invested 
his  money  in  British  or-  foreign  se- 
curities. From  these  figures  it  was 
perfectly  obvious  that  land  was  un- 
fairly treated  as  compared  with  personal 
property.  He  understood  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  state  that  the  rates, 
&c.,  were  charged  on  the  land,  and  when 
people  bought  it  they  did  so  minus  those 
charges,  and,  therefore,  ought  not  to  say 
anything  about  this  proposal  of  the 
new  Estate  Duty.  That  would  be  all 
very  well  in  the  case  of  intending  pur- 
chasers of  laud,  but  bow  did  it  affect  the 
owners  of  land  at  the  present  time  ?  He 
did  not  think  it  would  be  much  consola- 
tion to  them  to  think  this  proposal  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would, 
according  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
be  an  extra  charge  on  land,  and  take  so 
much  oS  the  value  for  selling  purposes. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  taxing 
value  of  the  land  would  be  its  selling 
value. 

Mr.  WINGFIELD-DIGBY  said,  he 
perfectly  understood  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  but  what  he  wished  to 
express  was  the  selling  value  would  be 
put  down  to  the  extent  of  that  charge 

Mr,  ffinsJield'Digbjf 


that  would  be  placed  on  the  land,  and 
therefore  it  would  not  be  much  consola- 
tion to  the  owners  of  land  to  be  told  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  the 
rates,  &c.,  were  a  dwrge  on  the  laini. 
He  should  like  to  ask  the  Chaucellor 
of  the  Exchequer  a  question  on  one 
particular  point,  and  that  was  with  refer- 
ence to  the  case  of  a  jointure.  In  the 
ease  of  a  jointure  where  tho  Succession 
Duty  had  been  paid  by  the  jointure 
bolder  on  the  old  tables,  when  that 
jointure  fell  iu  to  the  owner  or  tenant  for 
life,  would  be  have  to  pay  on  the  capital 
value  or  only  on  bis  life  interests  ?  Per- 
haps the  right  boa.  Gentleman  woald 
presently  kindly  inform  the  Committee. 
It  was  obvious  a  person  might  have  been 
in  possession  of  the  property,  but  mii^ht 
not  succeed  to  the  jointure  until  he  be- 
came au  old  man  and  until  within  a  few 
years  of  bis  death,  and  he  thought  the 
Committee  aud  the  country  would  like  to 
know  whether  he  would  have  to  pay  on 
the  capital  value  or  only  on  his  life 
interest  ?  From  a  Parliamentary  Paper 
issued  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer he  found  that  the  value  of 
property  was  to  be  determined  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue,  sub- 
ject to  au  appeal  to  the  High  Court. 
Though  he  was  not  a  lawyer  he  would 
submit  it  was  a  well-known  axiom  that  a 
man  might  not  be  a  judge  in  bis  own 
cause.  It  was  obvious  it  would  be  to 
the  interest  of  the  Commissioners  of  In- 
land Revenue  to  obtain  as  much  as  thev 
could,  and  that  would  be  the  case  of  a  matt 
being  a  judge  in  his  own  cause.  As  to 
the  competency  of  some  of  the  gentlemen 
at  Somerset  House  he  would  like  to 
mention  to  the  Committee  a  case  thai 
came  to  his  notice  theotherday.  A  ease 
was  sent  up  for  Probate  and  Succession 
Duty,  and  iu  the  deductions  there  was  a 
claim  for  the  tithe  averages.  The  gentle* 
man  from  Somerset  House  sentback  toask 
what  tithe  averages  were,  and  a  consider- 
able amount  of  time  and  correspondence 
was  wasted  in  explaining  to  this  pereoo 
what  tithe  averages  were  ;  therefore,  be 
asked  if  these  geotlemra  were  cooi- 
petent  to  value  a  very  large  agri- 
cultural estate  ?  But,  i^ter  all,  aa  thi» 
was  a  matter  that  concerned  then,  vbaC 
did  this  proposed  tax  mean  ?  He  vw- 
tured  to  submit  it  meant  a  total  igaoring 
of  the  agricultural  depression  and  tl» 
agricultural  intweet,  which  waSfperluip*, 

Digitized  by  GoOg Ic 


1301      fTays  and  Means,—     {24  Aprii.  1894} 


Committee. 


1802 


the  greatest  separate  interest  in  the 
coaDtry.  He  knew  they  were  told  that 
the  dednction  on  the  Income  Tax  of  the 
wM^ing  expenBBB  was  some  set-off,  and 
in  mentioning  that  he  wontd  like  to  ukj 
that  that  deduction  was  the  adroission  of 
a  very  great  principle,  becanse  up  to  now 
he  believed  he  was  right  in  stating  the 
agricaltural  industry  was  the  only  in- 
dustry that  had  had  to  pay  Income  Tax 
on  its  gross  income  and  uot  on  its  profits. 
He  did  not  believe  that  aoy  other  io- 
dnstry  in  the  country  was  called  upon  to 
pay  on  its  gross  proceeds.  He  thought, 
howorer,  the  admission  of  this  principle 
was  important,  even  though  only  10  per 
cent,  was  taken  as  the  cost  of  working 
the  estate.  And  here  he  would  like  to 
oorroborate  the  statement  of  the  Member 
for  the  London  University  (Sir  J. 
Lubbock),  when  he  said  that  10  per  cent, 
did  not  represent  the  expense  of  the 
working  of  an  estate.  He  thought  the 
proposals  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  affect  most  injuriously 
the  owners  of  small  freeholds,  and  on 
large  estates  they  would  operate  to  throw 
the  labourers  out  of  employment,  with 
the  result  that  those  thus  throwp  out  of 
employment  would  flock  even  more 
than  was  the  ease  now  to  the  laige 
towns,  aud  still  further  aggravate  the 
great  question  of  the  unemployed. 
•Lord  WILLOUGHBY  db  EBESBY 
(Lincolnshire,  Horncastle)  said,  that  the 
last  speaker  had  informed  the  Committee 
that  he  had  no  expectations  whatever. 
He  (Iford  Willoughby  de  Eresby)  had 
expectations,  and  he  could  safely  say  that 
when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
inteodnced  his  proposals  it  was  easy  for 
anyone  who  had  any  expectations  to 
make  a  sum  Mid  ascertain  what  was  the 
amonntof  Succession  Duty  he  would  have 
to  pay.  He  must  congratulate  the  Chan- 
eellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the  very  clear 
way  he  bad  placed  his  proposals  before 
the  Committee,  by  which  a  man  who 
was  abont  to  receive  an  income  from 
personalty  could  readily  calculate  the 
amount  of  Succession  Duty  he  would 
hare  to  pay.  That  was  to  say,  if 
he  were  heir  to  some  £500,000  or 
£1,000,000  a  year  he  would  take  the 
graduated  duties,  and  would  be  perfectly 
aUe  to  tell  what  be  would  have  to  pay 
as  Succession  Duty  for  two  or  three 
years,  and  up  to  that  time  be  would  be  a 
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pauper.  But  in  regard  to  real  property, 
the  computation  was  rather  more  difficult, 
since  it  entirely  depended  on  what  the 
ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer  had  ch<wen 
to  call  the  marketable  value  of  land.  He 
entirely  dissented  from  the  mode  of  coU 
lecting  money  by  Death  Duties,  con- 
sidering, as  he  did,  that  every  person  and 
every  generation  ought  to  pay  yearly  the 
debt  of  the  country.  If  a  certain  sum  of 
money  was  to  be  raised  in  the  country, 
that  sum  should  be  paid  by  everybody, 
but  chiefly,  no  doubt,  by  the  rich.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  it  was  an  axiom  by 
hou.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  accumu- 
lated capital  should  pay  a  greater  share 
of  the  taxation  of  the  country,  and  he  en- 
tirely shared  that  view.  Ais  to  how  far 
representation  and  taxation  should  go 
together  was  a  question  on  which  he 
should  differ  with  certain  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  With  regard  to  accumulated 
capital,  it  seemed  to  him  that  a  man  should 
pay  on  the  income  he  had  derived  from  it 
during  his  lifetime.  He  knew  he  should  be 
met  with  the  aignment  that  the  Income 
Tax  once  raised  to  a  certain  height  was 
easy  of  evasion  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
he  considered  the  Succession  Duty  was 
also  easy  of  evasion.  He  considered 
that  by  the  tax  of  Succession  Duty  the 
heir  was  left  to  pay  a  debt  which  the  per- 
son from  whom  he  inherited  the  property 
ought  to  have  paid  in  his  lifetime.  If 
they  wished  to  tax  the  millionaire  or  the 
rich  man,  they  should  tax  him  during  his 
lifetime  and  not  wait  until  he  was  dead, 
and  then  tax  the  heir  on  the  ground  that 
the  man  he  sncceeded  should  have  paid 
the  amount  of  such  duty  to  the  country. 
He  believed  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  himself  in  introducing  his 
Budget  said  be  proposed  that  every 
year  should  pay  its  own  bill.  On 
the  very  same  principle  the  people  who 
enjoyed  the  good  things  of  this  world 
during  their  lifetime  should  be  made  to 
pay,  and  this  payment  should  not  be  left 
to  their  heirs.  The  accumulated  capital 
and  money  of  the  country  did  not  entirely 
consist  of  cash.  Accumulated  capital 
was  invested  in  many  vrays,  in  pictures 
and  statues,  or  perhaps  a  millionaire 
might  take  the  whim  of  spending  his 
money  in  bricks  and  mortar.  When  the 
unfortunate  heir  succeeded  to  the  pictures, 
although  he  might  know  a  water-colour 
from  an  oil-punting,  by  the  proposal  of 
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the  Governmeot — and  also  be  waB  sorry 
to  snj  of  CoDBervative  GovernmeDts  as 
well — he  was  called  upon  to  pay  Succes- 
eioa  Duty  on  things  be  knew  and  cared 
uothiDg  about.  Id  the  same  way,  if  a 
miliionHire  had  invested  his  money 
in  building  a  magnificent  co\intry  house, 
when  his  heir  succeeded  to  the 
property  the  State  immediately  came 
down  upon  him  for  the  Succeasiou  Duty 
on  the  value  of  the  house,  which  would 
practically  force  him  to  lell  at  any  price, 
and  it  would  be  a  fortunate  thing  if  the 
County  Council  of  the  county  required  a 
lunatic  asylum  and  would,  for  that 
purpose,  pay  a  good  price  for  the  house, 
which  would  enable  him  to  pay  of!  some 
part  of  the  Succession  Duty.  There  was 
another  point  in  the  proposals  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  which  he 
strongly  objected,  and  that  was  the 
proposal  to  place  real  property  on  the 
flame  footing  as  personal  property.  It 
was  perfectly  certain  that  if  they  taxed 
any  industry  the  burden  would  be  felt 
by  all  the  classes  in  that  industry,  and 
he  held  that  by  increasing  the  taxation 
on  real  property  it  was  absolutely  felt  by 
all  classes  connected  with  it.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  at  the  present  moment 
agriculture  was  one  of  the  most  depressed 
industries,  and  those  who  represented 
agricultural  constituencies  had  come  to 
the  Gorernment  and  asked  for  bread,  but 
had  received  a  stone.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  in  moving  his  Resolu- 
tions, said  no  doubt  hon.  Members  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  would, 
in  their  ingenuity,  invent  plenty  of  cases 
in  which  hardship  would  occur  over  the 
Succession  Duties.  He  had  such  a  case 
to  briug  before  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. A  gentleman  had  allowed  him  to 
look  to  the  actual  state  of  hh  property, 
and  in  quoting  his  case  he  should  be  able 
to  show  the  Committee  that  the  present 
tax  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer proposed  to  impose  in  the  form 
of  Death  Duties  would  be  a  most  unfair 
tax,  not  only  on  the  gentleman  who 
succeeded  to  the  estate,  but  also 
on  every  other  person  who  was 
living  or  working  upon  the  estate. 
He  would  take  for  his  example  an 
estate  which  was  a  purely  agricultural 
one,  aud  he  should  particularly  like  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean  to  the 
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' illustration.  That  right  bon.  Gentle 
man  had  said  that  it  would  be  almost 
impossible  to  Bnd  au  estate  which  had  not 
some  dealing  with  a  town  or  town  pro- 
perty, or  which,  owing  to  its  proximity  to 
a  town,  could  not  find  an  easy  market  for 
its  goods.  He  could  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  case  he  was 
going  to  quote  was  a  case  which  he 
seemed  to  consider  so  difficult  to  be 
found.  There  was  a  great  quantity  of 
land  in  this  conutry  which  was  not  in  the 
ieast  increased  in  valne  on  account  of  its 
proximity  to  town.  The  estate  of  wbidi 
he  was  speaking  was  situated  io  the 
Eastern  Counties,  and  so  far  from  finding 
an  easy  market  for  their  goods,  it  cost 
considerably  more  to  take  a  quarter  of 
wheat  from  that  part  of  the  country  to 
the  manufacturing  districts  of  Liverpool 
and  Maochest«r  than  it  did  to  convey  a 
quarter  of  wheat  from  abroad  to  those 
places.  The  property  was  purely  agri- 
cultural, and  if  ^ey  examined  into  tho 
books  they  might,  no  doubt,  find  that  the 
reut-roU  of  the  property  amounted  to 
£60,000  a  year — a  handsome  rent-roll,  no 
doubt.  On  that  there  was  a  mortgage  of 
£300,000.  Taking  these  figures,  it  would 
be  found  that  the  Succession  Duty  would 
be  £96,000.  The  actual  receipts  from 
that  estate,  after  paying  all  outgoings, 
were  £15,000,  but  from  that  they  would 
have  to  deduct  £9,000,  the  intmst  on 
mortgage,  leaving  theowner  with  themore 
modest  income  of  £6,000.  What  did  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  propose  to 
do  in  that  case  ?  He  proposed  to  come 
down  on  the  owner  for  £96,000  Succes- 
sion Duty.  It  would  take  16  years  for 
the  gentleman  who  succeeded  to  that 
estate  before  the  Succession  Duty  could 
be  paid  off,  aud  during  that  period  the 
heir  to  this  princely  estate  would  be  an 
absolute  pauper.  This  was  not  the  worst 
of  the  Government  proposals.  They 
seemed  to  impose  terms  on  the  agricul- 
tural interest  even  worse  than  the  terras 
proposed  by  Sbylock,  for  Shylock  de- 
manded his  pound  of  flesh,  but  was  not 
allowed  to  draw  the  blood.  The  proposals 
of  the  Government  were  that  they  were  to 
have  the  pound  of  flesh  and  draw  the  blood 
as  well.  They  were  to  draw  themoney  and 
the  Succession  Duty,  and  then  after  thau 
though  it  was  an  absolute  impossibility 
to  pay  off  the  Succession  Duty,  they 
would  draw  blood  in  the  sb^  of  interest 
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out  of  the  wretched  proprietor  by  charging 
on  the  amount  that  could  not  be  paid  io 
the  proper  time.  It  might  be  urged  that 
this  income  of  £6,000  might  be  increased. 
So  it  might,  but  how  ?  B7  stopping  all 
buildings  and  all  improvements,  and  by 
increasing  the  reut  for  labourers'  cottages. 
The  end  would  be  that  the  landlord 
would  be  placed  in  the  position  of  a  tax- 
collector  for  the  Goverumeut.  It  would 
be  his  duty  to  see  how  much  he  could 
screw  out  of  the  tenants  and  the  labourers, 
and  then,  if  he  had  done  bis  duty  well, 
if  he  bad  giveu  satisfaction,  when  he 
reached  tottering  old  age  he  would  be 
able  to  screw  something  out  of  them  for 
himself.  He  considered  that  these  were 
most  infamous  proposals.  It  might  be 
argued  that  it  was  unnecessary  for  land- 
lords to  put  this  amount  of  capital  in  the 
land.  On  the  estate  to  which  he  had 
referred  during  the  last  20  years  nearly 
£500,000  had  been  spent  on  what  was 
called  permanent  improvements.  In  the 
cafie  of  permanent  improvements  the 
landlord  naturally  expected  that  he  would 
be  gradnatly  increasing  the  value  of  his 
property.  Bat  what  did  they  find  ?  In 
these  20  years  the  net  receipts  had  fallen 
exactly  one-half,  and  he  should  like  to 
ask  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in  what 
condition  the  land  on  that  estate  woald 
be  at  the  present  moment  if  there  had 
been  no  money  put  into  it  ?  It  was  im- 
possible to  cultivate  clay  land  and  pro- 
duce com  crops  unless  an  enormous 
amount  of  capital  had  been  spent  on  such 
land.  It  would  take  three  horses  to 
plough  it,  and  it  was  no  use  to  go  and 
scratch  at  it  with  a  donkey  and  harrow. 
He  was  prepared  to  be  met  with  the 
argument  tluit  it  was  perfectly  easy  to 
pay  off  the  Snecessiou  Duty  by  mort- 
gaging the  property  and  borrowing  money 
for  this  purpose.  He  was  entirely  against 
that  course.  Considering  how  hard  it 
was  on  agricultural  laud  to  make  any 
profits  at  all,  it  would  be  one  of  the  worst 
things  that  could  possibly  be  done  to 
create  afresh  mortgage  io  the  land.  The 
moment  they  created  fresh  mortgages  so 
far  would  that  estate  be  in  a  much  worse 
position.  He  asked  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  experience  of  the  county  to  go  round 
and  look  for  themselves.  They  would 
find  that  on  the  estate  which  was  placed 
in  the  bands  of  the  mortgagees  every 
moD,  woman,  and  child  was  a  great  deal 


worse  off  than  where  the  property  was 
managed  by  a  landlord.  He  was  pre- 
pared  to  face  the  whole  question  of  these 
Death  Duties,  and  if  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  accept  some  really 
just  principle  of  taxation  he  should  not 
say  a  word  against  the  principle  of 
graduated  Death  Duties.  He  thought 
that  one  principle  of  graduated  Death 
Duties  was  that  the  accumulated  capital 
of  the  country  should  be  more  widely 
spread  and  large  estates  broken  up.  But 
from  what  he  could  make  out  from  the 
Chaucellor  of  the  Exchequer's  proposals 
he  did  not  intend  to  bring  lhat  about, 
because  if  a  man  died  worth  £1,000,000 
and  left  it  divided  among  six  or  seven 
children  they  would  have  to  pay  8  per 
cent,  as  Succession  Duty  on  the  share 
of  money  received,  so  from  that  point 
of  view  he  did  not  quite  see  that  it 
was  the  object  of  the  Government  to 
create  a  wider  diffusion  of  money.  What 
he  should  like  to  have  some  definite  in- 
formation upon  was  as  to  bow  the  ques- 
tion of  the  marketable  value  of  land  and 
real  property  was  to  be  determined. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  when  a  man 
inherited  e  property  he  would  be  quite 
willing  to  pay  Succession  Duty  on  his 
house,  and  the  amenities  he  would  receive 
from  having  a  country  residence  and 
enjoying  the  amenities  of  country  life. 
He  was  unfortunately  heir-apparent  to  a 
ghost,  which  was  among  the  heirlooms, 
and  he  did  not  know  whether  that  would 
be  included  in  the  Succession  Duty. 
Take  the  case  of  the  estate  he  had  men- 
tioned where  £6,000  was  the  amount 
which  practically  went  into  the  pockets 
of  the  owner.  He  raised  no  objection  to 
that  £6,000  being  capitalised  and  taxed 
for  Succession  Duty,  which  at  4  per  cent, 
would  amount  to  £150,000,  but  the 
moment  they  began  to  tax  the  gross  or 
the  net  rental  of  the  land  they  would  be 
taxing  not  the  rich  man,  but  the  tenant 
and  the  labourer  on  the  estate.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  bad  tried 
to  quiet  their  fears  on  this  subject  by 
saying  the  market  value  of  the  estate 
would  be  taken.  He  had  no  objedtion 
to  the  amount  a  landlord  placed  in  his 
pocket  being  capitalised,  and  his  being 
charged  Succession  Duty  on  that  amount, 
bat  what  had  been  the  treatment  the 
agricultural  interest  had  received  for 
years  and  years  ?    T^e  the  estate  he 


Digitized  by  GoOglc 


1807       fFajfg  and  Means.— 

had  nentiooed.  iDstead  of  paying  In- 
come Tax  on  £6,000  the  landlord  bad 
aetnally  paid  on  £40,000  a  year,  and  they 
had  no  aasnrance  tlut  the  Goveroment 
would  not  come  down  on  the  h^ra  to 
landed  estatee  and  charge  them  at  the 
same  rate  that  they  lud  charged  for  the 
Income  Tax  ?  The  moment  they  began 
taxing  beyond  what  the  landlord  himself 
put  in  his  pocket,  then  most  assuredly 
that  taxation  must  fall  upon  the  tenant- 
farmer  and  every  labourer  on  the  estate, 
and  they  ought  to  have  some  assurance 
that  the  labourers  and  tenant-farmers 
should  not  have  to  pay  the  penalty  of 
this  tax. 

•Mb.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whiteohapel)  would  like  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  Besolution  from  a  bosi- 
nesB  point  of  view.  The  re-modelling 
of  tiie  Death  Duties  was,  to  his  mind,  the 
most  important  and  praiseworthy  feature 
in  this  very  satisfactory  Budget,  espe- 
cially because  these  proposals  em- 
bodied a  marked  principle  of  graduated 
taxation.  The  past  week  had  afforded 
him  opportunities  for  consideration 
and  inquiry  outside  this  House,  and  the 
result  of  his  inquiry  in  his  constituency 
and  the  City  of  London  had  been  to  find 
that  the  prevailing  opinion  was  greatly 
in  favour  of  this  Budget,  and  he  had 
been  astonished  to  hear  in  the  City  of 
London,  even  from  gentlemen  who  were 
oj^poaed  to  him  in  politics,  very  favour- 
able expressions  with  regard  to  the  Death 
Duties.  The  question  had  been  raised 
as  to  the  valuation  of  landed  property. 
He  presumed  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
respecting  freehold  house  property. 
That  would  be  valued  as  easily,  or  per- 
haps easier,  than  leaseholds.  For  he 
knew  leaseholds  that  wonld  pnaale  a 
valuOT,  because  when  they  approached 
the  expiration  of  the  term  of  the  ground 
lease  uieir  value  would  depend  mainly 
upon  the  chances  and  advantages  of  re- 
newal. A  question  had  been  asked  the 
previous  day  in  reference  to  estates 
mortgaged  up  to,  or  very  near  to,  theu: 
full  vslue  in  the  market.  But  when 
property  was  mortgaged  up  to  its  full 
value  the  new  proposals  would  not  apply 
at  all,  and,  in  fact,  the  owner  would 
derive  a  benefit  from  the  reduction  of 
taxation.  Valuations  for  Probate  were, 
in  his  experience,  generally  far  beneath 
marketable  value,  and  the  case  aS  estates 

Lord  mUouffk^  de  Entbp 


Committee.  1308 

heavily  mortgaged  would,  no  doubt,  be 
favourably  considered  by  the  Govern- 
ment, in  the  same  way  as  now  Go- 
vernment accepted  valuations,  leaving 
a  considerable  margin.  Suppose  the 
estate  to  be  valued,  say,  at  £50,000,  and 
there  wore  mortgages  to  that  extent  on 
the  property,  naturally  the  Death  Duties 
would  not  apply  at  all  in  such  a  case. 
If  mortgaged  to  the  extent  of  £40,000, 
the  Estate  Duty  would  only  be  on 
£10,000,  amounting  to  £400  pay- 
able in  eight  years  by  instalments. 
Where,  then,  was  the  grievance  ?  By 
the  proposed  changes  taxation  would 
not  be  materially  increased,  but  would 
be  much  more  justly  spread.  The 
equalisation  of  taxes  on  realty  and  por- 
soualty  had  been  demanded  for  many 
years.  If  we  were  starting  afresh  in  the 
putting  on  of  Death  Duties  no  one  would 
seriously  advocate  the  imposing  of  higher 
taxation  on  leaseholds  which  were  ter- 
minable than  on  freeholds.  We  might 
as  well  tax  Terminable  Annuities  mpre 
than  Permanent  Annuities.  The  Estate 
Duty  was  analogous  to  a  progressive 
Income  Tax,  but  it  was  in  a  mach  better 
form.  If  a  man  came  into  an  estate  of 
£500,000,  producing  £15,000  a  year,  that 
income  would  be  reduced  by  I^tate 
and  L^;acy  Duties  to  £13,500^  which 
was  eqiul  to  a  special  Income  Tax  ci  2s. 
in  the  £1,  but  QoUected  in  a  mnofa  wiser 
form.  As  an  ordinary  Income  Tax  it  would 
perpetuate  the  injustice  of  taxing  pro- 
fessional income  in  the  same  .way  as 
income  derived  from  realised  property. 
In  the  case  of  a  professional  man  with  a 
large  income  his  accumulations  would  be 
taxed  witii  Estate  Duty  payable  by  his 
descendants.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  right  in  considering  that 
the  estimate  of  the  yield  of  these  duties 
was  diffienlt  to  fix,  and  in  regarding  the 
change  as  experimental.  From  wut  he 
gathered  from  the  remarks  of  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  this  Estate  Duty  could 
not  be  evaded  by  investing  money  in 
personal  property  abroad.  He  was  glad 
that  such  a  system  of  evasion  would  be 
stopped,  for  he  knew  of  cases  in  which  the 
presentDeath  Duties  hrul  been  thus  largely 
avoided.  But  he  understood  from  hts 
right  hon.  Friend  that  this  alteration  would 
not  affect  investments  abroad  in  real 
estate.  That  poHled  him — as  he  was  not 
a  lawyer,  ao  doubt  the  Estate  Dntj 
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would  be  to  8ome  extent  evaded  bj  gifts 
duriDg  lifetime,  especially  bj  gifts  instead 
of  legacies  to  charities,  aod  that  would 
be  a  saving  to  the  charities  ;  while  dis- 
tribution by  private  gifts  would  in  itself 
be.  a  beneficial  diffusion  of  wealth.  But 
it  would  be  only  for  a  year  or  so  that  the 
ideaof  evading  the  duty  would  prevail,  for, 
after  all,  people  were  disinclined  to  give 
away-  property  iu  their  lifetime.  He  did 
not  see  why  the  property  deposited  here 
by  foreigners  should  not  be  taxed. 
There  were  larf^e  amounts  sent  to  this 
country  for  safe  custody  by  Foreign 
Potentates,  and  it  ought  to  be  taxed  for 
our  naval  defeuce,  which  contributed  to 
the  security  of  this  property.  If  the 
change  clashed  to  some  extent  with  entail 
and  settlement,  those  were  systems  that 
ought  to  be  modified  or  abolished . 
I^trge  accumulations  of  property  iu  a  few 
hands  contributed  less  than  the  diffusion  of 
wealth  to  tJbe  solidity  of  tlie  State.  He 
hoped  that  next  year  the  Chancellor  of 
the  £xohequor  would  undertake  the  sim- 
plification and  equalisation  of  other  taxes, 
such  as  stamps,  to  the  inequality  of 
which  he  had  previously  called  attention. 
In  any  case  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
had  taken  a  great  sod  progressive  step 
towards  placing  the  burdens  of  taxation 
where  they  would  caune  the  least  suffiering . 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  (Bute- 
shire) said,  the  Debate  had  got  into 
matters  of  mere  detail,  aud  rather  far 
afidd  from  the  questions  of  more  general 
interest  with  which  it  had  dealt  at  au 
earlier  stage.  Before,  however,  he  entered 
on  these  questions  he  wished  to  pay  a 
tribute  to  the  racy  and  interesting  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Horncastle 
Division.  He  thought  there  was  a  great 
deal  of  cogency  and  common  sense  in 
the  argumeut  his  hon.  Friend  had  urged 
that  every  generation  should  bear  its  own 
burdens  ;  but  it  was,  perhaps,  rather  late 
for  them  to  speak  of  carrying  out  that 
principle  in  the  matter  of  the  Succession 
Duties.  He  supposed  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  say  that  since  the 
time  of  Lasarus  and  Dives  there  had 
been  a  certain  amount  of  authority  for 
d^erred  payment.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  asked  for  the  alteration  of 
the  Succession  Duties  in  the  name  of 
equality  and  justice  ;  and  the  last  speaker 
repeated  the  long-extant  cry  for  the 
oqnalisatioa  of  taxes  upon  real  and  per- 


sonal property.  The  question  was  :  Did 
these  proposals  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  really  involve  equality  of 
taxation  ?  The  argument  from  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  sought  to 
show  that  land  was  taxed  for  truly 
Imperial  purposes  under  many  names, 
and  that  the  present  Death  Duty  was 
putting  an  addition^  burden  on  a  parti- 
cular form  of  capital  which  was  ill  able 
to  bear  it,  and  putting  it  so  heavily  that 
it  would  be  impossible  in  many  instances 
to  bear  it.  The  Secretary  for  India, 
arguing  against  it,  gave  them  some  in- 
teresting figures,  in  which  he  sought  to 
prove,  first,  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
total  burdens  per£l  on  land  at  the  present 
day  were  not  so  heavy  as  they  were  iu  a 
bygone  time  ;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sought  to  show 
that  mauy  of  these  burdens  were  here- 
ditary burdens,  which  had  existed  for  a 
long  time,  and  had  been  taken  into  con- 
sideration upon  the  laud  changing  hands. 
He  thought  that  the  question  of  merely 
pointing  to  the  amount  of  rates  per  £1 
at  the  present  moment  as  compared  with 
former  years  had  absolutely  nothing  to 
do  with  the  question  they  were  arguing, 
which  was,  he  took  it,  that  it  being 
necessary  for  the  exigencies  of  the 
country  to  provide  additional  money, 
should  that  money  be  borne  ex- 
clusively by  land  or  should  personal 
property  take  its  share  ?  For  sim- 
plicity's sake,  let  him  suppose  the 
only  burden  ou  land  was  the  poor  rate. 
They  might  be  able  to  point  to  a  time 
when  that  rate  was  exceptionally  high, 
and  was  greater  than  it  was  now.  What 
had  that  to  do  with  the  question  ?  Take 
it  another  way.  Supposing  this  deficit 
were  proposed  to  be  met  by  the  Income 
Tax  alone,  and  the  Income  Taxpayer  said 
that  was  not  fair,  but  that  indirect  taxation 
should  bear  its  share,  would  it  be  a  fair 
argument  to  say  that  at  the  time  of  Pitt 
the  Income  Tax  was  10s.  in  the  £U 
while  now  it  was  only  8d.,  and  tluit, 
therefore,  additional  taxation  must  be 
raised  exclusively  by  increasing  the 
Xucome  Tax  until  it  was  raised  to  the 
old  amount  ?  The  second  point  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  that  these 
burdens  were,  so  to  speak,  hereditary. 
This  being  an  Imperial  measure,  it  was 
not  out  of  place  for  him  to  introduce 
Scottiah  procedure.     The  right  hon. 
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Gentleman's  fltatement,  so-  &r  as  Scot- 
land was  concerned,  could  not  be  sub- 
stantiated. The  greatest  burden  falting 
on  land  in  Scotland  was  the  poor  rate. 
Historicallj  speaking,  it  was  a  rate 
which  was  not  impcwed  on  land,  but 
aceording  to  means  and  substance.  Bnt 
landlords  wwe  principally  caught.  The 
present  sjstem  by  which  the  poor  rate 
was  principally  put  on  laud  dated  only 
from  1845.  The  great  burden  of  modern 
education  rates  dated  from  the  Act  of 
1872,  and  the  next  great  burden  was  the 
Roads  and  Bridges  Act  of  1878.  But 
even  these  were  comparatively  modern. 
Then  there  were  Registration,  Free 
Libraries,  Coutagious  Diseases  Acts,  and 
Vaccination — all  perfectly  modern  rates, 
which  did  not  come  under  hereditary 
burdens  at  all,  upon  which  the  argument 
of  the  Secretary  for  India  was  based. 
While  he  admired  the  ingenuity  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  there  was  a 
fallacy  in  his  argument.  He  said  it  was  not 
necessary  to  talk  about  all  these  various 
burdens,  to  which  he  admitted  that  land 
was  subjected,  because  the  Death  Duty 
be  was  putting  on  was  calculated  on  the 
capital  value,  and  he  did  not  estimate  the 
capital  value  until  be  deducted  the 
Tarions  taxes  which  were  imposed  upon 
the  land.  That  position,  however,  was 
unsound,  because  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man treated  the  two  things  as  if  they  were 
mutually  exclusive,  whereas  tbey  were 
not  so.  Suppose  the  case  of  a  lauded 
estate  which  brought  in  £1,000  a  year, 
and  was  estimated  as  worth  £30,000.  and 
'that  the  rates  which  pressed  upon  land 
alone  were  28.  in  the  £1,  That  would 
give  an  assessment  of  £100  a  year. 
That  reduced  the  rental  to  £900  a  year, 
which,  calculated  on  30  years*  purchase, 
was  £27,000 — the  capital  value  on  which 
the  right  hou.  Grentleman's  Succession 
Duty  would  be  calculated.  The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  said  they  had  discounted 
the  whole  of  the  burdens  which  the  land 
paid  ;  but  he  forgot  that  they  were  not 
paid  on  the  £3,000  that  were  taken  off, 
but  on  the  whole  £27,000.  The  right 
hou.  Geutlemau  coufused  the  assessment 
put  upon  yearly  value  and  the  calculated 
capitalised  value.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  the  owners  of  real  property 
coald  never  complain  of  anything  they 
had  to  bear  in  the  way  of  exclusive 
burden  if  the  particular  tax  that  he  put 

Mr,  Graham  Murrag 


upon  them  was  calculated  upon  the 
yearly  value  after  that  exclusive  harden 

was  deducted. 

SiE  VT.  HARCOURT  :  Not  on  the 
yearly  value. 

Mb.  graham  MURRAY  said,  the 
only  way  capital  value  could  be  calcu- 
lated was  by  taking  so  many  yeara* 
purchase  of  the  annual  value.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  given  them  one 
sporting  allusion  this  evening,  and  be 
would  offer  another.  He  would  offer  a 
"swop,"  and  say  that  if  his  argument 
was  good  as  respected  the  land,  let  him 
put  the  Succession  Duty  on  personalty 
after  deducting  the  yearly  value  in  the 
same  way  as  be  proposed  for  land.  He 
would  leave  it  to  the  Committee  to  judge 
whether  the  argument  would  be  a  sound 
one. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  accept  it. 

Mb.  graham  MURRAY  said,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  accepted  it. 
Well,  let  him  put  it  another  way.  Sup- 
pose a  foreign  admirer  of  English 
statesmen  left  £20,000  to  the  Cliancellor 
of  the  Exchequer — it  was  £20,000  that 
had  never  been  in  this  country  before, 
and  he  invested  it  half  in  land  and  half 
in  personal  property— did  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  mean  to  say  that  be  would 
get  as  much  return  from  the  £10,000  be 
invested  in  land  as  from  the  £10,000  he 
invested  in  personal  property,  and,  if  not, 
why?  It  would  be  largely  because  the 
burdens  ou  real  property  under  his 
scheme  would  be  greater  than  the  burdens 
on  personal  prop<;rty.  Yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  the  Committee  that  there 
would  be  no  greater  stress  on  the  one 
than  on  the  other,  because  they  were 
only  to  calculate  it  on  the  capital  value 
of  these  properties.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  the  whole  subject 
the  go-by  by  that  argument,  and  no  one 
supporting  his  proposals  had  dmlt  with 
the  question  of  the  pressure  of  taxation, 
for  what  were  Imperial  purposes,  upon 
the  landed  interest,  and  had  contended 
that  it  was  just  and  equitable  to  put 
this  great  extra  burden  upon  it.  But  the 
objections  to  the  proposal  did  not  end 
there.  There  were  objections  to  the 
peculiar  incidence  of  the  tax.  There 
was  al  great  and  inherent  difference  be- 
tween personalty   and  real  property. 
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Feraonal  property  could  always  be  sold 
in  bits,  and  thn^fore  there  was  no  diffi- 
onlty  ia  realisstioo.    But  real  property 
eoald  not  be  treated  in  that  way ;  in 
nuiny  cases  its  value  would  be  destroyed 
if  it  was  broken  up.    Tbe  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  proposed  that  these  oew 
taxes  should  be  met  by  tbe  landed  pro- 
prietors by  mortgages ;  and  it  was  curious 
to  observe  that  this  was  the  first  Govern- 
meut  wbicb  had  proposed  mortgages  as  a 
meaus  of  meeting  taxation.   Money  could 
not  be  raised  on  second'  mortgi^e  on  laud 
except  at  ruinous  interest,  and  tbe  result 
would  be  that  the  State  must  either  go 
without  the  duty  or  force  a  sale.  Maoy 
Uembers  thought  it  would  be  a  good 
thing  to  Iveak  up  estates  in  this  eountry. 
He  wondered  if  they  ever  thought  bow 
greatly  the  landlords  in  this  country  had 
been  a  buffer  between  the  poor  people 
and  absolute  want.    In  view  of  the  great 
fall  in  prices,  it  would  have  been  per- 
fectly impossible  to  maiutaio  the  wages 
paid  to  tbe  labourers  but  for  tbe  buffer 
of   the   landlord,   aud   if  the  present 
landlord  system   was   broken   up  the 
real  deadliness     of    tho    blow  would 
strike  the  people  whom  hon.  Gentle- 
men   opposite   professed  to  befriend. 
He  now  wished  to  refer  to  one  or  two 
small  matters.  He  understood  from  what 
the  Chnucellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
said  that  there  was  to  be  no  particular 
method  or  tribunal   for   valuing.  He, 
with  considerable  experience,  thought 
that  a  great  misfortune.  He  believed  that 
it  would  be  a  premium  on  dishonesty.  It 
was  all  very  well  to  say  the  State  was 
easy  in  this  matter.    He  had  no  objec- 
tion to  that  attitude  it  there  were  always 
one  vainer.    But  praottcally  it  was  found 
that  one  subject    was    treated  very 
differently   as  compared   with  another 
subject,  these  things  being  valued  in 
different  parts  of  the  country  on  a  com- 
pletely different  scale.    In  the  case  of 
the  valuation  of  the  bulk  of  personal 
property  there  was  a  practical  protection 
in  the  Stock  Kxchango  list ;  but  if  tbe 
Grovernment  did  not  set  up  some  proper 
tribuua)  when  they  had  to  deal  with  the 
▼aluation  of  real  property,  it  would  be 
really  a  premium  upon  dishonesty.  As 
it  was,  it  was  a  difficult  thing  to  value 
real  property.   There  was  really  almost 
no  limit  to  the  divergence  of  honest 
opinion.    What  was  the  valuation  of 


DeTonshtre  Honse^  supposing  they  chose 
to  break  it  up  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that  lease- 
holds were  valued  every  day  in  London, 
and  all  over  tbe  couotry,  for  Probitte 
Duty. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  :  Oh,  but 
what  about  freeholds  ?  They  knew 
what  a  leasehold  was  bringing  in,  but  in 
a  great  many  of  the  other  cases  they  had 
DO  knowledge  of  what  the  property  was 
bringing  in.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Greotleman  would  think  about'  this  as  a 
practical  matter,  because  if  he  did  not 
ho  would  certainly  open  the  door  to  a 
great  deal  of  cheating.  In  Scotland 
leaseholds  were  real  property,  and  the 
result  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pro- 
posal would  bo  that  for  the  first  time  the 
agricultural  teuAnt  in  Scotland  would  be 
taxed  upon  the  succession  of  his  lease. 
That,  of  course,  was  a  direct  burden  on 
the  agricultural  industry.  It  was  a 
direct  burden  on  the  tenant-farmer,  say, 
of  a  19  years'  lease,  with  17  years  to  run. 
Ho  had  never  had  to  bear  that  burden 
before.  He  ( Mr.  Graham  Murray) 
wanted  to  know  how  theri^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  facing  a  fact  like  that  ?  It 
had  also  to  be  boroe  In  mini  that  the 
proposals  as  to  the  payment  of  1  percent, 
upon  settlement  were  utterly  inapplicable 
to  the  system  of  Scottish  law.  In  Scotland 
they  had  no  system  of  remain  lers.  The 
estate  went  dowu  fr^m  one  parson  to 
another  by  a  sort  of  uo:idiiit  pipe  which 
was  called  a  <1esttnition.  He  hoped  that 
the  right  hou.  Geutlemta  wjuld  give 
some  assurance  that  there  should  be 
clauses  in  the  Bill  by  which  a  pro- 
prietor in  Scotland  in  the  settlement 
of  bis  estate  would  not  be  put  in  any 
inferior  position  to  bis  brother  in  Eng- 
land. 

Mr.  WARNER  (Somerset,  N.)  said^ 
he  desired  to  say  a  word  or  two,  not  as 
an  advocate  of  the  landlords,  bnt  rather 
as  an  alvocate  of  the  agricultural  in- 
dustry. It  was  a  curious  fact  with  regard 
to  this  taxation,  which  everybody  bad 
ovorlouked,  that  ouly  £1,0!)D,0[)3  out  of 
the  total  annual  sum  of  nearly  £4,000,000 
would  be  received  in  the  first  year. 
Therefore,  only  one-third  o£  the  increased 
taxation  would  be  felt  by  the  landlords 
in  the  first  year. 

Sir  W.  HARCOCRT  :  None  at  all. 
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Mb.  WARNER  said,  th&t  some  of  it 
might  come  in  after  the  first  six  months. 
Aajfaow  it  WAS  not  dne  uotil  the  expira- 
tion of  the  first  six  months  after  death. 
None  of  the  money  need  be  paid  during 
the  first  year,  bat  if  the  tsxpayera  did 
not  want  to  pay  interest  the  duty  might 
be  paid  after  the  first  six  months.  Only 
a  portion,  therefore,  would  come  out  of 
the  land  during  the  first  year,  and  yet  the 
whole  of  the  relief  given  by  the  Budget 
would  be  got  during;  the  first  year. 
Instead  of  being  £300,000  to  the  bad,  as 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
made  out,  the  landed  interest  would  he 
something  to  the  good ;  and  though  it  was 
only  for  the  first  year,  he  hoped  that  in 
his  next  Budget  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  be  aUe  to  extend  some 
further  consideration  to  the  landed  inte- 
rest, especially  as  he  would  then  have  the 
prospect  of  a  larger  sum  from  the  Death 
Duties.  Still,  he  was  more  conceraed 
with  the  agricultural  interest  than  with 
the  lauded  interest,  aud  under  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer's  proposals  the 
farmer  would  get  relief  in  a  way  that  no 
one  had  noticed.  The  vast  majority  (tf 
farmers  of  this  country  were  men  who 
paid  Income  Tax  on  incomes  of  between 
£150  aud  £500  a  year,  and  every  one  of 
tiiese  would  derive  benefit  from  the  new 
scale  of  Income  Tax.  The  man  who 
had  between  £150  aud  £160  a  year 
would  pay  no  Income  Tax,  and  the  man 
with  less  than  £400  would  be  let  off* 
£160  of  the  amount,  while  the  man  who 
had  between  £400  and  £500  would 
have  his  advautage.  Nearly  every  farmer 
would  beneBt,  and,  indirectly,  even  the 
landlords  would  get  some  relief  in  finding 
their  tenants  less  pressed  by  taxation 
than  they  had  been  in  the  past.  The 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Bristol  as  to  gronnd-rents 
was  most  extraordinary.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  bad  said  that  in  some  cases  a 
ground-rent  of  Is.  a  year  was  paid  on 
houses  worth  £300  apiece.  Well,  he 
(Mr.  Warner)  had  built  mauy  houses  of 
the  valne  of  £300,  and  the  ground-rent 
on  those  had  been  between  £3  and  £5. 
He  could  not  understanda  shilling  ground- 
rent  except  in  the  same  way  that  there 
were  such  things  as  peppercorn  rents  on 
Bgricnltuial  land.  And  a  more  extraor- 
dinary statement  still  which  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hou.  Baronet  was  that 


working  men  invested  in  these  ground- 
rents.  He  himself  had  sold  ground-rents 
to  workinif  men's  Societies,  but  no  work- 
ing man  invested  in  houses  costing  £800 

apiece  to  bring  in  Is.  a  year  

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddiugtou, 
S.)  :  Nobody  said  he  did. 

Mb.  WABNEB  said,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  tor  Bristol  had 

implied  that. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  he  had 
mentioned  a  particular  case,  and  had  then 
gone  on  to  r^er  to  gronnd-rents  generally 
in  which  working  men  had  an  intM«at. 

Mr.  WARNER  said,  he  had  uoder- 
stood  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  imply 
that  working  men  would  invest  in  such 
grouud-renls  as  these.    A  large  number 
of  persons  objected  to  the  present  inci- 
dence of  the  Income  Tax  in  that  the 
man  who  earned  £500  a  year  had  to  pay 
at  the  same  rate  as  a  man  who  was  taxed 
on  a  capital  of  £12,000  a  year.   But  the 
Death  Duties  remedied  this  apparent  in- 
justice, because  they  fell  entirely  on 
capital,  and  the  man  who  earned  bis 
income  was  exempted.    He  hoped  that 
I  when  another  Budget  had  to  be  drawn 
something  would  be  done  to  put  the 
I  English  and  the  Scotch  farmer  on  more 
I  equal  terms.     At  any  rate,  something 
I  should  be  done  to  lighten  the  incidence 
.  of  taxation  on  the  agricultural  interest, 
.  though  he  was  bound  to  admit  that,  so 
far  as  they  had  gone,  that  interest  was 
treated  better  in  this  Budget  than  it  had 
been  for  many  years  past. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants, Basingstoke) 
'  said,  the  hon.  Member  opposite  said  he 
'  was  glad  the  farmers  had  received  m 
,  abatement  on  the  Income  Tax  on  account 
'  of  small  incomes.     He  might  have  gone 
•.  farther,  and  have  SMd  that  last  jear  and 
'  this  year  their  incomes  were  reduced  to 
nothing,  and  that,  therefore,  they  had  no 
'  Income  Tax  at  all  to  pay.     His  (Mr. 
Jeffreys')   objection   to    the  increased 
Death  Duties  was  because  it  laid  another 
burden  upon  land,  and  because  land,  as 
had  been  ^bown  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Sleaford  and  otfaers, 
was  now  sufiering  u  uder  such  great  depres- 
sion that  it  could  not  bear  any  extra 
pressure  of  taxation.     His  objection  to 
tbe  graduated  duties  was  the  sane  as 
was  put  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
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St  Geoi^e*8,  Hanover  Sqaare — ^that 
there  did  not  appear  to  be  any  fixed  limit 
to  the  scale,  and  he  feared  that  in  future 
Tears  when  any  needy  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  wanted  money  he  would  be 
tempted  to  raise  the  scale  and  linut.  He 
should  like  to  pot  a  case  to  the  ChaD- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  reference  to 
thoeednties,  which  he  thought  very  bard. 
He  would  suppose  the  case  of  a  man  who 
left  property  valued  at  £101,000,  and  that 
that  property  was  divided  among  his  six 
children,  the  eldest  son  getting  £51,000 
and  each  of  the  other  children  £10,000. 
On  account  of  the  property  being  over 
Jei00,000in  valuethe  Death  Duties  would 
be  6  per  cent,  and,  aeooiding  to  the  new 
acide,  each  of  the  children  who  ree^ved 
jEK^OOO  would  have  to  pay  that  6  percent, 
on  his  small  share.  Let  them  contrast 
that  with  the  case  of  the  only  son  of  a 
man  who  died  worth  £10,000 ;  in  this 
case  the  son  would  have  to  pay  only  3  per 
cent,  on  the  £10,000,  or  £300  instead  of 
£600  in  the  other  case.  That  was  a 
gross  inequality.  He  would  put  it  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
(d  the  Exchequer  that  this  tax  should 
only  fall  upon  the  man  who  succeeded  to 
a  large  |voperty.  If  there  was  to  be  a 
graduated  tax  at  all  it  should  fall  on  the 
man  who  inherited  the  £101,000  alto- 
gether. When  the  property  was  divided 
into  small  estates  those  who  received 
them  surely  ought  to  pay  a  lower  rate  of 
duty.  Then  in  the  case  of  real  estate,  a 
mortgage  would  have  to  be  effected  in 
order  that  the  duty  might  be  paid,  and 
this  would  entail  costly  expenditure  in 
surveyors*  fees,  solicitors*  costs,  and 
stunps.  In  preparing  a  mortgage  on 
the  estate  of  £101,000  there  would  be  a 
charge  of  £260  tar  the  surveyor's  foe  and 
Stamp  Duty,  and  other  charges  would 
amount  to  £240,  so  that  preparing  the 
mortgage  would  cost  £500,  or  a  half 
per  cent.  The  possessor  of  the  real 
estate  would,  first  of  all,  have 
great  difficulty  in  raising  the  money, 
and  then  would  have  6^  per  cent,  to  pay 
in  the  shape  of  Death  Duty.  On  the 
other  hand',  if  a  man  had  to  realise 
£6,000  of  personal  property  in  Consols 
he  would  only  have  to  pay  £7  10.  He 
thought  this  a  very  hara  case,  and  he 
tnuted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancier  of  'the  Exchequer  would  do 
sooiethii^  even  now    to  reduce  the 
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graduated  scale  of  taxation  in  respect  of 
real  property  as  compared  with  ^rsonal 
propcorty.  Another  matter  he  wished  to 
refw  to  was  the  subject  <rf  votes  upon  real 
{Hoperty.  He  had  listened  ve^  atten- 
tivdy  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  right 
hon.  G^tleman  the  late  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  and  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentlemui 
that  in  some  instance  the  rates  were 
lower  than  they  were  in  former  days. 
But  he  should  like  to  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  of  this — that  although  in 
some  counties  the  rateable  value  had 
increased,  the  value  of  the  agricultural 
land  had  diminished,  the  increase  of 
rateable  value  bung  due  to  the  new 
houses  built  in  the  whole  rateable  area. 
It  was  not  so  muoh  to  the  actual  rate  in 
the  £1  that  people  occupying  laud  in 
agricultural  districts  objected  as  to  the 
way  in  which  the  rate  was  levied.  A  farmer 
with  500  acres  of  land  had  to  pay  in 
respect  of  every  acre,  in  short  upon  his 
whole  stock  in  trade.  It  was  as  if  a 
shopkeeper  were  SJiked  to  pay  rates  not 
only  on  his  house  but  on  his  goods 
in  tbe  shop,  or  as  if  a  banker  were  made 
to  pay  not  only  in  respect  of  the  bank 
premises,  but  in  respect  of  all  the  bullion 
in  his  cellars.  The  farmer  who  had 
to  pay  rates  not  only  on  his  house  ibut 
also  on  his  laud  was  put  to  a  disadvantage 
as  compared  with  tbe  professional  man 
in  tbe  next  village  who  paid  only  on  his 
house.  In  assessing  the  Death  Duties 
all  these  circumstances  ought  to  be  taken 
into  consideration.  He  hoped  the  right 
boo.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  consider  this  matter, 
because  be  had  already  stated  that  he 
had  considered  the  position  of  the  farmers, 
and  would  do  what  he  eould  to  equalise 
the  taxes  imposed  upon  English  farmers 
and  those  imposed  upon  Scotch  and  Irish 
farmers.  Seeing  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  this  feeling  for  the  occu- 
piers of  laud,  he  hoped  be  would  extend 
it  to  the  owners.  If  he  must  increase 
their  burdens  let  him  do  it  with  a  light 
hand — if  it  were-  necessary  to  have  this 
graduated  scale  at  all,  let  him  graduate 
it  a  little  more. 

•Mr.  butcher  (York)  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  told  them  that  in  con- 
sidering this  question  of   the  Death 
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Duties  it  was  immaterial  to  consider 
what  charges  there  were  now  upon  the 
land.  That  was  his  position,  and  his 
reason  was  that  the  purehaser  would  take 
fthew  local  rates  into  account  in  the  price 
paid  for  the  land.  If  it  was  immaterial 
to  consider  what  wwe  the  local  rates 
already  charged  on  the  land,  might  he 
ask  why  the  right  hpn.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  compared 
these  rates  with  the  rates  as  they  existed 
in  prerious  times  ?  If  that  was  irrele- 
vant, he  could  not  understand  why  the 
CbaDcellor  of  the  Exchequer  allowed  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  proceed  with 
his  speech  upon  that  point.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  introducing 
the  Budget  referred  to  the  Resolution  pro- 
posed in  1886  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Midlothian.  The 
terms  of  that  Resolution,  for  which  he 
presumed  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer voted,  were  in  effect  that  the  Death 
Duties  were  not  to  be  equalised  until 
Parliament  had  made  arrangements  for 
the  equalisation  of  local  rates.  There- 
fore, this  question  of  local  rates  was  of 
the  very  esaeace  of  the  question,  and  Par- 
liament had  to  consider  whether  equitable 
provision  had  been  made  for  the  adjust- 
ment of  the  local  rates  before  proceeding 
to  deal  with  the  equalisation  of  the  Death 
Duties.  That  was  clear  both  from  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  and  from 
the  Resolution  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Midlothian.  The 
reason  that  was  given  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  for  his  proposition  was  a 
remarkable  one.  He  said,  You  need 
not  consider  the  justice  of  these  rates, 
because  they  have  been  already  con- 
sidered by  the  purchaser  in  arriving  at  a 
conclusion  as  to  how  much  money  he 
should  pay  for  the  land."  That  ailment 
was  adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Wolverhampton  also,  but 
he  ventured  to  say  it  was  a  fallacious 
test  as  to  whether  a  particular  rate  was 
or  was  not  a  fair  charge  upon  the  laud. 
These  rates  were  fair,  it  was  said,  because 
you  had  considered  them  in  fixing  the 
purchase  money  of  the  land.  He  did  not 
say  that  argument  was  correct,  but  if  it 
was  correct  be  said  the  new  duty  was 
unfair,  because  the  purchaser  could  not 
possibly  have  taken  it  into  consideration 
when  fixing  the  parohase  money  for  the 

Jfr.  Buleker 


land.  There  was  another  feature  in  the 
speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  £x> 
chequer  which  had  occurred  to  him.  It 
was  the  question  of  how  these  new  duties 
would  press  upon  small  holders  of  land. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Thirsk  Division  had  called  attration  to 
the  foet  that  these  small  properties  nnder 
the  new  duties  would  have  to  pay  more 
than  before,  and  he  added  that  this  was 
a  strange  proceeding  on  the  part  of  those 
who  professed  a  desire  to  increase  the 
small  ownership  of  land.  He  knew  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  said 
that  in  the  case  of  small  properties  there 
would  be  a  decrease,  but  his  own  conten- 
tion was  that  the  duties  would  be  larger. 
Although  it  was  true  that  the  new  rate 
on  these  small  properties  was  less  than  it 
was  before,  yet,  owing  to  the  mode  of 
assessment,  the  amount  would  actually  be 
larger  than  before.  That  would  be  the 
case  in  respect  of  properties  between 
£100  and  £500,  and  it  was  more  the  case 
in  respect  of  properties  between  £500 
and  £1,000.  Between  £100  and  £500 
the  increase  would  be  half  $s  much 
again  as  at  present  in  the  case  of 
lineal  successions.  In  other  words,  the 
proportion  of  the  old  duty  to  the  new 
would  be  as  66  is  to  100.  As  regarded 
properties  between  £500  and  £1,000,  the 
new  doty  would  be  about  three  times  as 
much — ^in  the  proportion  of  100  to  33. 
The  mode  he  adopted  was  to  take  3  per 
cent,  upon  the  capital  value  of  the  land  as 
representing  the  fair  net  rental  of  the  land, 
to  take  the  successor's  age  at  40,  to  capi- 
talise that  rental,  then  to  find  the  amount 
of  the  duties  payable  at  present  and  the 
amount  payable  under  the  new  proposals 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  But 
supposing  it  was  said  that  was  not  a  fair 
method,  and  that  he  ought  to  take  4  pra 
cent.,  still  he  said  that  these  duties 
would  be  greater  under  the  new  than  the 
old  scale — 12  per  cent,  and  50  per  cent, 
more  respectively.  He  asked  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  believe  that 
this  was  a  very  serious  matter  for  a  great 
number  of  small  holders  of  land  in  this 
country.  In  the  West  Riding  of  York- 
shire, iu  1U74,  there  were  no  less  than 
54,000  holders  of  land  under  an  acre,  and 
if  he  was  right  everyone  of  these  pro- 
prietors would  have  to  pay  more  under 
the  proposals  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man.   In  Gloucestershire  also  then  wt» 
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a  VMt  Dumber  of  small  holdiugs,  and  he 
asked  the  ChaDcellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  say  that  these  taxes  should  not  press 
0o  heavily  upon  this  large  and  deserviog 
olass  of  small  holders  of  land.  He  would 
aow  torn  to  the  speech  of  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton. He  gave  the  Committee  a  large 
□umber  of  figures  which  showed  that  on 
the  whole  the  local  burdeus  had 
decreased.  But  he  (Mr.  Butcher)  asked 
the  Committee  to  note  that  the  com- 
parison be  made  was  between  the  rates  as 
tboT  stood  and  the  rates  as  they  existed 
ID  1868.  That  comparison  was  of  no 
use  whatever.  What  they  wanted  to 
know  was  how  matters  stood  in  1853, 
because  the  proposal  at  present  was  that 
they  should  repeal  the  settlement  of  1853. 
What  was  the  position  then  ?  The  cir- 
oomstances  were  considered  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian in  that  year,  and  when  they  were 
asked  to  alter  the  settlement  come  to  in 
1853,  and  to  impose  additional  burdens 
on  land  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thought  were  unreasonable  in  1853,  he 
tboagbt  they  might  fairly  ask  the  Clian- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  what  had 
happened  since  that  year  that  made  it 
equitable  to  impose  burdens  on  land  now 
that  were  held  not  to  be  reasouable  then. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  bad  told  them  that 
the  rates  had  gone  down  on  land  since 
1868,  but  what  he  would  like  to  know 
was  if  the  rates  had  gone  up  or  down 
since  185B.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Thirsk  gave  figures  which 
were  not  impugned  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton. He  said  that  in  1851  the 
local  rates  upon  hind  were  2s.  6d.,  and 
at  the  present  time  the  local  rates  were 
8fl.  7d.  in  the  £1,  and  he  very  fairly 
asked  the  Committee  to  say  if  the  rates 
bad  gone  up  since  1853,  why  should 
they  propose  an  additional  duty  upon 
land  now  ?  That  was  a  very  important 
matter  for  consideration,  anil  perhaps  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  would  clear  it  up  him- 
self, and  show  how  these  local  rates  stood 
in  the  year  when  the  last  settlement  was 
arrived  at,  which  they  were  now  asked 
to  undo.  There  was  one  matter  in  regard 
to  which  be  thought  personalty  was  un- 
daly  favoured.    As  he  understood  it,  in 


all  cases  of  settlement,  whether  of  per- 
sonalty or  realty,  the  new  Estate  Duty 
covered  the  Succession  Duty  payable  by 
lineals.  Thatbeingso,it wasverymaterial 
tooonsiderhowoftea  the  new  Estate  Duty 
would  be  payable — in  other  words,  what 
was  the  average  duration  of  life  of  a 
settlement  ?  Taking  the  case  of  an  ordi- 
nary marriage  settlement  of  personalty, 
he  thought  he  was  right  in  saying  that 
such  a  settlement  lauted  very  much 
longer  than  a  settlement  of  realty.  Asa 
rule,  it  would  last  from  40  to  50  years. 
But  how  did  it  stand  with  regard  to 
realty  ?  Taking  the  custom  and  the 
practice  he  thought  that  with  regard  to 
realtyhewasright  in  saying  that  there  was 
a  re-settlement  upon  each  tenant-in-tail 
coming  of  age  ;  in  other  words,  the  period 
of  duration  of  realty  settlements  would 
be  from  25  to  30  years.  If  he  was  right 
in  these  figures  this  result  followed — that 
in  the  case  of  a  settlement  of  personalty 
the  duration  was  from  40  to  50  years,  and 
the  Estate  Duty  on  personalty  was  pay- 
able once  in  40  or  50  years,  whereas  in 
the  case  of  realty  the  duration  was  about 
30  years,  and  the  duty  became  payable 
about  every  30  years.  How  would  this 
new  duty  affect  small  settlements  both  id 
reference  to  personalty  and  realty  ?  The 
large  properties  would  take  care  of  them- 
selves, and  be  did  not  believe  that  they 
would  be  unfairly  taxed ;  but  it  was 
with  regard  to  small  properties  which 
were  affected  by  these  duties,  and  which 
were  held  by  the  professional  and  middle 
classes,  that  he  was  now  addressing  the 
Committee  —  he  meant  settlements  of 
from  £1,000  to  £10,000.  Taking  the 
ordinary  form  of  settlement,  he  found, 
UDder  the  old  system  as  compared  with 
the  new,  that  the  new  system  absolutely 
doubled  the  duty  on  the  small  settloneDts 
of  the  amounts  he  had  named.  Had 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  con- 
sidered whether  it  would  be  for  the 
advantage  of  the  community  to  tax  these 
small  settlements  with  this  large  duty  ? 
He  knew  some  bon.  Members  would  like 
to  upset  the  principle  of  settlement  alto- 
gether. His  opinion  was  that  so  far  as 
these  small  owners  were  concerned  the 
principle  of  settlement  was  a  most 
excellent  one,  and  ought  to  be  encouraged 
by  every  means  in  their  power,  because  it 
was  the  outcome  of  economy  and 
prudeuoe.    When  the  Chaocellor  of  the 


Digitized  by  GoOglc 


1323     Conciliation  (Trade  {COMMONS} 


Disptae*)iBill.  1324 


Exchequer  came  here  and  placed  this 
large  duty  on  small  settlements  he  struck 
a  blow  at  the  economj  and  prudence  of 
^ese  small  holders  who  formed  a  class 
vhich  he  ought  to  be  the  first  to 
encourage. 

Sib  W.  HABCOURT  appealed  to 
the  Committee  to  allow  the  Resolution 
now  to  pass  in  order  that  the  Bill  might 
be  introduced.  The  measure  was  being 
looked  forward  to  with  great  interest,  and 
he  reminded  hon.  Members  who  wished 
to  speak  that  there  wonid  be  opportuni- 
ties for  further  discnssion  on  the  Second 
Reading  stage  as  well  as  on  the  detuls  in 
Committee. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.)  said,  he  thought  that  there  was  a 
certain  degree  of  force  in  the  appeal 
which  had  been  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  It  would  be  convenient 
that  hon.  Members  should  see  the  Bill*  in 
print.  He  was  disposed  to  think  that 
the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man might  be  wisely  accepted,  since  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  promised  to 
give  full  opportunity  on  the  Second 
Beading  of  the  Bill  to  deal  with  the 
whole  matter.  He  hoped  that  a  reason- 
able time  would  be  allowed  to  elapse  be- 
tween this  preliminary  disciusion  and  the 
later  stages. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ; 
Committee  to  ait  again  To-morrow. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instooction  to  the 

Gentlemen  appointed  to  prepare  and  bring  in  a 
Bill  upon  the  Resolutione  reported  from  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  on  the  17th 
instant,  and  then  agreed  to  by  the  Hoose,  that 
tbey  do  make  prOTision  therein  pursuant  to  the 
laidBesolntlons.— (ffrr  J:  T./fOhert.) 

CONCILIATION  (TRADE  DISPUTES) 
BILL.— (No.  12S.) 
8BC0in>  READING  [aDJODRNED  DEBATX.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [23rd  April], "  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

The  secretary  to  the  BOARD 
'OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Burt,  Morpeth)  said, 
he  must  appeal  to  the  House  to  allow 
this  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time.  He 

Mr.  Butcher 


thought  there  was  general  agreement 
with  regard  to  its  principle. 

Mr,  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
he  was  surprised  that  the  hon* 
Gentleman  should  wish  the  Honse  to 
read  a  Bill  at  this  importance  a 
second  time  withont  afibrdiug  a  proper 
opportunity  for  a  Second  Reading  dis- 
cussion. Because  the  Bill  Issued  frona 
a  GoTemment  Department,  and  was  to 
be  sent  to  a  Grand  Committee,  it  seemed 
to  be  supposed  that  it  could  be  entirely 
taken  out  of  the  bands  of  the  House.  He 
failed  to  see  within  the  four  comers  of 
the  Bill  how  it  was  to  adraoce  the  settle- 
ment of  labour  disputes.  By  the  first 
clause  the  Board  Trade  was  enabled 
to  inquire  into  differences  between  on* 
ployers  and  employed,  and  the  second 
clause  empowerm  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
appoint  conciliators  or  a  Board  of  Con- 
ciliation. He  could  not  for  the  life  of 
him  understand  why  these  things  could 
not  be  done  by  the  Board  of  Trade  with- 
out the  necessity  of  bringing  in  this  Bill 
at  all.  Then,  again,  the  Board  of  Trade 
could  appoint  a  person  to  whom  disputes 
could  be  referred  withont  a  Bill  of  this 
sort.  What  was  the  Board  of  Trade  for 
if  it  could  not  do  simple  work  of  this 
kind? 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood 

adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  resumied  upon 
Thursday." 

*SiR  M.  HICES-BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  said,  he  was  anxious  to  address  the 
House  upon  this  Bill,  both  as  baviDg  been 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and  as 
a  Member  of  the  Labour  Commission. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cambridge  University  (Sir  J.  Gorst)  also 
took  an  interest  in  the  measure.  It  was 
absolutely  impossible  to  go  into  the  sub- 
ject if  the  Bill  was  brought  forward  at 
such  an  hour  as  this.  He  wanted  to 
know  whether,  if  the  Government  in- 
tended to  go  on  with  the  Bill,  tbey  would 
give  the  House  an  opportunity  of  di^ 
cussing  it  at  a  reasonable  time  ? 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  to  be  resmned  upon  Thorsday. 
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QUASTBB  8B8SION8  BILL  ILordt]. 
(No.  163.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

MotioD  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
« That  the  Bill  he  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  (Isle  of  Wight) 
asked  if  the  Solicitor  General,  or  he 
should  more  properly  say  the  Attorney 
Genoal,  between  this  stage  and  going 
into  Committee  on  the  Biu,  would  con- 
sider the  point  whethra  the  dates  of  holding 
Quarter  Sessions  should  not  be  fixed  by 
QuHrter  Sessions  instead  of  by  the  Com- 
mittee ?  He  had  looked  at  the  Assizes 
Relief  Act,  and  he  was  not  sure  whether 
it  would  be  wise  to  leave  the  fixing  of 
the  dates  to  the  Committee. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RiGBT,  Forfar)  said,  he  would  con- 
sider the  matter. 

Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said, 
that  as  this  Bill  had  been  introduced  in 
the  Lords  he  should  like  to  have  some 
infonnation  abont  it.  Although  the  two 
Front  Benches  might  be  in  agreement 
that  was  no  reason  why  the  Bill  should 
be  allowed  to  pass  without  an  explana- 
tion being  given.  Any  Bill  coming  from 
the  Lords  ought  to  be  explained  here. 

Sib  J.  RIGBY  said,  that  under 
existing  circumstances  two  Justices 
appointed  at  the  Epiphany  Sessions 
oonld  vanr  the  time  of  the  holding  of 
Quarter  Sessions.  It  had  been  found, 
faoweTor,  that  that  permission  was  not 
enough  for  all  practical  purposes,  and  it 
was  proposed  to  extend  the  limit  so  as  to 
allow  a  change  of  14  days,  in  order  that 
the  Quarter  Sessions  might  be  held  with- 
out interference  with  the  Assizes. 

Db.  tanner  said,  he  should  read 
the  Bill  carefully,  and  if  necessary  object 
upon  anothor  occasion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
ibr  Thursday. 

BUILDma  SOCIETIES  (Ko.  S)  BILL. 
(No.  U7.) 

SECOND  BBADIMO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading,  read. 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gudstohk,  Leeds, 

TOIi.  XXm.     [rOVBTB  8BB1K8.] 


W.)  said,  the  measure  was  the  outcome 
of  the  unanimous  Report  of  the  Commit- 
tee, and  he  hoped  ^  House  would  allow 
it  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
tune."— (Jfr.  H.  Gladstone,) 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall, 
Camborne)  said,  he  understood  there  was 
some  opposition  to  this  Bill  coming  from 
some  of  the  best  of  the  Societies. 

Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hag- 
gerston)  said,  there  was  no  doabt  some 
opposition  to  this  Bill,  but  he  thought  if 
the  hon.  Grentleman  (Mr.  Conybeare)  had 
heard  the  evidence  upstairs  he  would 
change  bis  mind  as  to  such  opposition 
coming  from  the  best  Societies. 

Sib  R.  WEBSTER  said,  he  had  re- 
ceired  a  communication  from  some 
Building  Societies  objecting  to  some 
changes  in  the  Bill  which  were  important 
to  them.  He  thought  that  a  Bill  was 
going  to  be  prepared  and  introduced 
which  would  raise  the  question,  and  if 
snch  a  Bill  were  introduced  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  see  that  it 
went  to  the  Committee  along  with  the 
present  measure. 

•Mb.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  a  BiU 
introduced  last  Session  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  London 
XJniTerstty  (Sir  J.  Lubbock)  really  re- 
presented uie  views  of  the  Building 
Societies,  and  had  been  fully  considered 
by  the  Select  Committee.  But  the  Go- 
vernment bad  uo  objection  to  the  Bill  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  going 
to  the  Standing  Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  the  Standing  Committee  on  Law,  and 
Courts  of  Justice,  aud  Legal  Pro- 
cedure. 

BELiaiOnS  TESTS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
(No.  48.) 

BBCOITD  BEADnvO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  seoond 
time."— (-*^r.i>.  A.  Hugh.) 

*Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) 
(footed.     This  Bill,  so  industriously 
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championed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 

North  Leitrim,  opened  up  for  him  the  way 
to  the  Lord  LieutenaDcy  of  Ireland. 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  To- 
morrow. 

LOCAL  OOVERNMBNT  (IRELAND)  FBO- 
TISIOXAL  OBDBB  (Kb.  5)  BILL. 
(Ko.  166.) 

Bead  a  second  time,  aud  committed. 

WEMYSS,  iic,  WATER  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  BILL.— (No.  168.) 

Bead  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

METROPOLITAN   POLICE  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  BILL.— (No.  147.) 

Beported  without  Amendment  [Pro- 
visional Order  confirmed] ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

HESSAGE  FBOU  THE  LORDS. 
Statute  Law  Bevision  Bills,  &c. — 
That  they  have  added  a  Lord  to  the 
Joint  Committee  appointed  by  both 
Houses  DO  Statute  Law  Bevision  Bills 
and  Consolidation  Bills  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill ; 
and  request  this  House  to  add  one  of  its 
Members  to  the  said  Joint  Committee 
for  the  consideration  of  the  said  Bill.  . 


SALE  OF  ZHTOXICATINO  LIQUORS  ON 

SUNDAY  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  StevenBoii,  Bill  to 

Srobibit  the  8ale  of  Intoxicating  Liqnora  on 
onday,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  James 
Stevenson,  Mr.  Ferhe,  Mr.  Cb&rlw  Wilson,  Mr. 
Cozens- Hardy,  Mr.  John  Wilson  (Durham), 
Mr;  Snape,  and  Mr,  Woods. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  fint  time.  [Bill  186.] 

PSOCXDCRE    OF    PABLIAKENT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Labonchere,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Procedure  of  Parliament  in  case  of  dis- 
agreement between  the  Houses,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Laboachere,  Mr.  John 
Ellis,  and  Mr.  Wiiliam  AUen. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  167.] 

CHURCH  OP  SCOTLAND  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Sir  Charles  Cameron,  Bill  to 
put  an  end  to  the  establishment  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland  and  to  deal  with  the  public  endow- 
ments thereof  on  the  occurrenoe  of  vaoancies, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  bj  ffir  Chw^ 

Mr,  W.  Johnston 


Cameron,  Mr.  Haldane,  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr.  Beith, 
Ur.  Stephen  Williamson,  and  Mr.  Dunn. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  188.] 

SHOP    HOURS    ACT  (1892)  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Prorand,  Bill  to  amend 
The  Shop  Hours  Act,  1892,"  onlered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Frovand,  Mr.  Seton-Kajr, 
Mr.  Samuel  Smitli,  Colonel  Biic^eman,  Mr. 
Channing,  and  Mr.  Rankin. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  189.] 

LAND  ACTS  (iRELAND). 
Ordered,  That  the  Committee  on  Land  Acts 
(Ireland)  do  OMuist  of  Seventeen  Members. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  BiodriclE,  Mr.  Carson, 
Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Hayea  Fisher,  Ur. 
Fuller,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  W.  Kenny,  Mr. 
Leese,  Mr.  Macartney,  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr.  John 
Morley,  Mr.  Robert  Keid,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Colonel  Warinff,  and  Mr.  Wharton  be 
Members  of  the  Committee. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  hare  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  qu<»rnm. — (Jfi-. 
T.  S.  mit.'i 

EAST  INDIA  FAMINE  COMMISSION  BE- 
COMMENDATIONS. 
Address  for  "  Copies  or  Extracts  from 
recent  Correspondence  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  on  the  subject  of  measures 
adopted  on  the  Becommendations  made 
in  the  Report  of  the  Indian  Famine  Com- 
mission."'— (5tr  William  Wedderbum.) 

MABKETS  AND  FAIBS  (WBIGHnfG  OF 
CATTLE)  ACT,  1887. 
Return  ordered,  "  showing  the  niunbCT 
of  Fairs  and  Markets  in  respect  of  which 

orders  of  exemption  have  been  made  ia 
Ireland  by  the  authorities  charged  with 
the  administration  of  the  Act  ;  and 
showing  the  date  of  the  making  of  each 
orders  respectively." — {Mr.  Dane.) 

REGISTRATION  OF  TITLE  (IRELAND> 
Return  ordered,  "  showing  by  Counties 
up  to  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1894  (1) 
number  of  cases  of  Compulsory  Regis- 
tration in  which  requisitions  have  been 
lodged ;  (2)  number  of  cases  of  Volan- 
tary  Registrations  in  which  requisitions 
have  been  lodged  ;  (3)  number  of  Com- 
pulsory Cases  registered  ;  and  (4) 
number  of  Voluntary  Cases  registered.* 
— {Mr.  Dane.) 

House  adjoamed  at  ten  minutes 
after  Twdve  o'dock. 
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OBDERS  OF   THE  DAY. 


MINE3  (EIGHT  HOURS)  BILL.— (No.  10.) 
SECOND  KEA.DING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

•Mb.  ROBY  (LancasLire,  S.E.,  Eccles), 
in  moving  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill,  said  it  was  peculiar  in  this  respect — 
that  white  some  who  usually  agreed  with 
him  would  vote  against  it,  on  the  other 
hand  it  would  have  the  support  of  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  opposite.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian,  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington,  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham,  and  the  riglit  hou. 
Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean  had  voted 
in  favour  of  the  principle,  showiug 
clearly  that  it  was  io  no  respects  a  Party 
measure.  Id  his  own  particular  case  he 
had  a  proof  of  that.  At  his  first  election, 
when  he  was  reproached  for  adopting 
this  Tiew,  and  was  reviled  by  some  of  his 
oppooents  on  that  account,  the  hou.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Bolton  came  to  bis 
assistance  and  preached  the  same  doctrine. 
At  the  last  Election,  in  1892,  his  oppo- 
nent professed  that  his  mind  was  entirely 
open,  and  that  he  was  only  seeking  for 
light.  Naturally,  seeking  for  light  he 
went  down  into  a  coal  pit,  and  when  be 
came  up  was  entirely  convinced  in  favour 
of  this  Bill.  The  Bill  proposed  to  limit 
the  hours  of  labour  underground  to  eight 
hours — from  leaving  the  surface  till 
coming  back  to  the  surface.  The  question 
had  been  growing  in  public  favour  and 
in  favour  in  that  House.  In  1892  the 
majority  against  it  was  112  ;  in  1893  the 
majority  for  it  was  78.  Nor  was  that 
the  only  indication  of  the  growing  favour. 
The  hoQ.  Member  for  Morpeth,  speaking 
the  other  day  at  Newcastle,  said  he 
thought  the  tendency  of  the  time  was  in 
favour  of  this  restriction  of  hours,  while 
the  Miners^  Federation,  at  Leicester,  in 
January,  again  affirmed  their  unanimous 
approval  of  -the  eight  hours  per  day. 
More  recently  they  had  had  announced 
to  them  not  exactly  the  same  thing,  it 
was  true,  but  still  a  restriction  of  hours 
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in  the  Government  factories,  and  they 
had  had  the  experiment  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gorton  in  favour  of  the 
limitation  of  hours,  though  in  that  case 
it  was  not  per  day,  but  per  week. 

Mr.  MATHER  (Laucashu-e,  S.E., 
Gorton)  :  By  voluntary  action. 

Mr.  ROBY  said,  he  was  now  stating 
the  tendency  of  public  opinion.  He  was 
not  arguiug  the  que&tiou  whether  it 
should  to  be  by  legislation  or  by  voluntary 
arrangement.  Au  accouut  of  what  pro- 
fessed to  be  the  Report  of  the  Labour 
Commission  had  appeared  io  The  TimeSy 
ami  this  Report  as  published  in  the  news- 
paper appeared  to  him  to  give  a  some- 
what doubtful  expressiou  of  opiuion  on 
the  subject.  The  Report  seemed  to 
indicate  that  at  present  the  members  of 
the  Commission  had  not  made  up  their 
minds ;  but  he  did  not  know  ou  what 
authority  the  Report  bad  been  published 
in  The  Times,  or  which  members  of 
the  Commissiou  were  iu  favour  of 
the  Report.  He  believetl,  however, 
that  he  was  right  iu  saying  that  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Commission 
was  iu  oue  respect  partial.  The  Miners' 
Federation  did  not  seud  representatives, 
and  this  Orgauisatiou  cmbracetl  a  very 
large  number  of  coalminers  in  the  country. 
The  Federation  was  in  favour  of  this 
Bill.  The  arguments  for  the  Bill  ap- 
peared to  bo  mainly  two — first,  that  the 
Bill  was  intended  to  satisfy  the  demands 
put  forward  for  the  regulation  of  their 
own  trade  by  the  great  mass  of  the 
workers  iu  that  trade.  He  was  aware 
that  he  would  be  met  at  this  poiut  by 
the  hou.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Barnard 
Castle,  who  said  the  previous  day  that 
there  were  231,000  miners  in  Northum- 
berland and  Durham  and  the  South  Wales 
district  who  were  opposed  to  the  Bill. 
But,  according  to  the  Census,  the  total 
number  of  miners  in  Northumberland  was 
27,000,  in  Durham  80,000,  and  though  he 
had  not  the  precise  figures  as  to  the  port 
of  South  Wales  where  there  was  strong 
opposition,  he  would  place  them  at  about 
15,000.  He  believed  it  was  put  by  one 
of  the  witnesses  before  the  Labour  Com- 
mission at  15,000. 

Sib  J.  PEASE  (Durham,  Barnard 
Castle)  said,  his  figures  were  takeu  from 
Returns  prepared  by  Inspectors  of  the 
number  of  men  employed  above  and 
below  the  surface  in  Northumberland, 
Durham,  and  South  Wales. 
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Mb.  ROBY  aatd,  that  the  figurea  for 
the  Nortfaero  Counties  were  1 14^000,  and 
for  Moomoutb  and  Wales  118,000, 
making  a  total  of  232,000,  which  so 
nearly  coireapoDded  with  the  231,000 
mentioned  bj  the  boo.  Barooet  that  he 
could  not  help  think  ing  that  the  figures 
were  derived  from  the  same  source.  Bat 
those  figures  ought  to  be  divided  hj  at 
least  one-half,  and  then  they  would  obtain 
the  number  for  that  part  of  South'Wales 
where  the  opposition  was  stroogebt  and 
the  number  for  the  whole  of  Northumber- 
land and  Durham,  where,  however,  it  was 
well-known  there  was  a  considerable 
minority  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  In  April, 
1893,  the  bon.  Member  for  Mid  Durham 
(Mr.  J.  Wilson)  stated  that  a  ballot  had 
been  taken  ioNorthumberland  and  Durham 
apon  the  question,  and  there  voted  in 
favour  of  the  eight  hours  day  12,000, 
the  number  voting  against  it  being 
28,000,  making  a  total  of  40,000  voting 
out  of  a  total  of  60,000  or  70,000  men. 
It  was  clear,  therefore,  that  the  hon. 
Baronet's  figures  ought  to  be  cut  down 
first  to  122,000,  and  out  of  that  they  must 
knock  ofi*  the  large  number  who  might 
be  said  to  be  indifferent  in  the  matter, 
or  in  favour  of  the  proposal.  It 
was  the  question  of  Northumberland 
and  Durham  which  occasioned  him  the 
greatest  difficulty  when  the  matter  was 
brought  before  him,  before  he  had 
become  a  candidate  for  a  seat  in 
Parliament,  and,  in  his  opinion, 
it  was  the  greatest  difficulty  now.  lu 
these  (listrictB  there  were  difficulties 
in  working ;  but  these  might  be  overcome 
if  people  chose  to  put  themselves  to  it, 
and  he  thought  that  the  main  argument 
which  put  these  districts  out  of  court  was 
that  boys  were  working  at  least  10  hours 
a  day  in  the  mines  there. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid)  said, 
that  the  word  "workmg"  was  misapplied 
in  that  case.  The  hoys  did  not  work  10 
hours  a  day,  although  they  were  down  in 
the  pit  for  that  time. 

Mr.  ROBY  said,  he  would  substitute 
"underground"  for  "working" ;  but 
these  boys  were  employed  io  hard  work 
to  a  large  extent.  ["  No  I  "J  Yes.  He 
was  speaking  from  evidence  given  before 
the  labour  Commission,  and  the  boys 
were  in  that  position  in  order  that  the 
coal  getters  might  retain  less  hours.  His 
second  argument  for  the  Bill  was  that  it 
satisfied  a  lai^  majority  of  a  moat  im- 


'  portant  trade  in  a  demand  which  was 
reasonable,  practicable,  and  expedient  for 
their  own  interest  and  for  that  of  the 
community.  Hours  of  labour  should,  as 
far  as  possible,  be  reduced  so  that  those 
who  came  into  the  world  without  their 
owu  choice  should  have  at  least  some 
enjoyment  while  they  were  in  it. 
He  did  not  go  so  far  as  some  of  the 
supporters  of  this  Bill.  He  was  not  in* 
troducing  a  general  eight  hours  Bill — he 
did  not  think  it  was  practicable — but  he 
wus  introducing  a  Bill  for  a  particular 
trade,  which  seemed  to  be  exceptional  in 
the  general  character  of  its  work  and  in 
the  effect  disturbances  of  it  had  upon  the 
whole  trade  of  the  country.  Nobody 
denied  that  the  labour  of  miners  was 
exhansting,  and  was  also  eminently 
dangerous  work.  He  desired  to  lessen 
not  only  the  period  of  hard  work,  bat 
also  the  period  of  exclusion  from  the 
light  of  day,  and  of  exposure  to  risks  of 
death  and  mutilation.  He  was  not  going 
to  have  any  inquisitorial  inspection  of 
the  -manner  in  which  the  extra  leisure 
might  be  employed.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  those  who  made  an  objec- 
tion on  that  ground  might  sometimes 
consider  whether  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  make  a  better  use  of  the 
leisure  of  those  who  did  not  work  at  all. 
He  should  be  met  with  the  objection  that 
miners  were  shown  to  be  healthy  and 
also  that  the  risk  was  not  so  great  during 
the  late  as  daring  the  early  hours  of  the 
shift.  He  did  not  attach  much  import- 
ance to  the  latter  argument,  as  there  were 
natural  reasons  for  the  greater  risk  at  the 
early  hours,  the  roof  of  a  mine  being  more 
liable  to  give  way  after  a  period  of  rest. 
But  as  to  the  statement  that  miners 
were  shown  to  be  healthy,  he  thought 
some  of  his  friends  lost  a  chance  of 
getting  money  out  of  exhausted  mines  by 
not  making  them  health  resorts  and 
organising  r^^lar  parties  to  stay  there 
for  a  time  in  orderto recruit  their  energies 
in  the  healthy  atmosphere  of  a  mine.  He 
did  not  say  that  mines  were  proved,  on  the 
whole,  less  healthy  than  other  occupations. 
It  was  said  that  they  ought  not  to  inter- 
fere with  adult  labour,  and  those  who 
used  that  argument  belonged  to  a  school 
of  political  economy  to  which  he  was  to 
a  large  extent  still  attached.  He  did  not 
want  the  State  to  interfere  more  than 
was  necessary,  bat  it  bad  been  shown 
over  and  over  again  that  the  State  oonld 
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interfere  in  certain  cases  with  infinite 
advantage,  and  thej  had  no  ri^ht  to  lay 
down  any  specific  rule  as  to  interfering 
only  in  cases  of  persons  below  a  certain 
^e.    The  State  interfered  last  year  in 
the  ease  of  railway  servants.  Factory 
legislation  aud  the  Coal  Mines  Acts  were 
also  cases  of  interfereoce  which  restricted 
indirectly  the  hours  of  adults,  and  people 
forgot  that  Statute  prevented  all  Sunday 
labour.    If  by  interference  he  could  pre- 
vent, or  have  a  chance  of  preventing,  dis- 
tnrbances  of  trade  by  strikes  and  secure 
a  greater  amount  of  comfort  and  safety 
to  the  working  population,  irn  would 
not   be  debarred  from   voting    for  it 
by  the  notion  that  they  were  interfering 
with  the  labour  of  men  over  the  age  of 
21,    He  was  quite  aware  that  there  were 
great  differenoes  in  the  cases  of  mines, 
but  it  was  not  the  first  time  that  l^isla- 
tion  had  interfered  with  a  bold  hand  with 
a  trade  that  had  as  great  differences. 
Another  objection  to  the  Bill  was  that  it 
proposed  to  interfere  with  the  hours  of 
labour  by  legislation  instead  of  by  agree- 
ment ;  but  his  reason  for  preferring  legis- 
lation to  agreement  was  because  those 
interested  could  not  obtain  the  shortening 
of  dieir  hours  of  labour  by  agreement, 
and,  secondly,    that  the   attempt  to 
obtain  it  would  lead  to  great  unsettle- 
ment   and    oontunual    strikes,  which 
was    what    he    wanted    to  avoid. 
Not  did  he  agree  with  making  it  a 
matter  of  local  option,  for  trade  every 
day  was  getting  less  local.    During  the 
late  coal  strike,  for  instance,  bis  own 
firm  got  coals  from  Wales,  Durham,  and 
Scotland.     The  miue-ownera  would  un- 
donbtedly  use  great  pressure  to  prevent 
agieements,  and  these  would  be  very 
liable  to  be  upset  whenever  times  became 
a  litUe  bad.    He  did  not  believe  that 
ibis  restriction  would  diminish  the  output 
except  for  the  first  month  or  two,  and 
wages  would  only  be  diminished  where 
there  was  a  diminished  output.   At  any 
rate,  if  wages  diminished,  that  diminution 
would  go  to  reduce  the  cost,  altbongb 
he  did  not  think  thathours  and  wages  stood 
in  that  close  relation  to  one  another  which 
some  people  imagined.    As  to  the  bad 
results  which  were  foreshadowed  as  the 
result  of  this  measure  if  adopted,  he  had 
only  to  turn  to  history  to  see  that  these 
fean  were  unfounded.    Fifty  years  ^o 
Mr,  John  Bright,  speaking  of  the  Bill 
tor  the  reduction  of  the  hours  of  labour 
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of  women  and  children  in  factories  to  10 
hours  a  day,  said — 

"The  proposition  was  most  iD}ariou8  and 
destructive  to  the  beat  interesta  of  the  country 
and  contrary  to  the  principles  of  soand  legis- 
lation. It  was  a  delusion  practised  upon  the 
working  classes  ;  it  was  advocated  by  those  who 
had  no  knowledge  of  the  economy  oS  manufac- 
tures, and  if  it  ^ame  law  the  necessities  of 
trade  and  the  demands  alike  of  the  workmen 
and  the  masters  woold  compel  them  to  retrace 
their  steps." 

Mr.  Bright  contended  that  the  Bill 
would  result  io  a  reduction  of  the  output 
in  cotton  goods.  Statistics  showed  that 
at  the  present  moment  two  and  a-half 
times  more  vrork  was  tamed  out  than  in 
those  days.  The  cost  was  less,  the 
hours  of  labour  were  reduced,  aud  the 
wages  of  the  people  were  increased.  He 
commended  this  experience  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  with  perfect  honesty  and 
perfect  justification  were  opposing  the 
Bill — perfect  justification  as  far  as  their 
own  fears  went.  He  would  not  oiFer  his 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  J.  Pease)  an  opiate,  for 
he  knew  his  horror  of  opium,  but  he 
would  give  him  these  facts  as  a  salutary 
remedy  for  his  fears  and  apprehensions. 
He  did  not  say  that  there  were  not  people 
in  factories  who  would  like  the  employh  to 
work  a  little  longer  than  they  did  now.  It 
was  quite  possible  that  there  were;  but  this 
he  would  say —that  he  did  not  think  there 
was  a  Member  in  the  House  who  would 
dream  of  reversing  the  factory  legisla- 
tion, who  would  dream  of  lengthening 
the  hours,  or  who  would  dream 
in  any  way  of  going  back  on 
that  legislation.  Ko  doubt  the  Legis- 
lature did  sometimes  interfere  with 
a  hand  of  iron,  but  it  was  a  hand  that 
gave  the  worker  support  and  courage.  In 
Lancashire  the  experiment  of  eight  hours 
had  actually  been  tried,  and  was  being 
tried  at  this  moment.  This  was  at  the 
Altham  Collieries,  and  he  had  received 
from  Mr.  M'Alpine  a  statement  with 
reference  to  the  experiment.    He  said — 

"  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  experi- 
ment has  only  been  in  operation  for  fire  weeks, 
and  it  is  perhaps  too  soon  to  derire  any  reliable 
conclusions  from  it.  On  the  other  hand,  eTery. 
thing  seems  to  point  to  its  being  asaccess.  The 
arrangement  ioclndes,  besides  the  eight  hours 
from  bank  to  bank  for  the  miners,  a  48  hours 
week  for  all  employit  and  an  eight  hours  shift 
for  winders.  The  result  of  this  is  that  the  cost 
of  getting  coal  is  slightly  increased,  but  it  is 
partially  balanced  by  the  fact  that  the  ma- 
chiaeiy,  &c.,  has  to  ran  an  hoar  less  per  day, 
thus  rwlacing  the  wear  and  tear  and  cost  of 
maintenance.  The  wage  eamable  by  the  miners 
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Beems  to  be  reduced  by  about  4  per  ceut.  Be- 
fore the  alteration  it  was  Ss.  3d.  perday  at  these 
collieries;  since  the  altenrtion  It  la  not  more  than 
78.  lid.  The  day-wage  men  seem  to  do  as  much 
work  as  previously,  and  no  extra  men  are  eii>- 
ployed  under  this  arrangement.  Ko  difficult^ 
is  ezpcneDce<l  in  getting  the  men  to  return  to 
the  t«nk  in  the  same  order  as  that  in  which  they 
descended,  bo  that  each  man  is  in  the  pit  for 
exactly  eight  hours  per  day.  I  certainly  favour 
the  principle  of  an  eight  faouis  day  for  miners, 
but  an  exception,  perhaps,  ought  to  be  made  for 
officials.  I  think  it  necessary  that  officials 
should  be  excepted  from  the  operation  of  the 
Bill,  though  1  think  care  must  be  taken  to  pro- 
Tide  againtit  this  exception  being  abused." 

He  (Mr.  Roby)  thought  it  might  he 
necessary  that  the  officials  should  be 
excepted  from  the  general  working  of 
the  Bill,  though,  of  course,  care  must  be 
taken  to  prevent  the  exception  being 
abused.  The  firemen,  also,  would  have 
to  come  in  an  hour  earlier ;  but  these 
were  details  which  could  be  dealt  with 
in  Committee.  This  Bill  was  a  reform 
put  forward  by  the  workers.  The  general 
progress  of  the  country  demanded  it, 
while  it  was  very  necessary,  where  we 
could,  to  lessen  the  toil  and  oppressive- 
ness of  labour,  particularly  where  there 
was  great  risk.  He  would,  in  conclu- 
sion, ask  the  House  to  remember  that  it 
was  a  Bill  brought  forward  at  the  in- 
stance and  in  the  interest  of  those  who 
were  working  excluded  from  the  light  of 
day,  and  working,  not  only  in  a  meta- 
phorical but  in  a  real  and  even  terrible 
sense,  in  "  the  valley  and  shadow  of 
death." 

•Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston),  in  seconding  the  Motion  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time,  congratulated 
the  supporters  of  the  movement  for 
shorteaiDg  the  hours  of  labour  upon  the 
remarkable  success  which  had  up  to  the 
present  time  attended  their  efforts.  There 
appeared  to  be  now  a  general  agreement 
on  all  sides,  even  among  those  who  were 
formerly  their  foes,  that  the  time  had 
arrived  when  thebonrsof  labour  should  be 
shortened.  As  far  as  he  could  judge,  the 
only  difference  now  was  as  to  the  means 
to  be  employed  to  accomplish  that  end. 
One  party  was  in  favour  of  trusting  to 
organisation,  while  the  other  desired  legis- 
lative action.  The  advocates  of  organisa- 
tion wereadiminishing  force,  while  the  ad- 
vocates of  legislation  were  fast  increasing. 
The  old  doctrine  of  taissez  Jaire  died 
with  Lord  Falmerston,  who  was  its  chief 
advocate,  and  the  cold-blooded  theory 
which  regarded  human  beings  as  mere 

Mr.  Roby 


commodities  was   killed   by  household 
suffrage.     An  entirely   new  departure 
bad  now  been  taken.     It  might  very 
naturally  be  asked  why  they  preferred 
legislative  action?    Well,  they  did  so 
because  it  was  more  speedy,  more  econo- 
mical, aud  more  certain  in  its  results. 
It  was,  he  contended,  practically  im- 
possible to  accomplish  their  object  by 
means  of  organisation.      The  struggles 
which  hud  been  goiug  on  for  reducing 
the    hours    of    labour    showed  that 
organisation    had    been    practically  a 
failure.     The  struggle,  so  far  back  as 
1858,  iu  the  building  trades  and  similar 
attempts  among  the  operative  bakers  of 
the  Metropolis,  furnished  strong  evidence 
in  support  of  that  argument ;  aud  the 
endeavour  made  on  the  Scotch  railways, 
only  three  aud  a-balf  years  ago,  also 
tended  to  prove  that  organisation  had 
failed  to  accomplish  the  object  which 
was  ardently  desired.    In  1859  70,000 
buildiug  operatives  iu  London  were  locked 
out  by  the  master  builders  because  they 
tried  to  reduce  their  hours  of  labour  to 
nine  per  day,  aud  it  cost  their  fellows  up- 
wards of  £100,000  to  maintain  them, 
besides  the  loss  of  about  a  quarter  of  a 
million  iu  uages.     The  employers  tri- 
umphed for  a  time,  though  some  of 
them  had  to  go  into  the  Bankruptcy 
Court;  but  the  struggle  had  been  renewed 
from  time  to  time  during  30  years,  and 
It  was  only  recently,  after  another  great 
lock-out,  that  the  operatives  succeeded  in 
reducing  their  hours  to  eight  per  day  ; 
but  what  they  had  gained  after  32  years 
of  agitation  they  were  in  daugerof  losing, 
us  so  many  unprincipled  employers  and 
selfish  workmen  were  constantly  trying 
to  break  through  the  arrangement.  The 
operative  bakers  in  London  bad  for  48 
years  been  vainly  trying  to  abolish  night 
work  and  to  limit  their  hours  to  10  per 
day.   Yet  at  the  present  moment  there 
were  10,000  bakers  iq  London  working  15 
and  16  hours  daily  for  five  days,  21  and 
22  hours  on  Saturday,  aud  many  of  them 
work  also  on  Sundays.     The  Scotch 
Railway  employe*  only  two  years  ago 
tried  to  limit  their  hours  to  10  per  day,  a 
modest  demand    which  failed  after  m 
desperate   effort,   during    which  trade 
and  traffic  in  Scotland  were  paralysed. 
Scores  of  other  cases  might  be  cited 
in  support  of  the  argument  that  orga- 
nisation had  failed  and   that  legisla- 
tive action  was  required,     Anotber  of 
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the  arguments  urged  against  the  Bill 
was  tbat  there  would  be  great  danger 
from  foreign  competition  if  it  were 
Allowed  to  pass  ;  but  from  figures  fur- 
nished two  or  three  years  ago  by  the 
Secretary  to  the  British  Embassy  at  Rome, 
it  appeared  that  in  the  year  1889  the  total 
value  of  the  product  of  mines  in  Italy, 
Belgium,  France,  and  Great  Britain 
was,  per  head  of  those  employed  in 
them,  £43,  £62  10s.,  £88,  and  £128 
respectively.  Those  figures  showed 
that  the  product  of  the  British  miner 
was  £85  more  than  that  of  the  Italian 
miner,  who  produced  the  least,  and 
was  £40  more  than  that  of  the  French 
miner,  who  produced  the  nest  largest 
amount  after  the  miner  of  Great  Britain. 
He  urgently  commended  these  facts  and 
figures  to  the  serious  consideration  of 
every  Member  of  the  House,  and  espe- 
cially to  those  who  were  inclined  to  oppose 
the  principle  embodied  in  the  Bill  upon 
the  ground  that  it  would  cause  danger 
from  foreign  competition.  When  the 
Estimateii  were  under  consideration  some 
three  years  ago  he  elicited  the  fact  that 
officials  in  Government  Offices  were  em- 
ployed something  like  six  and  a-half 
hours  per  day,  and  tbat  where  the  hours 
were  the  shortest  the  salaries  were 
the  highest.  It  appeared  to  him  at 
the  time,  and  it  still  appeared  to  him,  that 
if  six  and  a-half  hours  were  long  enough 
for  highly-paid  officials  to  work  under 
healthy  conditions,  eight  hours  a  day 
were  surely  enough  for  miners  toiling 
under  conditions  of  danger  and  difficulty 
underground.  He  supported  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  in  the  belief,  founded 
on  the  figures  be  had  quoted  to  the  Honse, 
that  it  would  work  no  danger  from 
foreign  competition,  so  far  as  the  mining 
industry  was  concerned,  and  because  he 
believed  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  could 
not  he  obtained  by  organised  effort,  which 
would,  moreover,  be  custly,  tedious,  and 
uncertain  in  its  results,  and  because  he 
believed  that  legislation  would  secure  the 
end  desired,  without  the  strife  aud  bitter- 
ness which  strikes  engendered  between 
flmployera  and  employed.  As  a  set- 
off against  the  various  failures  of  or- 
ganised effort,  two  successes  in  Durham 
and  Northumberland  were  referred  to, 
but  working  men  believed  that  their  just 
claims  would  be  more  speedily  realised 
by  legislation.  Sharing  in  that  belief, 
he  heartily  supported  the  principle  of  the 


Bill,  aud  couclnded  by  seconding  the 
Motion  for  its  Second  Reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (it/r.  Roby.) 

•Sir  a.  HICKMAN  (Wolverhampton, 
W.)t  in  moving  the  rejection  of  the  Bill, 
said,  that  if  this  were  really  a  proposal  for 
a  limitation  to  eight  hours*  work  he  would 
not  be  there  to  oppose  it,  for  he  quite 
agreed  that  a  spelt  of  eight  hours  was  long 
enough  for  a  man  to  work  in  a  eoal-pit. 
But  it  was  nothing  of  the  kind.  This 
measure  really  meant  that  in  some  cases 
the  men  would  only  work  four  and  a-half 
or  five  hours  in  a  day.  It  was  urged 
that  a  majority  of  the  miners  desired  to 
see  the  Bill  pass  into  law  ;  but  it  was 
very  easy  to  understand  that  when  it  was 
put  to  the  men  whether  they  would  not 
like  to  work  two  and  a-half  hours 
per  day  less  time,  while  getting  no  less, 
and  possibly  more,  money  than  at  present, 
it  was  not  a  difficult  matter  to  get  a 
majority  to  hold  up  their  bands  in  favour 
of  the  proposal.  In  his  own  district  of 
Staffordshire  not  half  the  men  belonged 
to  the  Miners'  Federation,  and,  in  his 
belief,  if  the  matter  were  fairly  and  fully 
explained  to  them,  a  great  many  would 
oppose  the  present  proposal. 

Mr.  PICKARD  (York,  W.R.,  Nor- 
manton)  asked  what  was  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's authority  for  that  statement  ? 

*SrR  A.  HICKMAN  said,  his  autho- 
rity was  his  own  personal  observation 
and  knowledge  of  his  own  men  as  a  mine- 
owner  himself  in  Staffordshire.  He  had 
taken  the  precaution  to  ascertain  what 
proportion  of  the  men  belonged  to  the 
Miners'  Federation,  and  what  proportion 
were  outside  it.  The  hon.  Member's . 
statement  that  in  the  Durham  district 
boys  worked  underground  sometimes  for 
10  hours  was  incorrect.  It  had  been 
shown  tbat  they  only  worked  eight  hours. 
If  eight  hours  were  too  long  for  a  boy  to 
work,  let  there  by  all  means  be  legisla- 
tion on  that  subject ;  but  that  was  no 
reason  for  not  allowing  grown  men  to  work 
more  than  four  or  five  hours  if  they  de- 
sired to  do  so.  One  great  objection  to  this 
proposal  was  that  thedangers  of  working 
in  a  mine  would  be  increased  by  the  high 
pressure  caused  by  a  certain  time  being 
fixed  for  a  man  to  leave  the  pit,  for  he 
would  not  have  time  to  look  round  pro- 
perly to  see  that  everything  was  safe. 
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If  a  man  was  restricted  in  his  time  he 
would  naturally  neglect  the  precautions 
necessary  to  be  taken.  They  all  rejoiced 
at  the  successful  results  of  factory  legis- 
lation forwomen  andcbildren^butthathad 
nothing  to  do  with  preventing  grown  men 
from  working  more  than  about  five  hours 
a  day.  Another  question  was  how 
were  wages  to  be  regulated  ?  Were 
all  the  men  to  be  paid  according  to  the 
fixed  standard,  or  according  to  the  hours 
they  worked  ?  In  some  eases  this  pro- 
posal would  consUtute  a  grave  injustice 
to  the  employer,  and  in  other  cases  It 
would  be  a  gross  injustice  to  the  work- 
man, A  man  who  bad  to  go  only  100 
yards  to  the  "face"  of  the  coal  could 
work  half  an  hour  longer  than  a  man 
who  had  to  go  a  mile.  Were  they  to  be 
paid  the  same  wages  P  Was  it  intended 
that  the  capital  sunk  in  deep  pits  should 
be  confiscated  ?  Again,  how  was  a  man 
with  a  lai^e  family  to  maintain  himself 
and  them  if  he  were  prohibited  from 
working  more  than  five  hours  a  day, 
wfaieh  would  suffice  for  a  single  man  ? 
What  became,  then,  of  the  "living 
wage  "  ?  How  was  a  hard-aod-&st  line 
to  be  drawn  ?  Those  were  all  questions 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
Opportunity  should  not  be  denied  to  men 
to  advance  themselves.  There  were  men 
who  wished  to  raise  themselves  in  the 
world,  and  in  his  own  district  some  of  the 
most  prosperous  and  men  of  whom  they 
were  most  proud  had  been,  or  whose 
fathers  at  any  rate  had  been,  working 
colliers.  What  became  of  the  liberty  of 
the  individual  which  the  great  Liberal 
Party  talked  of  ?  Looking  that  morn- 
ing at  the  last  pay-sheet  from  his  War- 
wickshire colliery  be  found  that  the  dead 
expenses  for  wages  in  pit  and  on  bank, 
and  for  timber,  and  other  things  outside 
amounted  to  £353,  against  only  £210 
actually  paid  for  getting  the  coal.  That 
£353  remained  an  absolutely  fixed  sum,  but 
the  output  would  be  reduced  18  per  ceut. 
The  best  calculation  ho  had  been  able  to 
make  was  that,  supposing  wages  were 
reduced  in  proportion  and  the  tonnage 
rate  remained  the  same,  if  this  Bill 
was  passed  the  increased  cost  of 
getting  coal  would  vary  from  6d.  to 
Is.  6d.  per  ton — that  was  to  say, 
the  cost  of  coal  in  this  country  must 
necessarily  be  increased  from  £4,000,000 
to  £12,000,000  per  anoum.  Were  the 
Government  pr^ared  to  put  that  extra 
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burden  on  the  industries  and  manafactures 

of  thecountry  to  benefitnobody  ?  Woukt 
they  be  able  to  bear  it  ?  It  was  said  that  if 
the  men  worked  shorter  hours  they  would 
be  able  to  work  harder  and  produce  more 
coal.  In  1883  the  coal  produced  by  each 
man  was  293  tons,  but  in  1892  it  had 
fallen  to  254  tons,  and  that  in  spite  of  the 
extraordinary  mechanical  improvements 
that  had  been  introduced.  The  reduc- 
tion  was  still  greater  in  1893,  but  the 
figures  for  that  year,  owing  to  the  great 
colliery  strike,  did  not  afford  a  fair  com- 
parison. Between  1882  and  1889  the 
decrease  of  coal  produced  per  miner 
per  auDum  in  Great  Britain  was 
4 1  tons,  whereas  in  Germany  the 
'  increase  was  79  tons,  in  France  40 
I  tons,  and  in  Belgium  25  tons.  The  adop- 
tion of  this  proposal  would  have  most 
{  disastrous  effects  in  the  Staffordshire  dis- 
trict,  in  which  the  mines  for  many  years 
past  had  been  subjected  to  a  great  influx 
'  of  water,  and  had  consequently  been 
worked  under  great  difficulties.  A 
Mines  Drainage  Commission  was  em- 
,  powered  by  Act  of  Parliament  to  levy 
!  rates  on  mine-owners  for  the  purpose 
pumping  water,  and  the  expense  of  that 
1  was  quite  as  much  as  they  could  bear ; 
and  if  there  ensued  a  large  reduction  of 
1  output — which  wouldassuredlybethecase 
'  if  the  proposals  contained  in  tlie  Bill  were 
I  carried — the  Mines  Drainage  Commission 
would  be  unable  to  goon,  the  wholedlstrict 
would  be  drowned  out,  and  great  popu- 
lations like  those  of  Birmingham  and 
Wolverhampton,  whicli  depended  for 
their  prosperity  on  cheap  coat,  would 
suffer  seriously.  He  shuddered,  indeed, 
to  think  of  the  consequeuces  that  would 
ensue.  With  regard  to  the  suggestion  of 
local  option,  that  would  add  greatly  to 
the  unfairness,  for  the  advantage  to  the 
district  which  maintained  its  present 
position  would  be  enormous.  If  it  was 
intended  or  desired  to  restrict  the  work- 
ing hours  of  miners,  the  restriction 
should  be  upon  the  hours  of  actual 
working,  and  not  upon  the  hours  spent 
in  the  pit ;  then  they  would  all  be 
upon  the  same  footing.  This  was 
not  a  question  between  employer  and 
employed.  It  was  a  question  that 
affected  tbe  commuoitT.  As  a  mine- 
owner,  he  believed  tbe  first  effect 
would  be  to  put  a  large  sum  of 
money  into  his  pocket,  for  an  arti- 
ficial scarcity  of  coal  would  be  created 
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and  coal-owners  would  be  «ble  to  chaive 
their  own  prices.  That,  however,  would 
not  hut  long.  They  would  very  soon 
discover  the  reality  of  foreign  compet'- 
tion.  Cheap  coal  had  been  the  founda- 
tion of  the  manufacturing  supremacy  of 
this  country,  and  upon  it  that  supremacy 
depended.  The  proposal  before  the 
House  was  impracticable  and  unjust  both 
to  the  employer  and  the  workman,  and  he 
moved  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  that  day  six  months. 

•Sir  J.  PEASE  (Durham,  Barnard 
Castle)  said,  he  desired  to  second  the 
Amendment.  He  had  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent a  large  mining  constituency.  There 
was  as  much  capital  iu  the  district  which 
he  represented — not  only  in  the  mines,  but 
in  the  industries  dependent  on  cheap  coal 
—^s  almost  anywhere  io  the  country.  He 
had  also  the  honour  to  represent  a  large 
agricultural  population  whose  well-beiug 
was  almost  determined  by  their  prox- 
imity to  the  centres  of  population  from 
which  there  was  a  large  and  con- 
tinuous demand  for  their  produce. 
All  his  constituents  were  strongly 
•  opposed  to  the  Bill.  The  miners  were 
espeoially  opposed  to  it,  becanseithey  were 
wide  enough  awake  to  know  that  if  the 
Bill  were  passed  it  would  mean  either  a 
decrease  in  wages  and  of  the  quantity  of 
coal  brought  out  of  the  pits.  The  Prime 
Minister,  who  received  a  deputation  with 
respect  to  this  Bill,  had  pointed  out  that 
there  were  now  50,000  more  men  em- 
ployed in  the  coal  trade  in  order  to  get 
no  larger  a  quantity  of  coal  than  formerly, 
and  he  seemed  to  draw  the  deduction 
that  this  showed  that  the  coal  trade 
coold  afford  to  maintain  the  addition. 
But  the  employment  of  these  extra  men 
had  in  reality  been  due  to  a  variety  of 
causes  not  counected  with  &  healthy 
or  unheulthy  state  of  the  coal 
industry,  amongst  them  being  the 
necessity  to  work  thinner  seams  than 
formerly  and  the  greater  distances  under- 
ground from  which  the  coal  had  to  be  got. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  coal  trade  was  in 
anything  but  a  healthy  condition,  and 
certainly,  so  far  as  his  part  of  the  country 
was  concerned,  the  miners  tbemselvcB  had 
no  desire  that  it  should  be  subject  to 
worse  injury  from  legislation  of  this  kind. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Eccles  (Mr.  Roby) 
had  tried  to  make  out  that,  so  far  as 
Northumberland  and  Durham  were  con- 
cerned, the  of^position  to  the  eight  hours 


day  was  not  so  great  as  had  been  repre- 
sented, but  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  Uiat  he  was  misinformed.  The 
ballot  to  which  the  hon.  Member  had  re- 
ferred was  taken  in  October,  1892, 
almost  immediately  after  a  strike  which 
bad  been  a  source  of  great  irritation.  It 
was  taken  at  a  time  when  the  agents  of 
the  Miners*  Federation  had  been  about 
a  great  deal  stirring  up  the  men 
on  this  special  point,  and  yet  it 
showed  that  out  of  72,000  men  in  the 
Union  15,800  voted  in  favour  of  this 
proposal  and  36,000  against  it,  while 
there  were  19,(X)0  abstainers.  But  it 
should  also  be  remembered  that  there 
were  51,000  men  not  in  the  Union. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  in  Wales  there 
was  also  considerable  opposition.  In 
South  Wales  there  had  been  no  ballot  on 
the  question,  but  there  had  been  various 
expressions  of  opinion,  and  from  one 
quarter  he  had  received  a  communication 
the  writer  of  which  declared  that  if  the 
Bill  were  carried  it  would  be  the  greatest 
calamity  which  had  licfallen  the  miners 
for  the  last  50  years.  So  far  as  the 
safety  of  the  miners  was  concerned, 
under  a  statutory  eight  hours  from 
surface  to  surface  Act,  the  time  of  the 
miners  would  be  so  contracted  that 
they  would  not  be  able  to  look  properly 
after  their  own  safety,  and  thus  the 
accidents  in  the  local  mines  would  be 
considerably  increased.  When  they  pro- 
ceeded further  to  consider  the  matter, 
they  must  also  take  into  account  that 
this  Bill  proposed  to  limit  the  powers 
of  adult  males  in  dealing  with  their  own 
work.  He  would  not  ask  whether  the 
State  ought  to  exercise  a  function 
of  this  kind.  Reference  had  been  made  to 
the  precedent  of  their  railway  legblation  ; 
but  this  Bill  was  not  on  the  lines  of  that 
precedent.  In  the  case  of  the  railways, 
if  men  complained  tliat  they  were  over- 
worked they  had  the  power  to  appeal  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  the  Board  of 
Trade  could  decide  whether  the  hours 
were  reasonable  or  unreasonable.  But 
it  was  not  a  proposition  of  this  kind  that 
was  now  made  to  the  House  with  regard 
to  the  miners.  If  it  were,  he  would  have 
looked  at  the  matter  differeutly.  The 
limit  fixed  by  the  Bill  was  perfectly 
absolute;  683,000  men  were  told  that 
the  State  required  them  to  work  no 
longer  than  eight  hours.  No  loophole 
whatever  was  left  for  tbeexigencies  of 
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the  trade.  And  in  respect  to  that  point 
he  conld  assure  the  House  that  the  diffi- 
cnlties  which  woald  present  themselves 
if  the  Bill  were  carried  would  be  verj 
nnmerous.  The  principle  of  the  Bill 
appeared  to  him  to  be  wholly  wrong.  It 
was  not  really  in  the  interests  of  the 
Trades  [Jnions  themeelves  that  the  func- 
tions of  those  bodies  should  be  super- 
seded by  such  acts  of  legislation.  If 
he  wanted  to  do  damage  to  the  Trades 
Unions  —  which  he  did  not — he 
would  say  to  them  —  Come  to 
Parliament  and  let  Parliament  adjudi- 
cate on  matters  of  this  kind.  But 
under  this  Bill  no  enginemau  or  foreman 
would  be  allowed  to  -be  at  work  more 
than  eight  hours,  yet  how  often  bad  it 
occurred  in  cases  of  accident  that  men 
had  taken  their  meals  and  even  slept  in 
mines  I  The  provisions  of  the  Bill  were, 
in  fact,  too  absolute,  and  could  not  be 
made  to  work.  Que  man  might  go  down 
the  pit  at  a  quarter  to  6  and  another  at 
a  quarter  to  7.  How  were  they  to  tell 
whether  the  men  worked  the  eight  hours  ? 
It  was  impossible  unless  they  had  all  the 
men  watched.  This  was  an  endeavour 
to  bring  men  who  were  perfectly  able  to 
take  care  of  themselves  under  the  control 
of  the  Government.  At  least  oue-tbird 
of  the  men  in  the  coal  trade  had  made 
their  regulations  as  to  the  hours  of 
labour,  and  the  very  men  who  were 
demanding  this  Bill  in  1893  showed 
their  independence  by  being  able  to  take 
a  week's  holiday  utterly  regardless  of  the 
inconvenience  they  caused  to  the  manu- 
facturers, lie  wanted  to  know  why  the 
State  should  interfere  at  all  ?  There 
was  no  occasion  for  such  interference. 
Neither  in  respect  to  the  prevention  of 
accidents  nor  the  preservation  of  the 
health  of  the  men  was  the  Bill  called 
for.  The  reasons  for  the  Bill  were  what 
he  should  call  false  reasons  of  politit^al 
economy.  He  was  especially  impressed 
with  the  false  character  of  the  arguments 
in  a  political  economical  point  of  view, 
for  the  effect  of  the  Bill  could  not  be  to 
raise  the  price  of  coal,  and  keep  up  the 
wages  of  labour  by  that  means.  In  this 
connection  he  did  not  like  to  touch  on  the 
Report  of  the  Labour  Commission,  for 
they  had  not  got  that  Report  in  a  regular 
way  before  tbem  as  yet,  nor  the  signatures 
of  the  members  bad  not  even  been  put  to  it. 
But  from  various  indications  it  looked  as 
if  the  Commissioo  had  not  been  able  to 
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come  to  the  conclusion  that  an  eight 
hours  day  was  desirable.  It  was  a  re- 
markable fact  that  the  Miners'  Fed«»- 
tion,  owing  to  the  weakness  of  their  case, 
declined  to  give  evidence  before  the 
Commission.  Yet  before  the  Report  of 
the  Commission  was  issued  they  came  to 
that  House  and  asked  the  House  to 
go  beyond  what  was  believed  to  be 
the  Commission's  recommendations. 
His  belief  was  that  the  Bill  would 
be  certain  to  reduce  the  wages  of  the 
miners.  And  as  to  the  blow  that  would 
be  dealt  at  the  coal-owner,  this  would  be 
difficult  to  over-estimate.  The  cost  of 
coal  being  iucreased,  the  demand  would, 
as  a  matter  of  course,  be  decreased.  But 
to  decrease  the  demand  meant  very  pro- 
bably bringing  it  below  the  point  at 
which  the  mines  could  be  profitably 
worked.  It  was  a  well-understood  thing 
that  it  was  the  extra  quantity  of  coal 
drawn  from  the  mine  above  a  certain 
point  which  constituted  the  profit  to  tbe 
mine-owner.  If  it  were  a  question  of 
the  health  of  the  men  he  would  take  a 
different  view  of  the  matter,  but  it  was 
not  so.  But  the  average  nnmber  of 
hours  worked  per  day  was  much  less 
than  eight,  since  in  most  cases  the  men 
did  not  work  every  day  in  tbe  week,  and 
there  was  considerable  time  taken  up  in 
getting  to  and  from  workings.  Ho  ad- 
mitted the  difficulty  presented  as  to  the 
case  of  the  Iwys  in  Durham  and  North- 
umberland, but  he  held  that  in  respect 
to  this  there  had  been  much  exaggeration. 
It  was  a  long  time  since  the  Durham  boys 
had  worked  as  much  as  eleven  days  in 
the  fortnight.  In  1892  the  average  was 
only  4*69  days  per  week  or  nine  days  a 
fortnight.  If  bon.  Members  thought 
the  boys  were  overworked,  let  them 
aocompauy  him  to  the  pit  mouth,  aud 
they  would  find  these  lads  none  the 
worse  for  the  work  they  did  ;  they 
were  as  fine  a  race  of  boys  as  conld 
\  be  found,  and  would  almost  carry  any 
two  Members  of  the  House  on  (heir  1>ack. 
The  effect  of  this  Bill,  by  reducing  the 
hours  of  drawing  coals  from  10  to  8 
hours,  ou  the  miners  would  be  that  they 
would  lose  two  hours  a  day,  and  their 
wages  woiUd  have  to  be  reduced  by  oue- 
fif  th  ;  and  as  the  earnings  in  the  Durham 
pits  were  only  a  little  over  5s.  a  day 
the  wages  would  be  reduceil  by  prac- 
tically Is.  per  day.  Now,  if  a  man's 
wages  were  reduced  Is.  per  day  on  the 
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four  or  fire  days  of  the  week  that  he 
worked  it  was  certain  that  he  would  have 
to  put  up  with  the  loss  of  a  good  mauy 
little  coQiforts  in  his  home.  The  pits  were 
ouly  working  4^  dajs  a  week  in  Durham, 
and  jet  it  was  asked  that  these  days 
should  be  limited  to  eight  hours  from  bauk 
to  bank.  He  would  illustrate  the  effect 
of  this  Bill  on  miners.  It  was  obvious 
that  if  the  owner  was  answerable  forevery 
man  being  out  of  the  pit  in  eight  hours,  at 
the  end  of  each  eight  hours  all  men  in  the 
pit  must  have  come  out.  IF  a  coal  hewer 
now  worked  in  the  face  five  and  a-half  to 
six  hours  when  the  pit  draws  10  hours,  in 
order  that  bis  coal  should  be  brought  to 
bank  his  time  must  be  reduced  one  hour 
at  least,  and  his  wages  by  one-fifth  ;  he 
must  earn  less  or  be  paid  more  per  ton. 
If  he  got  the  same  wages,  the  cost  of  his 
labour  must  be  advanced  20  per  cent. 
If  the  other  men  iu  the  pit  who 
were  down  10  hours  had  to  get 
the  same  quantity  out  in  eight  hours  as 
they  did  in  10,  either  there  must  be  more 
of  them,  which  again  meant  more  wages 
for  the  same  quantity,  or  less  wages  aod 
less  quantity.  If  two  sets  of  boys  were 
allowable,  then  two  sets  would  have  to 
work  for  what  one  set  used  to  earn, 
or  ocsts  must  go  up.  Iu  a  Durham 
colliery  he  could  name  the  hewers 
numbered  SIS  aud  other  men  and  boys 
731,  These  731  men  aud  boys  who 
were  down  10  hours  must  either  have 
their  wages  reduced  one-fifth,  to  let  iu 
others  for  two  hours,  or  one-fifth  more 
men  be  employed  to  get  the  same  quantity. 
The  loss  on  wages  in  Durham  was  esti- 
mated at  £700,000,  and  to  the  owners  at 
£825,0lH).  The  proposed  change  would 
involve  a  division  into  two  shifts  of  five 
hours  each  for  men  and  boys  not 
hewers;  and  it  would  be  practically 
impossible  to  find  boys  to  make  up  the 
difference.  It  had  been  argued  that  if 
the  cost  of  coal  went  up  under  the  new 
arrangement  the  royalties  must  come 
down.  The  average  royalties  in  the 
county  of  Durham  were  5d.  per  tou,  and 
he  did  not  know  how  that  was  to  be  pulled 
down.  Would  the  House  consent  to  pull 
these  royalties  down  ?  The  difference  in 
the  cost  of  working  could  not  be  got  out 
of  horse  keep,  grease,  oil,  or  other  stores  : 
and  it  must  be  obtained  by  raising  the  price 
to  the  consumer.  Would  the  consumer 
pay  the  increase  ?  This  Bill  applied  to 
Cleveland,  where  the  use  of  native  ores 


had  been  reduced  one-half  by  foreign  ores; 
so,  in  order  to  employ  our  people  at  home, 
we  should  raise  the  cost  artificially  of 
producing  the  native  ores,  as  the  Cleve- 
land mines  came  under  this  Bill.  When 
I  he  Yorkshire  colliers  were  out  on  strike 
the  cost  of  coal  could  not  be  raised  at 
the  Tees  Ironworks  without  being  fol- 
lowed by  the  blowing  out  of  the  Middles- 
brough furnaces.  With  a  year's  production 
of  2,500,000  tons  no  ironmaster  was 
receiving  a  single  sixpence  of  profit ; 
few  obtained  interest  for  capital  ;  aod 
certainly  none  anything  for  depreciation. 
The  only  effect  of  raising  the  price  of 
coal  would  be  to  put  a  number  of 
furnaces  out  of  blast  and  to  throw  a 
large  number  of  men  out  of  employment. 
Six  or  seven  years  ago  the  iron  of  the 
district  was  made  out  of  native  ore  ;  but 
to-day  one-half  of  it  was  made  out  of 
Spanish  ore.  Were  we  to  handicap  Cleve- 
land and  native  ores  by  bringing  in  more 
Spanish  ore  ?  There  was  not  a  single 
trade  in  the  country  that  could  bear  the  in- 
creased cost  of  coal.  Yesterday  a  Member 
of  the  House,  speakiug  of  the  cotton  trade, 
told  him  that  for  two  years  he  had  not 
drawn  a  single  sixpence  from  that  busi- 
ness ;  and  personally  as  an  ironmaster  he 
had  not  drawn  sixpence  for  three  years. 
Yet  it  was  proposed  by  this  Bill  to  add 
to  the  cost  of  coal.  Hon.  Members  had 
discussed  the  point  at  some  length  whe- 
ther the  same  quantity  of  work  could  be 
done  in  eight  hours  as  was  done  uow. 
Every  practical  man  would  tell  them  that 
as  much  work  could  not  be  done.  In 
Durham  the  hours  had  been  reduced  in 
1890  from  11  to  10,  and  the  result  was 
that  the  output  per  man  working  under 
ground  had  been  reduced  from  435  tons 
in  1890  to  401  tons  in  1891.  How 
did  our  hours  of  labour  compare  with 
those  of  other  countries  ?  In  the 
United  Kingdom  the  average  was 
7i  hours  at  the  face  ;  iu  France  it  was 
h|  ;  in  Germany,  8  to  12;  iu  America, 
9^  to  10  ;  in  Belgium  the  hours  were  for 
1,650,  9  hours  ;  for  62,000,  9  to  11  ;  for 
32,000,  11  to  12;  and  for  115  over  12 
hours.  Now,  he  wanted  to  take  up  a 
few  minutes'  time  iu  speaking  of  the 
foreign  competition  with  which  tiiey  had 
to  d«il.  Large  contractors  told  him  that 
all  their  iron  came  from  Belgium,  and 
they  had  not  a  single  contract  other  than 
with  Belgium.  In  cue  case  his  iufonnant 
was  himself  a  large  coalowuer  and  iron- 
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He  pleaded  the  case  against  this  Bill  as 
stTODgly  as  he  could,  because  he  felt 
strongly  tipon  it.  It  waa  heart-breaking, 
when  one  met  men  whom  one  bad  known 
all  one's  life,  to  think  that  by  one  l^is- 
lative  act  they  were  to  be  deprired  of 
the  mains  of  earning  their  daily  bread. 
He  looked  npon  this  Bill  as  dealing 
almost  a  death-blow  to  English  industry, 
particularly  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Middlesbrough,  now  struggling  with 
hard  competitioD,  and  he  believed  it 
would  be  very  Jetrimental  to  the  work- 
ing classes  of  this  country. 

Ameodnient  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day 
six  mouths." — {Sir  A.  Hickman,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  T.  BAYLEY  (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield)  said,  the  hoo.  Member  who 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  had  taken 
up  a  different  attitude  from  that  adopted 
by  the  Mineowners*  Association,  of 
which  he  was  a  distinguised  member.  The 
hoD.  Member  had  said  he  did  not  so  much 
object  to  an  Eight  Hours  Bill  for  miners 
providing  that  it  applied  to  the  working 
places  and  not  to  the  hoon  worked  from 
bank  to  bank.  The  Miueowners'  Assoeia- 
tion  said 

"  that  the  hours  of  adult  labour  ouf^ht  not  to 
be  fixed  by  Parliament,  bat  OQgbt  to  be  left  to 
agreement  between  employers  and  employed." 

He  was  very  pleased  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  come  round  so  far  as  to  express 
agreement  with  the  supporters  of  the 
Bill  in  the  great  principle  that  Farlia^ 
ment  had  a  right  to  limit  the  hours  of 
labour.  Hon.  Members  who  had  ob- 
jected to  the  Bill  so  far  had  looked  at  it 
purely  from  a  financial  and  basineea  point 
of  view.  There  were  higher  things  for 
the  House  to  consider,  however,  than 
business  and  financial  arrangements,  and 
the  question  that  ought  chiefly  to  weigh 
with  the  House  iu  dealing  with  the  Bill 
was  that  of  the  health  and  welfare  of  the 
general  commuuity.  He  believed  hon. 
Members  were  uuauimous  in  thinking 
that  mining  was  a  dangerous  trade,  but 
they  were  not  united  on  the  question 
whether  it  was  au  unhealthy  trade.  Some 
of  the  geutlouen  who  had  spoken  in  the 
Debate  had  tried  to  {Hwve  that  work 


master.  An  English  company  with 
English  capital  was  sending  out  to  South 
America  a  bridge  built  of  Belgian  iron. 
The  Belgian  ironmaster,  being  asked 
why  be  beat  his  English  competitors 
said,  "My  wages  are  2f.  50 o.  a  day, 
and  my  men  work  1 1  hours  a  day.**  How 
were  we  to  diminish  the  hours  of  draw- 
ing ?  He  was  not  disputing  about 
the  hours  at  the  face.  An  engineer  who 
told  him  that  he  had  no  iron  from  abroad 
added,  "  I  screwed  every  English  tender 
down  by  German  or  Belgian  prices." 
Another  told  him  of  a  company,  working 
with  English  capital,  obtaining  steel 
sleepers  for  a  railway  in  Bechuanaland 
from  Germany.  The  freight  down  the 
Bhine  from  Dusseldorf  to  Antwerp  was 
38.  a  ton,  put  on  board,  and  the  freight  to 
the  Thames  was  about  .3s.  6d.,  whilst  the 
freight  from  Cardiff^  to  the  Thames  was 
7s.  6d.  per  ton.  It  was  eases  of  this 
kind  that  made  him  believe  that  any 
addition  to  the  cost  would  be  an  addition 
to  the  difficulties  the  English  labourer 
had  in  his  competition  with  the  foreigner. 
The  restriction  was  asked  for  as  a  benefit 
to  the  men,  but  he  believed  it  would  be 
detrimental  to  their  best  interests,  and 
probably  end  in  a  large  number  of  them 
being  placed  out  of  work.  There  was  a 
party  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who 
were  very  much  opposed  to  foreign  com- 
petition, and  who  used  all  their  efforts 
against  it.  He  might  state  for  their  in- 
formation that  the  roof  now  going  up  on 
the  new  United  Service  Institution  was 
of  Belgian  iron  ;  so  was  the  roof  of  the 
Athenfeum   at   Liverpool.  crtf  of 

"  Shame  1  "]  Yes,  and  he  did  not  want 
to  increase  the  shame  of  these  trans- 
actions by  legislation.  His  hon.  Friends 
opposite  took  the  House  rather  by  sur- 
prise the  other  day  in  respect  to  a  ques- 
tion npon  which  they  felt  very  acutely 
and  in  regard  to  which  he  entirely  sym- 
pathised with  them  —  be  meant  the 
depression  of  agriculture.  Well,  a 
stranger  whom  be  met  the  other  day 
told  him  that  "  Norfolk  thrives  best 
when  the  Lancashire,  Durham,  Northum- 
berland, and  West  Riding  miners  are 
fully  employed."  The  food  that  went 
into  their  houses  made  all  the  difference 
to  agriculture.  This  Bill  would  send 
more  of  our  trade  abroad.  The  Foot 
Law  Returns  for  last  December  were  the 
worst  we  had  had  for  four  or  five  years. 

Sir  J,  Peage 
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down  a  pit  was  not  unhealthy.  If  any 
of  those  gentlemen  who  were  mine-owners 
would  go  into  their  own  mines  and  to  the 
place  where  the  air  coming  from  the  pit 
entered — what  was  called  the  fan-drift — 
they  would,  he  thought,  form  a  very 
different  opiaion.  The  air  was  drawn 
from  the  colliery  by  a  large  fan  to  the 
surface.  The  air  that  passed  through  a 
mine  was  sometimes  driven  three,  four,  or 
five  miles  through  the  different  workings. 
During  its  passage  through  the  mine  it 
took  up  the  natural  gases  given  out  by 
the  coal  and  the  impurities  of  the  coal 
face.  It  passed  through  limited  spaces 
where  perhaps  1,000  or  more  men  and 
boys  were  working,  and  where  there 
were  perhaps  100  or  more  horses.  He 
had  himself  several  times  been  in  a  fan- 
drift,  aiid  he  should  certainly  be  very  sorry 
to  spend  more  than  an  hoar,  or  a  conple 
of  hours  at  any  rate,  in  such  an  atmo- 
sphere. Somebody,  however,  had  to 
work  in  the  air  near  the  fan-drift,  and 
hon.  Members  might  judge  whether  work 
in  such  an  atmosphere  was  healthy. 
He  was  glad  to  see  that  all  the 
colliery  proprietors  were  not  opposing 
the  Bill,  but  that  several  of  them  were 
supporting  it.  He  held  in  his  hand  a 
letter  he  had  received  from  the  Secretary 
of  the  Durham  County  Colliery  Engi- 
neers* Association  which  rather  confirmed 
the  views  he  held  ahout  the  ventilation 
of  pits.  The  Secretary  wrote  that  the 
Association  bad  passed  a  resolution  in 
favour  of  the  Bill,  and  he  added  that 
two-thirds  of  the  members  of  the  Asso- 
ciation were  working  in  underground 
engine-rooms  from  10  to  11  hours  a  day, 
whilst  three-fifths  were  working  12  hours 
a  day  seven  days  a  week,  or  84  hours  in 
all.  The  engineering  rooms  in  which 
these  men  worked  were  invariably  at  a 
temperature  ranging  from  90  to  100 
degrees.  Many  views  had  been  expressed 
as  to  bow  this  Bill  woold  effect  the  trade 
of  the  country.  Similar  views  bad  been 
stated  whenever  a  measure  of  the  kind 
had  been  passed.  He  himself  did  not 
believe  that  the  Bill  would  materially 
alter  the  price  of  coal  to  the  public.  In 
the  two  counties  with  which  he  was 
best  acquainted,  and  he  believed  the  same 
thing  could  be  said  of  the  I<«^orth  of 
England,  the  collieries  were  only  work- 
ing from  four  to  four  and  a* half  days  a 
week.    Surely  it  would  be  very  much 


better  to  work  eight  hours  a  day  regularly 
for  five  days  a  week  than  to  work  longer 
hours  on  a  smaller  number  of  days  a 
week.  The  men  would  certainly  lead 
healthier  and  happier  lives,  and  they 
would  know  exactly  what  was  coming  in 
at  the  end  of  the  week.  It  was  said  Uiat 
a  limitatioo  of  the  hours  of  labour  would 
not  make  the  pits  safer  than  they  were  at 
present.  If,  however,  a  man  were  tired 
out  by  long  hours  of  labour,  he  could 
not  be  anything  like  as  vigorous  at  the 
end  of  that  time  as  he  was  at  the  be- 
ginning of  it,  or  in  the  middle  of  it,  and 
if  his  physical  vigour  were  taken  away 
he  was  less  capable  of  guarding  him- 
self against  the  danger  of  accidents 
than  be  would  otherwise  be.  Many 
accidents  were  caused  by  men  over* 
working  themselves  or  attempting  to 
do  too  much.  In  his  opinion,  neither  the 
colliery  owners  nor  the  public  had  any- 
thing to  fear  from  the  passage  of  this 
Bill,  whilst,  on  the  other  hand,  the  result 
of  its  adoptiou  would  be  that  the  miners 
would  be  able  to  live  more  vigorous, 
healthier,  happier,  and  regular  lives  than 
they  could  at  present,  and  would  be 
better  able  to  fulfil  the  duties  of  citizen- 
ship. 

Mb.  LEGH  (Lancashire,  S.W.,  New- 
ton) said,  those  who  supported  the  Bill 
might  congratulate  themselves  on  the 
fact  that  they  had  at  any  rate  suceeeded 
in  producing  one  case  in  which  an 
employer  had  tried  the  experimeot  of  an 
eight  hours  day  with  success.  He  had 
not,  however,  gathered  that  even  that 
employer  was  in  favour  of  a  legal  eight 
hours  day.  Everybody  was  in  favour  of 
reducing  hours  as  much  as  possible. 
Those  who  opposed  the  Bill  were,  how- 
ever, in  favour  of  reducing  them  by 
voluntary  arrangement  and  negotiation 
with  the  employers.  He  contended  that 
no  very  serious  effort  had  ever  been 
made  by  the  meu*s  leaders  to  obtain 
an  eight  hours  day  by  negotiation.  It 
was  said  that  the  men  were  not  strong 
enough  to  obtain  a  reduction  of  hours  for 
themselves.  Realty  he  thought  that  the 
leaders  of  the  Miners'  Federation  showed 
too  much  modesty  on  this  point.  He 
gave  them  credit  for  a  great  deal  more 
power  than  they  admitted  possessing. 
There  was  no  autocrat  who  exercised 
more  influence  than  the  leaders  of  the 
Miners*  Federation.    They  had  shown 
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their  power  in  numerous  instances.  Two 
years  ago  the  men  in  the  Lancashire  and 
Cheshire  Federation  Districts  were  called 
out  hecauBe  it  was  supposed  that  coal 
was  being  got  too  quickly.  The  recol- 
lection of  the  way  in  which  the  men 
stood  by  their  leaders  in  the  last  great 
strike  was  fresh  in  everybody's  memory, 
and  be  believed  it  was  only  on  Friday 
last  at  Wigan  that  the  Federation  made 
a  decree  that  no  man  should  work  more 
than  eight  hours  a  day  and  more  than  four 
days  a  woek,  or  earn  more  than  6s.  a  day. 
After  tliisdisplay  of  the  powerof  the  Union, 
it  was  surely  preposterous  to  contend  that 
the  men  were  unable  to  secure  a  reduction 
of  hours  by  their  own  individual  efforts. 
Now,  as  to  the  unanimity  of  the  men  in 
desiring  eight  hours.  It  was  asserted 
by  hon.  Greotlemen  responsible  for  the 
measure — notably  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ince — that  the  men  were  practically 
unanimous — that  was  to  say,  that  more 
than  90  per  cent,  of  them  were  in  favour 
of  it.  The  hon.  Member  was  fond  of 
speaking  in  his  collective  capacity.  He 
often  spoke  for  several  hundred  thousand 
at  once.  Not  long  ago  lie  undertook  to 
speak  for  all  the  Trades  Unionists,  and 
no  doubt  later  on  this  afternoon  be  would 
speak  for  hundreds  of  thousands  more. 
It  was  curious,  though,  that  while  the 
hon.  MembOT,  whose  constituency  con- 
tained a  great  number  of  miners,  was 
returned  by  only  a  small  majority,  he 
himself  (Mr.  Legh),  who  represented  a 
neighbouring  constituency  containing 
almost  as  many  miners,  bad  three  times 
the  majority  of  the  hon.  Member.  It 
was  curious  to  note  how  some  hon. 
Members  regarded  the  ballot  under 
different  circumstances.  When  the 
servants  of  the  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company  by  ballot 
expressed  their  views  upon  particular 
points,  the  House  was  told  to  attach  very 
little  value  to  that  expression  of  opinion; 
but  when  the  miners  expressed  by  the 
same  means  their  preference  for  a  legal 
eight  hours  day,  the  same  people  con- 
sidered it  an  inspired  utterance,  and 
thought  it  was  almost  sacrilege 
to  say  anything  which  could  east 
doubt  upon  such  an  expression  of 
opiulou.  He  was  not  so  absolutely 
convinced  by  this  ballot  as  some 
hou.  Members  appeared  to  be.  If  he 
was  not  mistaken,  that  ballot  was  con- 

Mr.  Legh 


ducted  by  the  officials  of  the  Miners* 
Union,  that  those  officials  knew  how  the 
men  voted,  and  in  many  iostaaces  thran- 
selves  inscribed  the  men's  rotes.  It  was 
obvious,  therefore,  that  anyone  who  was 
opposed  to  the  eight  hours  day  would 
hanily  attain  great  popularity  by  show- 
ing his  hostility  to  this  measure.  There- 
fore, with  all  due  deference  to  those  con- 
cerned, he  did  not  think  they  should  put 
too  much  implicit  trust  and  reliance  upon 
these  ballots.  They  were  told  by  those 
who  supported  this  Bill  that  it  would 
secure  greater  safety,  of  which  he  him- 
self was  doubtful,  and  that  it  would  lead 
to  increased  exertions  on  the  part  of  the 
men,  which  would  tell  to  their  advantage, 
and  that  it  would  have  no  effect  what- 
ever on  the  output  of  coal.  But  in  1888 
he  noticed  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Ince 
urged  the  acceptance  of  such  a  measure 
as  this  upon  his  hearers,  because  he  said  it 
would  reduce  the  output  of  coal  by 
20,000,000  tons,  which  would  be  a  most 
excellent  thing  ;  while  the  Member  for 
Rhondda,  during  the  Debate  on  the  BiU 
of  1892,  said  he  was  prepared  to  support 
the  Bill  for  that  very  reason.  For  his 
own  part,  be  (Mr.  Legh)  felt  no  doubt 
whatever  that  that  was  the  main  object 
of  this  Bill.  If  it  was  a  Bill  which  woe 
brought  in  merely  to  reduce  the  hours, 
why  were  they  not  content  to  take  it  for 
48  hours  per  week  ?  He  believed  that 
48  houra  per  week  would  be  secured 
with  practically  little  difficulty,  but  the 
object  of  this  measure  waste  restrict  the 
output,  under  the  mistaken  and  erroneous 
impression  that  wages  would  rise,  be- 
cause it  would  be  possible  to  raise  the 
price  of  coal  against  the  consumer. 
Nothing  in  this  Bill  was  so  extraordi- 
nary as  the  success  which  it  hod 
achieved.  It  seemed  to  exercise  the 
most  demoralising  effect  upon  pol  i- 
ticians  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
He  observed  with  surprise  gentlemen 
whom  he  looked  upon  as  sound  in  the 
political  views  they  professed  competing 
with  one  another  for  the  honour  of  bring- 
ing in  this  Bill,  and  the  honour  of  having 
their  names  put  upon  it.  He  should  like 
to  address  a  warning  to  gentlemen  on  his 
side  of  the  House  who  had  pledged  them- 
selves to  support  the  measure.  Many,  or 
at  least  some,  of  them  bad  arrived  at 
a  sort  of  compromise  by  saying  that 
they  would  support  the  principle  of  the 
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Bill^HDtl  reserve  to  therniieWes  the  liberty 
of  moviug  Ameudmeots  in  Committee. 
Ho  should  be  very  much  surprised  i£ 
auy  AmendmeDts  were  accepted  in  Com- 
mittee at  all.  It  seemed  to  him  that  this 
was  most  emphatically  a  questioa  upoo 
which  there  was  do  room  for  compromise 
at  all.  They  bad  got  either  to  vote  for 
an  eight  hours  day  from  bauk  to  bank, 
or  they  had  got  to  vote  against  it.  He 
would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ince  whether  he  would  be  prepared  to 
accept  au  Ameadment  such  as  was  fore- 
shadowed by  the  Prime  Minister  yester- 
day ?  Whether,  for  iustance,  be  was 
likely  to  accept  the  principle  of  local 
option — [Crie*  of  "  No,  no"  !  ] — or 
whether  he  was  likely  to  accept  the  pro- 
posal that  the  hours  with  regard  to 
working  at  the  "  face  "  alone  should  be 
affected  ?  ["  No  ! "]  Of  course,  he  was 
not  prepared  to  accept  anything  of  the 
kind.  If  the  Bill  ever  got  into  Com- 
mittee, the  supporters  of  it  would  refuse 
to  accept  any  suggestions  of  this  kind. 
He  did  not  blame  them,  because  they 
were  perfectly  logical  and  perfectly  (!on- 
sisteut  in  refusing  to  accept  any  such 
suggestion.  The  principle  of  the  Bill 
was  a  hard-and-fast  and  rigid  oue,  and 
the  moment  anyone  began  to  intro- 
duce limitations  and  Amendments  the 
Bill  would  be  destroyed  altogether. 
He  was  sure  that  was  the  opinion 
of  the  gentlemen  responsible  for 
the  introduction  of  the  measure. 
As  the  Kepresentative  of  a  large 
number  of  colliers,  it  would  be  his 
duty  to  vote  against  this  Bill, 
because  be  believed  it  would  be  most 
prejudicial  to  the  people  for  whose  sake 
it  was  brought  forward  ;  it  would  not 
increase  the  safety  or  wages  of  the  men, 
but  would  have  an  exactly  opposite 
effect :  it  would  add  to  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction, and  it  would  inflict  an  almost 
irreparable  blow  upon  one  of  the  most 
important  industries  of  the  country. 

Mr.  BIBRELL  (FUe.  W.)  said,  he 
represented  a  Scotch  conatituencvr  which 
was  composed  of  one  of  the  oldest 
coalfields  in  Great  Britain,  and  which 
still  had  an  annual  output  of  some 
4,000,000  tons,  and  he  was  therefore 
naturally  anxious  to  support  the 
Second  Reading  of  a  measure  which  be 
could  honestly  say  from  experience  lay 
nearer  to  the  hearts  of  his  constituents 
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than  any  measure  now  engaging,  or 
likely  to  engage,  the  attention  of  the 
House  for  a  considerable  time  to  come. 
They  bad  been  told  by  some  speakers 
that  an  etgbt  hours  day  was  an  experi- 
ment— a  leap  in  the  dark,  and  a  step  that 
could  not  be  taken  without  great  danger; 
but  be  was  happy  to  say  the  constitu- 
ency of  West  Fife  had  enjoyed  what  was 
commonly  called  an  eight  hours  day 
from  bank  to  bauk  for  23  years.  [An 
bon.  Member  :  How  got  ?  ]  Never 
mind  how  got.  He  made  bold  to  say 
there  was  no  man  in  the  County  of  Fife, 
whatever  his  cotiuection  with  the  coal 
trade  might  be,  who  would  ever  dream 
of  going  back  to  the  abandoned  system. 
If  that  were  so,  whether  it  were  right  or 
wrong,  wise  or  foolish,  to  come  to  this 
House  for  these  things,  it  was  idle  to  say 
that  any  danger  would  accrue  to  the  con- 
duct of  this  industry,  when  experience 
had  shown  that  eight  hours  could  be 
worked.  He  quite  agreed  that  it  would 
be  absunl  to  pretend  that  the  coal  in- 
dustry of  this  country  was  in  a  weak 
position.  On  the  contrary,  it  occupied  in 
most  parts  a  stroag  and  well-organiaed 
position,  and  be  said  the  admission  of 
that  made  by  the  miners  was  not  a  proof- 
of  their  weakness,  but  of  their  strength. 
They  did  not  come  to  Parliament,  as  50 
or  100  years  ago  they  might  well  have 
done,  as  grimy  serfs,  beseeching  some  re- 
laxation from  a  horrible  toil  imposed  upon 
them  by  cruel  masters.  They  came  with, 
the  experience  of  a  quarter  of  a  century 
behind  them,  proving  the  economic  and 
moral  advantages  of  shortened  hours  of 
labour ;  that  thetr  trade  could  be  ctlrried 
on  under  these  conditions  economically 
and  safely,  and  that  they  were  only 
anxious  to  make  them  general  and  univer- 
sal. Every  time  this  question  was  dis- 
cussed some  abstu^  argument  was  by 
common  consent  dropped.  They  used  to 
hear  that  such  a  Bill  as  this  would  sap  the 
independence  and  individuality  of  miners  ; 
that  it  was  an  odious  and  horrible 
thing  that  a  man  should  have  his  houra 
of  labour  restricted  by  the  general  law 
of  the  land.  There  was  a  time  when 
men  opposed  Unions  altogether,  but  these 
views  were  no  longer  expressed.  On  the 
contrary,  miners  were  now  told  that 
if  they  wanted  to  get'their  hoursof  labour 
shortened,  they  should  support  with  all 
their  strength  their  Unions.   It  must  be 
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obvious  that  it  was  as  much  a  tyranny 
to  obey  ^he  private  law  of  a  Union  as  it 
was  to  obey  a  law  of  tbia  House.  They 
really  had  bad  no  genuine,  whole-hearted 
opposition  to  the  Bill.  Opposition  to  the 
Bill  was  impossible,  because  nobody  bad 
been  found  to  say  tbat  eight  hours  a  day 
was  not  enough  for  a  man  to  work  under- 
ground. The  only  question  was  whether 
that  restriction  should  be  left  to  be  fought 
by  {Niirate  negotiation,  which  usually 
meant  private  warfare,  or  whether  the 
time  was  not  ripe  for  a  general  settle- 
ment upon  the  lines  of  this  Bill  ?  The 
report  of  the  North  of  England  United 
Coal  Trade  Association,  which  was  issued 
in  objection  to  this  proposal,  spoke, 
amongst  other  things,  of  the  exceedingly 
healthy  and  happy  nature  of  the  miner's 
life.  He  did  not  dispute  that,  talcing  one 
trade,  that  of  the  miner  was  as  good ; 
but  that  was  irrelevant  to  the  qoestion. 
He  observed  from  the  report,  which  was 
as  full  of  figures  as  a  Budget  speech,  that 
miners  were  free  from  the  gout.  There 
were  a  good  many  colliery  proprietors, 
both  in  this  House  and  in  another  place, 
who,  unless  their  grimaces  belied  them, 
suffered  very  much  from  this  most 
painful  disease.  They  knew  now  how 
to  secure  a  cure.  Let  them  abandon  for 
a  time  their  sylvan  retreats,  whiob 
deeoratedithe  North  Country,  and  go  down 
the  shaft  of  a  coal  mine,  lie  on  their 
stomachs  with  pick-axes  in  their  hands — 
aiid  if  at  the  end  of  the  week  their  claim 
for  piecework  might  not  be  a  large  sum, 
they  would'feel  the  satisfaction  of  sharing 
the  immunity  of  the  miner  from  this  com- 
plaint. Experience  in  Scotland  went  to 
show  that  the  eight  hours*  limit  was  a  wise 
and  proper  limit,  which,  having  been  once 
introduced,  was  never  likely  to  be  retired 
from. 

Mr.  MATHER  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Gorton)  said,  that  one  of  the  great 
difficulties  which  eight-hours  men  like 
himself  had  on  this  occasion  was  the 
fact  tiiat,  whereas  daring  the  last  50 
years  some  40  Bills  had  passed  the 
House  for  the  relief  of  the  working 
classes  and  various  trades  with  the 
imanimous  voice  of  the  persons  concerned, 
this  Bill  came  before  the  House  stoutly 
opposed  by  a  very  large  portion  of  the 
members  of  the  great  National  Union  of 
Miners,  for  whom  it  was  desired  tbat 
this  legislation  should  be  enacted.  The 
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I  hon.  Member  for  Eccles  bad  presented 
I  the  case  of  the  miners,  so  far  as  the 
I  physical  cooditious  of  labour  were  con- 
'  cerned,  with  force  and  eloquence  ;  and 
I  he  quite  understood  what  were  the 
I  motives  which  had  induced  bis  hon. 
;  Frieud  to  suspend  his  logical  faculty  and 
'  give  full  scope  to  that  feeling  which  all 
shared,  but  which  their  reason  sometimea 
forced  them  to  restrun  im  the  sake  of 
the  large  issues  involved.  He  had  for 
long  years  been  desirons  of  curtailing 
the  hours  of  labour  in  all  the  industries 
of  the  country,  especially  in  the  case  of 
miners, and  he  had  consoled  himself  with 
the  hope  that  so  powerful  had  become 
Trades  Organisations,  and  notably  tbat 
conuected  with  mining,  that  it  would  be 
possible,  when  they  made  a  practically 
nnauimons  demand  for  reduced  hours  of 
labour,  and  conveyed  that  opinion  to 
their  masters  and  to  the  public,  for  that 
reduction  to  be  made  without  coming  to 
Parliament  to  relieve  the  Trades  Unions 
of  the  reponsibility  which  they  ought  to 
bear.  Last  year  he  introduced  a  Bill 
which  would  have  given  Trades  Unions 
power  to  make  effective  such  uoanimons 
demands,  and  he  was  still  prepared  to 
support  legislation  of  that  kind  ;  but  when 
he  considered  the  history  of  industries 
in  this  country  during  the  last  25  or  30 
years,  his  reason  and  conscience  revolted 
against  supporting  a  Bill  which  would 
make  Parliament  respousihle  for  matters 
which  belonged  solely  to  employers  and 
employed.  He  lived  in  the  hope  and  ex- 
pectation that  their  dream  of  conoilia- 
tioD,  peace,  and  arbitrament  in  trade  dis- 
putes would  become  a  realised  fact. 
They  had  an  instance  of  that  in  the 
appointment  of  the  Board  of  Arbitration 
under  Lord  Sband,  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion of  wages.  He  could  imagine  no 
difficulties  with  the  hours  of  labour  so 
great  as  those  connected  with  the  rate  of 
wages,  and  if  one  could  be  settled  by 
arbitration,  so  might  the  other  be.  He 
would  urge  the  Ewnse  not  to  enter  upon 
a  path  the  end  of  which  they  could  not 
foretell.  -  No  one  could  accuse  him  of 
being  a  friend  of  Masters'  Organiuttons. 
He  bad  never  belonged  to  one,  and  never 
would.  On  the  contrary,  he  had  pro- 
moted by  every  means  in  his  power  the 
combination  of  workmen  to  secure  their 
end.  He  had  tried  recently  to  give  an 
objeot-lesBon  in  reducing  hours  of  labour 
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in  order  to  maintain  the  engiaeeriDg  in- 
doetry,  by  promoting  goodwill  between 
employer  and  employed ;  and  he  could 
not  for  the  life  of  him  understand  why 
it  was  not  possible  to  accompllBh  the 
8Knw  thing  in  the  raining  industry  if  the 
men  were  practically  unauimous.  A  few 
years  ago  he  gave  evidence  before  a 
Miners'  Congress  at  Boston,  United 
States.  He  had  stated  then  that  it  was 
the  boast  of  the  British  workmen  that 
they  were  partners  with  the  masters  in 
all  the  great  industries  of  this  country, 
and  that  whenever  the  combined  members 
of  a  particular  trade  throughout  the 
country  were  unaoimousty  in  favour 
of  a  certain  measure  being  adopted, 
tbey  were  able  to  gain  their  end 
sooner  or  later,  and  that  Parliament 
'was  bound  to  admit  that  the  men 
were  right.  If  any  bon.  Gentleman 
thought  he  was  taking  up  a  position  with 
regard  to  this  BUI  because  he  had  no 
knowledge  of  industrial  questions,  he 
knew  very  little  about  the  matter.  He 
bad  given  hostages  enough  for  the 
opinions  he  held.  He  had  spent  bis  life 
among  workmen,  and  had  given  those 
questions  the  atteution  of  a  lifetime.  It 
was  said  that  if  the  hours  of  labour  were 
shortened  the  price  of  coal  would  be  in- 
creased. That  might  or  might  not  be  cbe 
case.  There  were,  however,  in  his 
opinion,  greater  evils  to  be  feared  for  this 
coantry  than  any  which  were  likely  to 
arise  owing  to  an  increase  in  the  price  of 
coal.  In  no  other  country  in  the  world 
was  coal  so  wastefuUy  used  as  in  Eng- 
land. He  m^de  that  statement  after  a 
practical  experience  on  the  question,  at 
some  time  or  other,  in  his  capacity  as  an 
engineer  in  almost  every  country  of 
Europe.  With  the  exception  of  the  large 
iron  and  steel  work^  in  England — in 
which  economy  in  every  way  was  com- 
pulsory owing  to  the  competition  in  the 
trade — the  waste  of  coal  that  went  on  in 
the  large  manufacturing  centres  was 
enonnoQs.  Before  the  year  1832,  when 
there  was  a  coal  famine,  no  means  were 
thought  of  by  which  the  waste  of  coal 
in  factories  could  be  diminished.  He  was 
inclined  to  believe  that  if  this  Bill  became 
law  the  output  of  coal  would  be  increased 
and  not  decreased.  That  was  an  opinion 
contrary  to  the  view  that  was  generally 
taken  on  the  subject,  and  one  of  his 
reasons-  for  it  was  the  fact  that  up  to  the 
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present  time  in  no  existing  industry  was 
machinery  so  little  employed  as  in  the 
coal  trade  in  England.  For  example, 
tbere  was  no  machinery  for  bewiug  coal 
by  steam  or  for  ecoaomising  the  number 
of  men  employed  underground.  Tbere 
was  nothing  in  the  BUI  to  prevent 
masters  introducing  machinery  to  do  the 
work  in  their  collieries  now  done  entirriy 
by  band  labour,  and  that  work  could  be 
done  in  four  or  five  hours  with  a  less  number 
of  meu  than  at  present  in  eight  hours. 
If  pressure  under  such  circumstances 
was  placed  on  the  employer,  and  the 
employers  in  seeking  to  relieve  them- 
selves increased  their  output  by  machi- 
nery, and  thus  reduced  the  number  of  men 
employed,  would  Parliament  be  prepared 
to  protect  the  employers  against  any  un- 
reasonable opposition  on  the  part  of  the 
miners  ?  He  believed  that  Parliammt 
would  find,  in  consequence  of  passing 
this  Bill,  demands  made  upon  it  which 
at  present  it  did  not  foresee,  aU  of  which 
might  be  removed  from  the  floor  of  this 
House  if  only  Parliament  would  en- 
courage the  coalowners  and  miners  of 
the  country  to  meet  and  consult  each 
other,  as  men  and  masters  had  met  on 
other  occasions,  and  see  ,if  they  could 
not  arrange  terms  on  which  a  reduction 
of  hours  might  be  made  without  imperil- 
ing an  important  and  great  industry. 
These  were  the,  conditions  under  which 
alone  this  great  mining  industry  could 
prosper,  or  in  fact  under  which  any  in- 
dustry in  the  country  could  prosper.  He 
was  so  strongly  in  favour  of  a  reduction  of 
the  hours  of  labour  that  he  desired  to 
see  it  done  in  the  most  expeditious  way, 
so  that  there  would  not  be  fresh  source 
of  trouble,  difficulty,  and  strikes  in  the 
future ;  but  how  would  it  be  possible, 
when  Parliament  had  once  taken  the 
responsibility  of  passing  an  Act  to  re- 
lieve Trades  Unions  of  their  responsibili- 
ties— ^how  was  it  possible  for  Parliament 
to  prevent  itself  going  further  and 
further  in  relation  to  other  industries  as 
well  as  that  of  coal  mining  P  For  his 
own  part,  he  was  perfectly  convinced, 
from  the  beneflcial  results  that  had 
already  sprung  from  the  shortening  of 
hours,  that  by  a  peaceful  and  concilia- 
tory process  the  reduction  of  hours  would 
become  universal,  and  therefore  on  these 
grounds  he  asked  Parliament  to  hesitate 
before  it  puts  its  hand  to  a  new  order  of 
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tbtngB,  and  before  committiog  itself  to 
what  might  ioterfere  not  only  with  the 
coal  iudustry,  but  with  other  great  aud 
importaut  industries  of  the  couutry. 
•Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leeds, 
Central)  said,  it  would  be  impossible  for 
aoy  speaker  ou  a  Wednesday  afteraoou, 
when  so  many  Members  were  desirous  of 
addressiDg  the  House,  to  attempt  to 
cOTer  the  whole  field  of  controversy 
opened  by  this  Bill,  and  he  should  there- 
fore confine  himself  to  one  aspect  of  it, 
and  to  that  alone ;  but  be  trusted,  us 
a  member  of  the  Labour  Commission, 
which  had  given  a  great  deal  of  atten- 
tion  to  the  question,  he  might  be  per- 
mitted  to  offer  a  few  observations.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Newton 
Division  of  Lancashire  (Mr.  Legh) 
referred  to  the  fact,  which  he  believed 
was  notorious,  that  a  considerable  number 
of  Memljers  proposed  to  vote  for  tlie 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  reserving  to 
themselves  the  right  to  vote  in  the  Com- 
mittee stage  for  an  Amendment  intro- 
ducing  the  principle  of  local  option. 
He  desired  to  offer  a  few  reasons  to  the 
House  for  regardiug  that  as  an  unwise 
and  undesirable  course  to  pursue.  Unless 
hon.  Members  were  really  prepared  to 
support  the  Bill,  whether  the  principle 
of  local  option  was  introduced  in  Com- 
mittee or  not,  such  a  course  seemed  to 
him  either  illogical  or  not  quite  straight- 
forward. It  was  not  quite  straight- 
forward, if  they  thought  this  was  a 
convenient  way  of  defeating  the  Bill, 
to  vote  for  the  Second  Reading  and 
afterwards  vote  for  an  Amendment  that 
would  kill  it.  He  might  be  allowed  to 
observe  that  the  leaders  of  the  miners 
on  many  occasions  had  expressed  the 
opinion  they  would  rather  have  no  Bill  at 
all  than  a  Bill  that  did  not  provide  a 
uniform  eight  hours  day  In  every  district. 

Mr.  WOODS  (Lancashire,  luce)  : 
From  bank  to  bank. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said,  he 
therefore  did  not  think  it  would  be 
straightforward  to  vote  for  the  Second 
Reading  with  the  intention  of  afterwards 
adopting  u  course  which  it  was  known 
would  cause  the  Bill  to  be  dropped.  He 
entirety  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Newton  Division  of 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Legh)  that  the  miners,  if 
they  were  right  in  asking  for  this  measure 
at  all,  were  right  iu  asking  that  its 
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application  should  be  uniform  and  uni- 
versal. Uniformity  in  the  hours  of  labour 
worked  in  mines  in  every  district  of  the 
country  was,  in  fact,  an  essential  part  of 
the  Bill.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
one  of  the  Divisions  of  Fife  (Mr.  Birrell) 
used  an  argument  that  bad  been  com- 
monly used  in  this  House  and  elsewhere. 
The  hon.  Member  said  it  was  generally 
acknowledged  that  an  eight  hours  day- 
was  a  good  thing  ;  that  if  it  was  a  good 
thing  when  procured  by  the  action  of 
Trades  Unions,  how  could  it  be  bad  wheu 
it  was  secured  by  legislative  enactment  ? 
His  hon.  Friend  always  amused  the  House 
by  his  speeches,  but  he  ventured  to  think 
on  this  occasion  his  logic  was  at  fault. 
The  argument  was  misleading.  The 
principle  of  the  Bill  was  a  uniform  eight 
hours  day,  and  the  reason  why  the  miners 
asked  for  legislation  on  the  subject  was 
because  they  believed  that  by  legislative 
enactment  alone  could  a  nntfonn  eight 
hours  day  and  u  permanent  eight  hours 
day  be  secured.  In  these  circumstances, 
it  was  idle  to  argue  that  if  an  eight 
hours  day  secured  by  Trades  Unionism 
was  a  good  thing,  it  must  also  he 
a  good  thing  when  secured  by  legis- 
lation. Most  Members  of  the  House 
would  agree  that  eight  hours  was 
a  sufficient  time  for  a  man  to  work  under- 
ground, and  that  it  was  desirable  that  where 
longer  hours  were  worked  they  should,  if 
possible,  be  shortened.  But  wheu  thej 
said  that  an  eight  hours  day  was  desirable 
they  did  not  mean  to  say  that  it  was 
desirable  apart  from  the  consequences  that 
it  might  involve.  What  was  meant  was 
that  it  would  be  desirable  if  it  could  be 
secured  without  producing  evil  conse« 
quences  which  would  more  than  out- 
weigh the  benefits.  That  was  all  that 
he  meant  at  any  rate,  and  they  might 
honestly  say  and  feel  that  an  eight  hours 
day  for  underground  workers  was  desir- 
able without  meaning  that  it  was  desir- 
able here  and  now,  ip  existing  circum- 
stances, in  reference  to  every  district 
and  to  every  mine  in  the  Kingdom,  and 
perfectly  irrespective  of  the  means  by^ 
which  it  was  to  he  secured.  The  argu- 
ment which  had  been  used  on  this  subject 
might  be  equally  applied  to  wages.  He 
believed  that  most  Members  of  the  House 
would  agree  that  it  would  be  desirable  that 
the  wages  not  only  of  miners,  but  of  all 
workers  in  this  country,  shooM  be  higher 
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than  tbej  now  are.  But  did  it  follow 
that  because  a  rise  of  wages  would  be 
desirable  when  secured  through  Trade 
Unions  or  arrangement  between  employer 
and  employed,  that  it  would  be  equally 
desirable  that  Parliament  should  intervene 
and  6x  a  higher  scale  of  wages  in  order  to 
increase  the  remuneration  of  the  working 
elasseB  of  the  country  ?  It  appeared  to 
faim  to  be  obTjous  that  a  rise  of  wages, 
«Ten  when  procared  by  the  pressure  of 
Trades  Unions,  would  be  a  bad  thing  if 
that  rise  was  such  as  the  trade  could  not 
properly  bear,  and  if  it  would  end  in  a 
limitation  of  the  field  of  employment  for 
all  except  the  best  class  of  workmen.  If 
this  was  true  in  regard  to  a  rise  of  wages 
secured  in  that  way,  what  were  they  to 
say  of  a  rise  of  wages  secured  by  an 
Act  of  Parliament  ?  Was  it  not  abun- 
ilantly  evident  that  in  such  circumstances 
the  evils  which  he  had  indicated  might 
possibly  follow  even  from  a  rise  of  wages 
obtained  by  a  Trade  Union  would  follow 
in  a  tenfold  degree  from  the  interference 
of  Parliament  ? 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddington, 
S.)  ;  Who  asks  for  the  interference  of 
Parliament  with  regard  to  wages  ? 

•Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said,  he 
was  merely  using  the  reference  to  wages 
as  an  illustration,  and  he  would  say  that 
if  the  argument  was  good  with  regard 
to  wages  it  was  also  good  with  regard  to 
hours.  He  could  not  disguise  from  him- 
self that  the  body  of  men  who  were  pro- 
moting this  Bill  were  not  a  weak  or 
oppressed  or  disoi^anised  body.  On  the 
contrary,  they  were  one  of  the  most 
powerful  and  highly  oi^anised  bodies  of 
workmen  in  the  Kingdom.  Had  they 
used  their  strength  to  obtain  a  reduction 
of  the  hours  of  labour  ?  The  demand  for 
an  eight  hours  day  was  hardly  seven 
years  old.  It  began,  he  thought,  in  1887, 
in  a  district  in  Scotland,  and  did  not  ob- 
tain the  Bupportof  the  miners  as  a  whole 
till  1889. 

Mr,  FICKARD  :  Might  I  inform  the 
hoD.  Member  that  we  began  this  agita- 
tion in  1864  ? 
*Mb.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said, 
there  might  have  been  an  agitation  on 
the  part  of  a  comparatively  small  number 
of  men  in  the  year  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Member,  but  the  agitation  had  not  be- 
come important  until  1887.  In  the  years 
that  had  since  elapsed  bow  many  strikes 
had  there  been  in  favour  of  short  hours 
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in  mines  as  compared  with  'the  number 
of  strikes  which  had  taken  place  in  order 
to  secure  a  rise  of  wages  ?    But  the 
miners  said  they  wanted  a  uniform  eight 
hours  day ;  that  uniformity  and  univer- 
sality were  essential,  and  could  never  be 
procured  b^  Trade  Union  efforts.    At  all 
events,  it  would  require  a  universal  strike 
of  the  whole  body  of  miners  all  over  the 
Kingdom,  and  this  would  involve  such 
terrible  consequences,  such  vast  and  wide* 
spread  suffering,  that  the  miners  recoiled 
from  so  extreme  a  course.    He  thought 
there  was  probably  another  reason  why 
tbey  were  desirous  of  substituting  legis- 
lative for  Trade  Union  action.  The 
miners  kuew    perfectly   well   that  by 
Trade   Union  action   they  would  not 
be  able  to  secure  an  eight  hours  day 
in  the  important  districts  of  ^Northum- 
berland  and  Durham  so  long  as  those 
districts   were    opposed    to    an  eight 
hours    day.     The  hon.  Member  for 
Ince  (Mr.  Woods)  openly  proclaimed 
that  this  Bill  would  not  be  worth 
having  nnless  it  applied  to  every  dis- 
trict in  the  country.     He  would  like 
to  know  why  it  was  that  the  leaders 
of  the  miners  were  so  anxious  to  appeal 
to   the  Legislature  on  the  question  of 
hours  when  they  were  perfectly  ready  to 
strike  for  a  rise  of  wages  ?    There  was 
no  demand  for  uniformity  when  it  was  a 
question  of  a  rise  of  wages.    Why  was 
uniformity  insisted  on  in  the  question  of 
the  limitation  of  the  hours  of  labour  ? 
He  must  expteSB  his  conviction  that  if  the 
miners  were  to  attack  this  problem  dis- 
trict by  district,  as  they  habitually  did 
when  it  was  a  question  of  raising  wages  ; 
if  they  were  to  appeal  to  employers 
to  establish  an  eight  hours  day  in  par- 
ticular districts  where  the  economical 
conditions  were  such  as  to  admit  of  it, 
there  would  benomore  impossibility  in  ob- 
taining au  eight  hours  day  in  such  districts 
than  there  was  at  the  present  time  iu 
obtaining  a  rise  of  wages.   It  might  be 
said  that  it  would  not  be  permanent.  It 
was  possible  that  it  might  not.   It  was 
possible,  when  circumstances  were  less 
favourable,  that  there  might  be  a  return 
to  longer  hours,  but  he  would  observe 
that  experience  showed  that  a  return  to 
longer  hours  was  much  more  infrequent 
where  shorter  hours  had  once  been  obtained 
than  a  return  to  lower  wages.  And 
further,  if  the  miners  were  right  in  their 
contention  that  an  eight  faoiu^  day  would 
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not  lead  to  aa  increase  in  the  cost  of 
productioD,  there  woald  he  no  possible 
reason  for  retuming  to  longer  hours. 
Again,  the  question  of  regular  working 
ought  not  to  be  lost  sight  of.  Even 
when  the  pits  were  in  full  working, 
miners  seldom  worked  everj  day  in 
the  week.  If  the  leaders  of  the 
miners  would  use  their  influence  with 
the  men  to  induce  them  to  work  more 
regularly  throughout  the  week,  say  five 
or  six  days  instead  of  four  or  five,  then 
this  difficulty  would  be  of  comparatively 
easy  solution.  Had  the  leaders  ever 
approached  the  masters  with  an  offer  to 
encourage  the  men  to  work  as  regu- 
larly as  possible,  and  not  to  omit  a 
day  or  two  in  the  week  in  eousiderntion 
that  the  working  hours  should  be  eight 
hours  a  day  ?  He  doubted  whether  they 
had  ever  done  so.  It  was  an  eight 
hours  day  that  they  asked  for,  not  48 
hours  a  week.  He  thought  it  would 
be  reasouable  to  ask  the  miners  to 
exhaust  the  means  at  their  disposal  for 
procuring  a  limitation  of  the  hours 
of  labour  before  asking  Parlia- 
ment to  obtain  it  for  them.  Why 
was  it  that  the  miners  insisted  upon 
treating  the  question  of  hours  differently 
from  the  question  of  wages  ?  If  their 
statements  were  sincere  tliat  the  econo- 
mical conditloos  of  coalmining  would  not 
be  affected,  that  the  cost  of  production 
would  not  be  increased  nor  the  output 
be  lessened,  he  must  confess  that  he  saw 
no  answer  to  his  question.  But  look- 
ing to  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  to  what  some  of  the  leaders 
of  the  miners  said,  and  what  others  of 
them  did,  he  was  driven  to  the 
conclusion  that  this  was  not  so  much  a 
question  of  hours  as  a  question  of  output. 
It  was  impossible  for  him  to  doubt 
that  the  idea  in  the  minds  of  those 
who  supported  this  Bill  was  that  by 
means  of  it  they  would  be  enabled  to  limit 
the  output,  and  that  that  limitation  would 
cause  a  rise  in  the  price  of  coal,  aud  thus 
maintain  wages  and  perhaps  profits 
at  an  artificial  level  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  consumer.  He  was  not 
going  to  argue  the  economic  questions  hi- 
volved.  The  miners  might  be  right  or 
wrong,  though  personally  he  was  cou- 
vinced  that  the  policy  they  advocated 
would  end  by  injuring  themselves  eveu 
more  than  the  community  at  large. 
He  would  simply  put  this  alternative : 
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If  the  miners  were  wrong  in  their  belief 
as  to  the  economical  ^fects  of  the  limitt- 
tiou  of  the  output  of  coal,  then  was 
Parliament  to  be  asked  to  depart  from 

the  principle  it  had  hitherto  observed 
in  connection  with  adult  labour;  was 
Parliament  to  be  asked  to  coerce 
employers  in  almost  every  part  of  the 
country,  and  both  employers  and  em- 
ployed in  the  two  important  districts 
of  Durham  and  Northumberland ; 
was  Parliament  to  he  asked  to  outer 
upon  IcgiBlation  the  effect  of  which 
would  be  to  raise  the  price  of  coal, 
simply  and  solely  in  order  to  convince 
the  hon.  Member  for  Nonnanton  (Mr. 
Pickard)  and  his  friends  by  bitter  ex- 
perience that  their  economics  were  uu- 
Bouud?  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  miners 
were  right,  then  be  would  say  was  Par- 
liament to  be  asked  to  do  alt  this  in  order 
to  help  one  of  the  strongest  and  beet 
organised  bodies  of  workmen  iu  the 
country  to  levy  a  tax  for  their  own  bene- 
fit upon  the  rest  of  the  community  and 
upon  those  industries  which  were  depen- 
dent upon  coal  for  their  motive  power  ? 
Much  was  possible  in  these  days  when 
the  wisdom  and  justice  of  measures 
were  apt  to  be  gauged  by  the  number  of 
constituencies  which  their  supporters 
in  the  country  could  commaud.  But 
he  did  trust  that  the  House  of 
Commons  would  pluck  up  sufficient 
courage  to  throw  out  this  Bill,  which  on 
its  own  merits,  and  apart  from  electoral 
considerations,  would  not  be  so  much  as 
entertained  and  in  regard  to  which  the 
best  hope  was  that  it  would  in  practice 
prove  so  unworkable  that  by  common 
consent  it  would  be  allowed  to  remain  a 
dead  letter. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddington, 
S.)  ;  The  two  last  Members  who  have 
spoken  have  taken  up  a  good  deal  of 
time  in  developing  their  respective 
hobbies.  My  hon.  Friend  who  has  just 
resumed  his  Bea|;  has  undoubtedly  made 
an  interesting  speech,  but  it  was  a  speech 
far  beyond  my  comprehension.  I  esunot 
argue  iu  that  philosophical  way  aud  I 
cannot  chop  logic  on  various  economic 
problems  that  my  hon.  Friend  raises  ;  I 
do  not  regard  this  question  from  that 
point  of  view.  My  hon.  Friend  who 
sits  behind  me  seems  to  thiuk  I  was 
animated  by  electoral  cousiderations ; 
that  I,  who  am  one  supporter  of  the  eight 
boars,  am  animated  by  electoral  con- 
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aiderations  ;  that  that  is  my  chief  care, 
and  that  I  bAve  no  care  for  the  objects 
of  the  Bill  itself. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  :  I  waa 
speaking  of  the  supporters  geoerallj,  and 
did  oot  signalise  any  particular  Member. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  The  ex- 
pression was  not  timitod  to  one  particular 
person,  but  still  it  rather  led  one  to 
believe  that  I  was  meant ;  but  I  pass 
away  from  my  hon.  Friend's  speech, 
because  we  look  at  the  question  A-om  a 
totally  different  point  of  view.  I  turn 
for  a  moment  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Barnard  Castle 
(Sir  J.  Pease).  I  know  his  speech  so 
well  that  it  is  really  not  much  use  to 
answer  it ;  it  is  the  same  thing  always  ; 
it  is  an  annual  speech.  He  always  talks 
of  his  model  constituency  ;  of  his  agri- 
cultural labourers  who  are  so  pre- 
cmiuently  prosperous  above  all  other 
agricultural. labourers;  of  his  miners,  who 
are  opposed  to  aa  eight  boars  law,  but 
who,  I  believe,  work  for  seven  and  a- 
qnarter  hoars,  or  some  period  of  that 
kind,  every  day,  and  then  he  talks  of  his 
splendid  race  of  boys  who  have  to  work 
for,  I  believe,  about  10  hours  a  day,  or 
something  very  near  it. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid)  : 
Eight  hours  at  the  bank  ;  I  have  said  no 
before 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  That  is  oot 
BO  Stated  in  official  documents.  Until  I 
see  it  in  official  documents  I  shall  believe 
the  boys^  labour  is  longer  than  the  men's 
in  the  Counties  of  Northumberland  and 
Durham.  While  on  this  question,  I  turn 
to  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me.  He  says, 
'*  Yon  want  a  unanimous  Eight  Hours 
Bill  all  over  the  country,  and  to  force  it 
on  a  body  of  miners  who  do  not  desire 
it."  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  he  is 
entirely  in  the  wrong.  I  think  the 
enormous  bulk  and  mass  of  miners  desire 
an  eight  hours  law  to  be  observed  iu 
mines — almost  the  whole  of  England, 
with  the  exception  of  Durham  and 
Northumberland,  the  exception  of  a 
couple  of  Welsh  towns,  and  another 
exception,  the  small  district  of  Stafford- 
shire which  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Sir  A,  Hickman)  represents — 
with  those  exceptions  the  great  mass,  the 
great  prepouderance  and  overwhelming 
majority  of  miners  all  over  England, 
largely  iu  Scotland,  and  largely  ia  Wales, 
are  in  favour  of  au  Eight  Hours  Bill. 
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We  carried  it  last  Session  in  this 
House  by  a  majority  of  71,  and  I  look 
upon  a  majority  of  the  House  of 
Copmons  very  much  as  these  gentlemen 
look  upon  a  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons — namely,  as  the  opinion  of  Par- 
liament representing  the  people  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  on  a  crucial  ques- 
tion like  this  I  find  a  majority  of  71.  I 
think  a  great  change  has  come  over  the 
opinion  of  the  country  on  this  question. 
A  charge  was  made  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
who  represents  the  Barnard  Castle  Divi- 
sion of  Durham  that  the  miners  did  not 
go  before  the  Boyal  Commission  on 
Labour,  aud  be  thinks  that  to  be  a  great 
defect  on  their  part.  Why  should  they  ? 
The  principle  of  this  iegiatation  has 
already  been  settled  by  Parliament  itself, 
and  by  a  considerable  majority,  and  why 
should  those  who  directly  represent  the 
miners  waste  their  time  in  going  before 
the  Royal  Commission  on  Labour,  which, 
I  believe,  has  come  to  no  certain  con- ' 
elusion  on  any  .problem  of  labour  that  has 
been  raised  during  that  long  inquiry  ? 
Why  should  these  miners'  representatives 
waste  their  time  in  convincing  the  Com- 
mission of  the  rights  of  a  Bill  of  which 
this  House  of  Commons  is  already  con- 
vinced ?  I  go  to  the  invariable  argu- 
ment of  the  opponents  of  this  Bill — that 
strikes  are  preferable  to  taw.  I  do  not 
agree  with  that.  Together  with  Lord 
Dunraven,  who  entirely  agrees  with  me 
on  this  eight  hours  question,  I  had  the 
honour  some  years  ago  of  receiving  a 
large  deputation  representing  the  mining 
interest  on  this  eight  hours  movement. 
Those  who  formed  that  deputation  told 
me  that  they  prefeired  re8<Hiing  to  the 
Legislature  to  obtain  the  demands  of 
labour  rather  than  to  methods  which  often 
led  to  violence  and  greati  mischief. 
Curiously  enough,  I  was  so  lost  to  all 
sense  of  political  economy  that  I  could 
oot  understand  why  the  miners  c>f  the 
Uuited  Kingdom  should  be  made  the 
victims  of  paragraphs  in  Adam  Smith's 
WeaUh  of  Nations.  Where  you  have  a 
large,  overwhelming,  and  predominant 
mass  of  the  workmen  in  one  of  the 
greatest  industries  of  the  country  agreed 
upon  one  point — the  limitation  of  the 
hours  of  labour — ^I  think  it  is  much 
better  that  they  should  come  to 
this  House  lather  than  resort  to 
other  means  for  obtaining  their  ob- 
ject. What  happened  ?  I^ls  deputation 
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went  to  see  the  right  hon.  GenClemao 
the  Member  for  Midlothian,  and  he  took 
a  different  view  from  that  of  mjself  and 
my  noble  Friend.  He  was  much  more 
old-fashioned  in  his  views  ;  at  that  time 
be  did  not  understand  Parliament  legis- 
lating for  the  regulation  of  hours  of 
labour,  and  he  did  not  give  an  ea- 
couraging  answer  to  the  deputation.  But 
the  movement  has  gone  on  in  spite  of 
old-fashioned  political  economists,  and  in 
spite  of  all  the  efforts  of  the  great  colliery 
owners  and  the  leaders  of  the  miners  in 
Durham  and  Northumberland.  It  has 
gone  on  in  spite  of  such  arguments  as 
we  have  heard  behind  us  to-day,  argu- 
ments that  I  suppose  are  of  great  strength, 
but  which  I.  do  not  think  are  calculated 
to  convince  people  interested  in  the 
industry  as  miners  are.  The  movement 
has  gone  on  until  Govemmeot  are 
face  to  face  this  afternoon  with  a  ques- 
tion on  which  they  will,  for  the  6rst 
time,  have  to  take  a  line  which  shall 
guide  the  House.  That  is  great  progress 
considering  that  in  1S83,  when  I  ven- 
tured to  recommend  an  eight  hours  day 
at  a  meeting  at  Walsall,  I  was  subjected 
to  denunciation  for  doing  so  by  Liberal 
and  Tory  friends.  What  has  the  eight 
hours  movement  got  behind  it  ?  It  has 
gome  400,000  miners,  in  the  first  place  ; 
and  it  has  a  great  sanction  from  the  action 
of  the  Government  in  the  War  Office 
Department.  Why  should  not  the  miners 
claim  the  great  advantages  which  have 
already  been  given  to  the  Government 
artizans  ?  These  are  arguments  which 
never  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
who  are  mortal  enemies  to  any  concession 
to  the  miners  on  this  subject.  I  know 
them  well,  and  I  know  that  their  race  is 
nearly  run.  I  cannot,  for  waut  of  time,  go 
overthewouderfulresultsof  theeighthours 
day  in  Messrs.  Mather  &  Piatt's  works, 
wbipb  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Gorton  Division.  But  un- 
doubtedly those  who  are  acquainted  v^itb 
the  report,  and  have  read  the  results  of 
this  experiment,  will  be  convinced  of  the 
merits  of  short  hours  of  labour.  I  know 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Mather)  will  say  that  his  was  a  voluntary 
arrangement.  I  answer  that  no  voluntary 
arrangement  can  carry  out  a  reduction  of 
hours  for  400,000  men.  Only  the  Legis- 
lature or  the  force  of  a  strike  can  do  I  hat. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  could  not 
suggest  any  alternative  to  the  passing  of 
Lord  B.  Churchill 


this  Bill ;  but  he  asked  why  did  not  the 
miners  go  to  the  masters  with  their 
demands,  and  use  the  arguments  of 
persuasiveness  on  this  point  ?  Have  we 
had  much  encouragement  from  the 
colliery  owners  in  this  Debate  to  do  so  ? 
And  is  there  anything  in  the  coal  s^ke 
of  last  year  to  encourage  any  miner  for 
any  object  to  resort  to  the  means  that 
were  resorted  to  last  year  ?  I  calculate 
that  the  strike  of  last  year  cost  the 
country  about  £25,000,000  in  one  way 
or  another,  with  the  result  of  the  suspen- 
sion of  all  kinds  of  business  and  industry. 
And  are  we  to  be  told,  as  we  are  told 
practically,  that  we  are  to  advise  the 
miners  who  want  this  Bill  to  resort  to  the 
proceedings  which  those  engaged  in  the 
coal  industry  resorted  to  last  year  ?  If 
we  have  got  to  get  reforms  of  the  laws 
of  labour  I  hope  to  Heaven  we  shall 
never  have  to  resort  to  the  remediea 
which  some  of  the  owners  indirectly 
suggest  I  What  would  be  the  result  to 
the  miner  if  this  Bill  passed  into 
law  ?  Would  not  the  results  be  the  same 
as  those  which  have  followed  thearrauge- 
ment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Gorton 
Division  ?  I  do  not  say  that  in  every 
point  there  is  unanimity  between  miners* 
work  and  the  work  of  the  artizans  em- 
ployed by  the  bon.  Member  for  the 
Gorton  Division  ;  but  it  is  certain  that 
if  we  give  an  eight  hours  day  to  miners, 
it  is  certain  that  they  will  have  much 
more  time  for  looking  after  their  families 
and  for  other  occupations  than  that 
of  mining  ;  and  in  many  parts  of  the 
country  it  would  be  an  enormous  addition 
to  the  miner's  life.  It  is  said  that  "eight 
hours "  will  raise  wages.  I  know  that 
it  will  have  an  excellent  effect  on  the 
production  and  price  of  coal.  The  re- 
serves of  coal  accumulated  in  the  times 
when  prices  are  low  will  enable  an  eight 
hours  day  to  be  kept  up  when  the  pres- 
sure is  greater,  and  will  prevent  the  fear- 
ful amount  of  overtime  which  is  often 
worked  in  the  collieries.  I  have  always 
held  that  an  eight  hoursday  will  beas  self- 
acting  as  a  pendulum.  It  resembles  the 
governor  of  an  engine,  which,  by  peculiar 
revolutions,  governs  and  regulates  the 
speed  of  the  engine  aod  conduces  to  the 
safety  of  those  who  are  working  the 
engine.  >So  with  this  eight  hours  day. 
It  is  the  regular  labour  which  will  obtain 
over  England  with  little  exception  if  it 
is    carried,   and   you    will    have  a 
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regularity  of  work  which  will  keep 
prices  steady  and  the  workmeu  geDerally 
in  good  humour  and  good  coufideuce, 
knowing  that  their  lives  are  more 
elevated,  and  that  tfaej  have  mure  time, 
not  only  for  recreation,  but  for  thinking 
about  other  things  than  coal-mining. 
Our  miners,  after  all,  are  a  noble  paxt  of 
the  population  of  England  and  Scotland, 
and  the  effect  of  such  a  Bill  on  their  lives 
would  be  such  as  to  surprise  those  who 
oppose  it.  As  to  short  hours,  that  is 
what  we  are  coming  to,  oppose  it  as  you 
will.  What  is  the  use  of  listeniDg  to  these 
long  speeches  from  owners  of  collieries, 
great  capitalists  and  philosophers  ? 
What  is  the  use  of  listening  to  all  these 
speeches  when  the  progress  of  events  is 
represented  in  this  House  in  such  a  way 
by  the  mining  constituencies  that  the 
force  of  numbers  are  on  our  side  ?  Who 
is  for  OS  and  who  is  against  us  ?  There 
are  a  number  of  Whig  Baronets  against 
us,  and  there  are  the  owners  of  large 
mines  in  Durtiam  and  Northumberland, 
the  large  capitalists,  aud  the  political 
economists  with  their  prejudices  ;  and  we 
have  ooe  or  two  Miuisters  against  us. 
The  opinions  of  these  Ministers  we  re- 
spect, because  we  know  they  are  founded 
not  on  motives  of  self-interest,  but  on 
real  conviction.  When  you  have  to  do 
with  immaterial  matters  in  commerce  or 
finance,  I  do  not  object  to  some  observ- 
ance of  the  laws  of  political  economy ; 
but  when  you  have  to  do  with  the  lives 
of  our  workmen  who  iu  great  masses  are 
being  treated  as  if  they  were  subject  tu 
the  rigid  laws  of  political  ecouomy, 
then  I  must  part  company  with  political 
economists.  When  the  life,  health,  aud 
happiness  of  the  miners  or  of  any  other 
artizaus  or  labourers  are  iu  dispute,  I  say 
that  the  labour  policy  of  the  capitalists 
aud  oC  the  Whig  Barouets  must  go  down; 
and  as  Parliament  affirmed  the  principle 
of  shorter  hours  of  labour  last  year,  it 
will  affirm  that  principle  again  to-day  and 
will  surely  carry  it  to-morrow. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid) 
said  that,  in  enumerating  the  persons 
who  opposed  this  Bill,  the  noble  Lord 
spoke  about  Baronets  and  capitalists,  but 
he  did  not  condescend  to  say  that  there 
were  two  or  threel^bour  Representatives 
in  the  House  who  opposed  this  Bill. 

Lord  B.  CHURCHILL  said,  he  ad- 
mitted fully  the  opposition  from  the 
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Counties  of  Durham  and  Northumber- 
land. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  said,  the  noble  Lord 
confessed  his  inability  to  follow  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leeds  into  the  logical  and 
philosophical  argument  be  had  advanced, 
and  he  hoped  the  uoble  Ijord  would 
excuse  Mm  if  he  said  he  was  not  quite 
able  to  follow  the  noble  Lord  in  the  argu- 
ment he  bad  attempted  to  put  before  the 
House.  He  quite  agreed  with  the  noble 
Lord  that  no  effort  should  be  spared  to 
make  the  lives  of  the  miners  and  of  all 
workmen  iu  the  country  brighter  aud 
better.  But  the  difference  between  him 
and  the  noble  Lord  was  that  he  believed 
it  would  be  better  for  the  men,  and  would 
increase  the  rapidity  of  their-  future  pro- 
gress if  they  depended  npon  their  own 
efforts.  No  one  would  deny  that  he  had 
made  the  most  strenuous  and  persistent 
exertions  in  season  and  out  of  season  to 
improve  the  life  of  the  miners.  But  a 
Bill  like  the  one  before  the  House,  which 
took  the  power  out  of  the  meu^s  own 
bands  aud  placed  it  in  the  hands  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  would  not  encourage 
that  feeling  of  independence  among  the 
working  men  which  was  so  necessary. 
The  hon.  Member  who  seconded  the 
Motion  for  the  Second  Reading  charged 
the  men  of  Durham  and  Northumberland 
with  getting  and  keeping  their  short 
hours  at  the  risk  of  the  welfare  of  their 
boys.  He  would  remind  the  House  that 
in  1890  the  boys  in  132  collieries  in 
Durham  were  working  11  hours  a  day. 
By  an  arrangement  with  the  employers, 
arrived  at  by  those  methods  of  concilia- 
tion aud  compromise  which  be  would 
substitute  for  legislation,  an  boiir  a  day 
was  deducted  from  the  boys'  work  iu  the 
132  collieries  aud  half-an-hour  from  the 
men's  work.  Was  there  auy  man  who 
would  say  that  the  men  of  Durham  bad 
not  due  and  fitting  regard  for  the  welfare 
of  the  boys  when  they  took  off  an  hour 
a  day  from  their  work  at  the  same  time 
that  they  took  half-au-hour  off  them- 
selves ?  This  Bill  did  not  meet  the 
cases  which  its  Proposer  seemed  to 
think.  The  hon.  Member  talked  about 
the  exhaustion  and  about  the  cramped 
condition  of  the  miner.  He  (Mr.  Wilson) 
from  his  early  boyhood  worked  at  this 
exhausting  labour  in  the  most  crunped 
condition  that  a  miner  could  be  put  in. 
He  had  seen  Ibedauger  aud  the  darkness 
of  the  mine,  and  had  found  it  was 
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not  a  place  of  pleaaaat  reeorC.  It 
was  a  place  to  cure  men  of  gout, 
beeaase  hard  work  would  not  allow 
men  to  have  it.  Bat  he  ventnred  to 
say  that  the  Bill  did  not  meet  this  case. 
If  the  Bill  had  taken  cognisance  of  the 
exhausting  nature  of  some  part  of  the 
labour  in  mines,  such  as  reducing  the 
number  of  hours  of  working  in  cramped 
positions,  it  would  have  been  well.  It 
was  unfair  to  Labour  itself  to  saj  that  a 
man  who  worked  in  the  highest  part  of 
a  pit,  in  comparatively  fresh  air,  should 
have  the  same  hours  as  the  man  who 
worked  in  a  cramped  position  in  the 
lower  part  of  the  mine.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  it  was  necessary  for  men  to 
hbve  leisure,  and  he  said — ^for  which  he 
(Mr.  Wilson)  thanked  the  hon.  Member 
— that  he  did  not  believe  the  men  would 
misuse  their  leisure.  He  thought  the 
records  which  the  miners  all  over  the 
country  had  shown,  without  regard  to 
county  or  district,  would  prove  that  they 
had  made  as  good  use  of  the  leisure 
afforded  to  them  as  any  other  class  which 
could  be  quoted  ;  but  leisure  in  some 
cases  was  a  relative  term.  If  men  were 
to  have  leisure  they  wanted  energy  to 
ntilise  that  leisure.  In  order  that  the 
poor  coal-getter  might  use  his  leisure 
properly  it  was  necessary  to  arrange  his 
hours  so  that  his  energy  should  not  be 
thoroughly  exhausted  at  the  conclusion 
of  his  day's  work.  There  were  two 
modes  of  procedure  before  the  House  and 
the  country.  He  said  uothing  about  the 
number  of  miners  for  or  against  this 
proposal,  and  he  did  not  intend  to  ex- 
tenuate or  to  lessen  the  minority  in  the 
County  of  Durham  in  favour  of  eight 
faonrs,  nor  was  he  going  to  say  that  even 
in  the  district  covered  by  the  Miners* 
Federation  there  might  not  be  a  minority 
against  the  Bill ;  bnt  that  was  kept  in 
the  background.  The  Federation  ballot 
bad  not  been  taken  so  recently  as  that  of 
the  Organisation  which  he  represented. 
There  was,  therefore,  an  uncertain 
element  in  the  problem,  but  be  thought 
it  was  fair  to  assume  that  if  ideas  differed 
in  one  district  they  would  differ  in  others. 
They  ought  to  cultivate,  as  far  as  they 
could,  adherence  to  the  Unions.  It  was 
best  to  implant  into  the  minds  of  the 
workmen  the  idea  of  self-dependence. 
The  best  mode  of  procedure  was  on 
every  question  to  bring  employer  and 
workmen  together,  and  to  allow  them  to 

Mr.  J,  Wilton 


settle  not  only  wage  questions,  but 
everything  that  appertained  to  labour. 
He  entirely  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Grarton  Division  (Mr.  Matho*), 
whose  experience  on  the  eight  hours  ques- 
tion every  hon .  Member  might  defer  to,  that 
the  Conciliation  Board  had  perfect  trust 
in  the  chairman  appointed  by  Mr. 
Speaker,  and  there  was  nothing  to  which 
the  Board  could  fix  its  attention  with  so 
much  advantage  as  this  question  of  hours. 
There  were  a  good  many  misapprehen- 
sions in  regard  to  this  Bill.  There  were 
a  number  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who,  though 
now  voting  for  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill,  would  not  vote  for  its  principle 
in  Committe.  He  was  very  glad  to  hear 
the  hon.  Memher  for  the  Ince  Division 
give  that  loud  and  emphatic  "  No,  no " 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  asked 
whether  he  would  accept  any  roodifica- 
tiou  in  Committee. 

Mr.  woods  :  I  am  sorry  to  interrupt 
the  hon.  Member.  I  did  not  say  "  No, 
no,'*  that  the  Miners'  Federation  would 
accept  no  modiHcatiou  ;  I  said  they  would 
not  accept  the  principle  of  local  option. 

Mk.  J.  WILSON  said,  that  what  he 
wanted  to  point  out  was  that  a  number 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  would  vote  for  this 
Bill,  as  they  did  last  year,  under  the  im- 
pression that  it  meant  eight  hours*  work; 
hut  the  Bill  did  not  mean  eight  hours* 
work.  It  meant  eight  hours  from  bank 
to  bank  ;  but  it  was  necessary  to  under- 
stand whether  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sup- 
ported the  Bill  meant  that  the  man's 
eight  hours  should  be  reckoued  from  the 
time  he  got  into  the  cage  until  he  came 
to  bank  again,  or  from  the  time  he  com- 
menced to  work  in  the  face  of  the  pit, 
because  after  getting  down  the  shaft  tn 
many  large  mines  in  the  North  of  England 
the  men  had  to  traverse  a  distance  of 
three  miles  underground  before  they  came 
to  their  working  places,  and  by  an  ar- 
rangement with  their  employers  an  hour 
and  a  quarter  was  allowed  for  the  men  to 
travel  the  three  miles  each  way.  So  that, 
instead  of  eight  hours,  that  would  mean 
hve  and  a-balf  hours'  work,  reckoning 
eight  hours  from  bank  to  bank.  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  had  said  that  the 
matter  was  one  of  detail.  But  it  was  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  He  would  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ince  if  he  would  get 
up  in  his  place  and  say  he  would  accept 
a  Bill  which  would  give  eight  and  a-half 
hours  fMm  bank  to  bank,  and  allow  the 
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mea  to  work  five  and  a-half  hours  on  the 
face  of  the  pit  ?  ■  Would  the  Miners* 
Federation  accept  a  Bill  with  that  modi- 
fication ?     Hon.  Members   who  were 

going  to  vote  for  the  Bill  must  therefore 
malce  up  their  minds,  because,  if  the  pro- 
moters were  true  to  their  professtous,  thej 
would  wreck  the  Bill  rather  than  accept 
any  modification  whatever.  In  support 
of  his  view  that  this  matter  should  be 
left  to  a  committee  of  employers  and  em- 
ployed, be  would  read  a  quotation  from 
a  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  in  1892. 
The  right  hon.  Grentleman  was  regarded 
as  a  powerful  acquisitiou  to  the  supporters 
of  the  Bill.  He  (Mr.  Wilson)  had,  how- 
ever, always  looked  upon  that  speech  as 
being  much  more  on  the  side  of  those  who 
opposed  the  Bill  than  on  that  of  its 
supporters.  The  right  hou.  Gentlemao 
said — 

"  I  think  it  woultl  not  be  fair  to  say  that 
without  adding  that  if  the  Bill  gets  in  Com- 
mittee DOW  or  at  any  time  I  hold  myself  at 
liberty  to  criticite  the  details,  and  in  Committee 
perhaps  to  alter  the  Bill  materially  in  the  way 
of  giving  greater  elasticity  to  its  proviaionB. 
I  believe  there  are  differences  in  this  trade, 
local  differences,  which  deserve  consideration. 
There  arc  deep  tnines  and  shallow  miuea,  mines 
uf  thick  seams  of  coal  and  mines  of  thin  seams. 
Mines  in  which  the  men  have  to  go  a  long 
way  to  the  face,  and  mines  in  which  the  work- 
ing ia  close  to  the  abaft ;  all  these  are  differ- 
ences which   deserve   coofiideration.  Then, 

r'n,  there  is  the  qnestion  as  to  the  different 
ies  of  labour  in  mines.  I  am  told  that  in 
order  that  the  hewers  may  work  eight  hours  a 
day  it  is  necessary  that  the  drawers  should 
work  nine  a  day  ;  and  in  order  that  the  hewers 
and  drawers  may  not  be  employed  in  working 
more  than  eight  hours  it  will  be  necessary  that 
tlie  overseers  and  the  winders  and  the  people 
in  charge  <rf  the  machinery  must  work  more 
than  the  maximum  time.  These  are  difficulties, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  I  do  not  for  a  moment 
believe  that  there  are  any  difficulties  which 
might  not  easily  be  got  over  by  a  practical 
committee  of  experts  who  are  acquainted  with 
the  necessities  of  the  trade." 

That  was  the  whole  burdeu  and  polut  of 
the  position — that  the  practice  was  so 
diversified  in  different  counties  and  on 
different  estates  and  in  different  mines, 
and  the  views  of  miners  were  so  diver- 
gent, that  it  was  impossible  to  secure 
uniformity.  It  had  been  said  that  engi- 
neering was  more  complicated  than 
mining.  Gentlemen  who  said  that  did 
not  understand  the  complications  of 
mioes.  Mines  difiered,  but  the  engi- 
ueeriug  trade  was  the  same  all  over  the 
countrjr.    He  agreed,  however,  that  the 


matter  would  be  best  settled  if  referred  to 
an  expert  committee  of  workmrn  and 
employers.  Tbere  was  no  greater  sign 
of  the  times  than  the  tendency  to  shorten 
liours.  The  Labour  Gazette  showed 
that  in  every  trade  the  hours  of  labour 
were  being  shortened,  aud  the  feeling  of 
the  time  was  such  that  if  this  Bill  were 
withdrawn  workmeu  and  employers  all 
over  the  country  would  set  themselves  to 
work  to  shOTteo  the  hours  of  those  em- 
ployed in  miues,  and  to  make  arrange- 
ments to  meet  the  diversity  in  the  condi- 
tions of  the  various  mines  throughout 
the  country.  He  was  sorry  that  on  tlus 
occasion  the  Grovemment  bad  sent  ont  a 
five-line  Whip.  If  there  was  one  county 
which  had  been  solid  in  its  approval  of 
the  Goverumeut  it  was  Durham,  where 
Id  out  of  16  Members  were  staunch  and 
true  to  their  Liberalism.  So  toug  as  this 
was  a  coDtentious  measure  between  North 
aud  South,  it  ought  uot  to  be  made  a  Go- 
verument  measure.  The  opponents  of  the 
Bill  had  as  much  right  to  a  five-line  Whip 
as  its  supporters;  but  tbey  had  never 
asked  for  such  support,  and  he  hoped 
that  no  other  Whip  would  be  issued 
by  the  Government  on  Ibis  question. 
He  asked  his  Trade  Uniou  frieuds  whe- 
ther this  method  of  appealing  to  the 
House  of  Commons  was  not  a  confession 
of  their  own  weakness  ?  They  pos- 
sessed a  strength  which  their  fathers 
□ever  had.  They  had  power  iu  their 
own  hands,  aud  to  come  to  Parliament 
beggiug  and  beseeching  was  derogatory 
to  their  character  as  men.  He  wished  to 
ask  the  Home  Secretary  how  he  would 
apply  this  Bill  In  a  mine  which  employed 
1,500  or  1,600  mem?  He  spoke  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  men  and  not 
from  the  capitalist  point  of  view.  What 
they  wanted  was  practice.  Everyoue 
speakiug  there  on  behalf  of  the  miners  of 
Durham  deserved  to  be  listened  to  with 
sympathy.  The  miners  deserved  sym- 
pathy. They  had  a  right  to  it.  He 
(Mr.  Wilson)  wished  to  ask  the  Home 
Secretary  a  question.  If  he  was  prepared 
to  iuterfere  with  the  hours  of  labour  of 
miners,  was  he  prepared  to  go  further 
In  1886,  when  this  question  was  brought 
forward  at  the  Miners'  Conference,  it 
was  strongly  opposed — ^just  as  strongly 
as  the  proposal  to  regulate  miners'  wages 
would  be  opposed  if  it  were  brought 
forward  now.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean  had 
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said  that,  if  there  was  before  the  House  a 
question  of  fixing  wages  and  hours,  so 
much  more  was  the  wages  question  para- 
mount to  his  mind  that  the  question  of 
hours  mifjbt  take  second  place. 

•Sib  C.  W.  DILKE  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber quotes  tne  as  though  I  am  in  favour 
of  fixing  wages  hj  Act  of  Parliament. 
He  will,  perhaps,  allow  me  to  repudiate 
that  view. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  said,  he  would  quote 
from  an  article  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
in  The  New  Review.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  wrote  this — 

*' If,  indeed,  there  were  any  sugsrestion  that 
the  Stole  should  deal  directly  with  the  question 
of  wages  or  of  Bubeistence,  then  this  which 
would  be  ft  matter  of  life  aod  death  would  take 
preccHlence  even  over  hours,  which  are  but 
secondary,  however  consMerable  in  their  im- 
portance." 

•Sib  C.  W,  BILKE  :  The  context  of 
those  words  will  show  that  they  do  uot 
imply  that  I  am  in  favour  of  wages  being 
fixed  by  the  State.  The  hon.  Member's 
interpretation  of  my  words  is  contrary  to 
everything  I  have  ever  written  on  the 
subject.  I  am  uot  favourable  to  that 
principle. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  said,  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Barooet  denied  that  he  meant 
what  he  had  said,  of  course  he  (Mr. 
Wilson)  accepted  his  denial.  He  would 
ask  the  Home  Secretary  whether  the 
Government  had  given  their  general 
sanction  to  the  Bill, 'whether  a  Whip 
had  been  sent  out  in  favour  of  the  mea- 
sure, and  whether  he  would  be  good 
enough  to  go  a  little  further  and  suy 
how  he  would  apply  the  Bill  to  a  large 
colliery  ? 

Mr.  KEIR- bardie  (West  Ham, 
S.)  said,  he  would  not  deal  with  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  but  only  with  the 
objections  in  detail  that  had  been  taken 
to  it.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Dur- 
ham had  just  asked  how  the  Bill  could  be 
applied  to  a  large  colliery.  The  hon. 
Member  mast  know  that  in  nearly  every 
mining  district  in  England  there  was  a 
fixed  and  recognised  number  of  hours 
which  constituted  a  day*s  work,  and  if 
the  number  was  fixed  by  law  at  eight 
per  day  the  internal  arrangements  of  the 
mine  could  be  quite  easily  adapted  to 
that  number.  It  would  be  just  as  easy 
to  arrange  for  a  day  of  eight  hours  as  for 
a  day  of  nine  or  10  hours.  In  districts 
in  which  less  than  eight  hours  a  day 
«rere  worked  of  course  the  Bill  wonld  not 
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apply,  and  therefore  would  not  apply  to 
the  district  of  thehon.Mcmberwbomoved 
the  rejection,  in  which  it  was  said  tbe^men 
only  worked  four  and  a>half  hours  a  day. 
With  regard  to  foreign  competition,  the 
hon.  Baronet  declared  that  the  present 
average  time  worked  by  the  miners 
of  this  country — not  because  they  were 
not  willing  to  work,,  as  was  implied 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds,  but  be- 
cause there  was  no  more  work  for  them 
to  do — was  under  four  days  per  week. 
Therefore,  with  the  number  of  mines 
open  at  present  and  the  number  of  men 
employed,  five  days  of  eight  hours  would 
be  enough  to  meet  the  demand  for  coal. 
There  was  capital  and  labour  enough  in 
the  country  to  supply  any  demand  for 
coal  that  might  arise  in  the  future,  and  if 
it  was  said  that  we  should  have  a  supply 
of  foreign  coal  he  bad  a  right  to  ask 
where  it  wonld  come  from  ?  At  the  pre- 
sent moment  this  country  was  supplying 
every  continental  nation  with  coal  be- 
cause they  could  not  raise  enough,  so  it 
WHS  ridiculous  to  talk  of  our  being  flooded 
with  foreign  coal.  He  advocated  the 
Bill  because  it  was  better  for  Parliament 
as  representing  the  people  to  wisely  and 
judiciously  do  that  which  would  other* 
wise  require  to  be  done  by  force.  It 
was  all  very  welt  to  talk  about  Boards 
of  Conciliation,  but  the  last  resort  of  the 
workmen  in  eveiy  case  was  a  strike 
which  such  legislation  as  this  wonld 
obviate.  He  hoped  that  the  House 
would  set  the  stamp  and  seal  of  its 
approval  ou  the  principle  that  legislation 
for  the  regulation  of  the  hours  of  labour 
and,  if  necessary,  for  fixing  a  minimum 
wage,  was  a  wiser  and  juster  method  of 
conducting  industrial  business  than  that 
which  had  hitherto  prevailed. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  think  I  am  bound 
to  state  in  a  few  sentences  what  is  the 
position  of  the  Government  and  what  are 
my  own  views  in  reference  to  this  Bill. 
So  far  as  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
concerned,  their  position  to-day  was 
exactly  what  it  was  a  year  ago,  when  it 
was  defined  in  the  Debate  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Midlothian.  A 
very  considerable  majority  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  are  in  favour  of 
this  Bill,  and  will,  I  believe,  support  the 
Motion  for  the  Second   Reading,  but 
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there  are  some  of  our  coUeagues^  for 
whose  opinioD  and  authority  we  eotertaiu 
the  highest  respect,  who  take  a  difierent 
view.  They  will,  I  doubt  uot,  give  effect 
to  that  view,  if  not  in  Debate,  at  any 
rate  in  the  Division.  The  Government, 
as  a  Government,  has  not  introduced  the 
Bill,  or  taken  charge  of  it,  or  made  itself 
responsible  for  its  fortunes.  So  far  as  I 
am  personally  concerned,  I  heartily  sup- 
port its  principle,  and  trust  the  House 
will  adopt  it.  The  question  is  one  in 
which,  as  the  course  of  the  Debate  has 
shown,  the  divisions  of  opinion  do  not 
follow  the  ordinary  lines  of  Party  con- 
troversy. A  considerable  number  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  share  the  vicfvs  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Padding- 
ton,  while  some  bou.  Members  who  sit 
immediately  behind  the  Treasury  Bench 
are  strong  and  formidable  opponents  of 
this  legislation.  I  cannot  help  regretting 
that  a  certain  amount  of  heat  has  been 
imported  into  this  discussion  by  the  im- 
pntation  of  motives.  No  one  who  has 
listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
behind  me  (Sir  J.  Pease),  or  to  the  very 
remarkable  and  most  powerful  speech  of 
my  hon.  Friend  tbe  Member  for  Durham 
(Mr.  J.  Wilson),  can  have  any  doubt  as 
to  the  genuineness  and  reality  of  tbe 
feeling  which  exists  in  their  parts  of  the 
country,  or  can  suppose  that  that  feeling 
springs  from  iuterested  motives,  and  is 
not  the  outcome  of  honest  couvictions.  I 
think  that  in  their  turn  hon.  Members 
opposite  might  give  credit  to  those  who 
support  this  Bill,  and  to  those  who  are 
goingtovoteforthe  Second  Reading, that 
they  are  not  actuated  by  auy  desire  to  catch 
votesorany  paltry  electoral  consideration. 
On  the  other  band,  I  think  equal  credit 
might  be  given  to  the  supporters  of  tbe 
Bill,  and  that  we  need  not  have  our 
conduct  interpreted  as  a  design  to  catch 
votes  and  to  make  political  capital.  As 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  can  briefly  ex- 
plain the  grounds  on  which  I  snpport 
this  Bill.  I  look  upon  it  as  an  attempt  to 
establish  by  law  for  all  peraous  engaged 
in  this  industry  tbe  maximum  of  time 
they  shall  be  employed  underground. 
There  has  not  been  a  dissentient  voice 
raised  in  tbe  course  of  the  Debate  to  the 
proposition  that  eight  hours  underground, 
whether  spent  in  actual  hewing,  getting 
of  coal  or  uot,  is  as  long  a  period  as  , 
is  consistent  with  a  healthy  existence. 
To  that  proposition  I  have  not  heard  a 
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demurring  voice.  Nor  is  it  disputed — 
and  this,  to  my  mind,  is  a  most  important 
element  in  the  consideration  of  the 
question — that  the  vast  majority  of  the 
680,000  odd  persons — I  do  not  go  into 
precise  figures — engaged  in  this  trade  are 
in  favour  of  the  statutory  limitation  of 
the  hours  of  labour.  Further,  Sir,  it 
cannot  be  disputed,  after  the  admissions 
which  have  been  frankly  made  by  those 
who  have  opposed  the  Bill  from  the 
County  of  Durham,  that  voluntary  effort 
has  proved  ineffectual  to  carry  out  that 
which  is  admittedly  the  wish  of  the 
great  part  of  tbe  mining  population,  and 
believed  by  them  to  be  in  their  own 
interest  and  in  the  interests  of  the  com- 
munity. The  hon.  Member  who  recently 
addressed  the  House  has  practically 
acknowledged  that  that  is  the  case.  It  is 
true  that  in  Northumberland  andDu'ham 
the  hewers  are  uot  engaged  for  any- 
thing like  eight  hours.  I  believe  a  very 
considerable  number  of  them  do  not 
average  more  than  six  or  six  and  a  half 
hours  at  the  outside.  But  there  is  the 
case  of  the  boys,  and  when  I  say  boys 
I  do  not  mean  necessarily  those  who 
are  under  16  years  of  age.  I  mean 
those  who  are  not  actually  engaged  in 
hewing,  but  who  work  underground.  As 
we  have  been  told,  only  three  and  a-half 
years  ago  in  the  great  majority  of  the 
collieries  in  Durham  these  boys  were 
engaged  for  1 1  hours  a  day.  The  hon. 
Member  takes  great  credit  for  the  power 
of  voluntary  organisation.  He  boasts 
that  they  have  succeeded  in  that  county 
in  reducing  the  II  hours  to  10  hours, 
while  they  have  at  the  same  time  reduced 
the  hours  of  men  I  say  that  is  a  most 
conclusive  proof  that  voluntary  organisa- 
tion, excellent  a  thing  as  it  is  within  the 
limits  of  its  powers,  is  insufficient  for  the 
purpose  aimed  at  in  this  Bill.  This  great 
and  powerful  voluntary  organisation,  led 
by  men  like  my  hon.  Friend,  whose 
interest  in  producing  a  humaner  life 
among  the  colliery  workers  we  all  admit, 
although  it  has  been  in  existence  all 
those  years,  has  not  succeeded  in  reducing 
the  hours  of  the  labour  of  the  boys  more 
tbau  from  1 1  to  10  hours  underground. 
That  is  to  say,  by  their  own  account  they 
have  not  succeeded  in  doing  that  which 
ought  to  have  been  done  and  which  they 
would  have  done  if  they  had  had  tbe 
power — a  power  which  it  is  the  object  of 
this  Bill  to  give  them.    It^is  said,  and 
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it  always  will  be  satd,  that  it  is  a  novel 
principle  for  the  State  to  interfere  with 
the  lahour  of  grown  men.  I  will  not  at 
present  go  into  that  question,  bat  the 
whole  history  of  factory  and  mining 
legislation  shows  that  this  principle  has 
been  over  and  over  again  adopted.  In 
point  of  principle,  the  whole  position 
was  given  away  when  the  factory  legis- 
lation was  first  adopted.  It  was  first 
adopted  in  an  experimental  manner,  but 
since  then  it  has  received  at  the  hands  of 
both  Parties  great  development  in  recent 
years.  The  Member  for  Durham  asked 
me  the  question  how  I  should  apply — 
how  I  should  enforce  this  Bill,  if  it  was 
passed  into  law. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid.)  said, 
he  did  not  mean  to  ask  as  to  enforcing  it. 
He  meant  applying  it  to  the  working  of 
a  mine. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  That  appears  to  be 
one  of  the  details,  hat  I  will  point  out  to 
my  hon.  Friend  that  eight  hours  a  day 
already  exists  in  the  majority  of  the 
mines  of  this  country,  and  all  these  de- 
tails in  the  working  of  these  mines  have 
already  been  solved. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  :  No. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Well,  I  say  there  is 
a  vast  number — I  believe  I  might  say  a 
majority — of  these  mines  in  which  no 
man  is  at  work  underground — no  hewer 
of  coal,  at  least — for  more  than  eight 
hours.  In  point  of  fact,  some  of  those 
whose  work  is  in  long  distance  mines  in 
proximity  to  the  shaft  are  not  under- 
ground for  that  length  of  time.  So  that 
I  say  the  matter  to  which  my  hon.  Friend 
refers  has  been  practically  solved.  It 
has  been  said  in  the  course  of  the  Debate 
that  the  effect  of  this  legislation  will  be 
to  raise  the  price  of  coal,  because  a 
statutory  reduction  in  the  hours  of  labour 
increases  the  cost  of  production.  I  was 
present  yesterday  with  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter when  a  deputation  of  coal-owners  ap- 
peared in  opposition  to  this  Bill.  They 
used  that  argument,  and  I  asked  this 
qnestion — whether  20  years  ago  the  men 
in  the  Yorkshire  collieries  did  not  work 
longer  than  they  do  to-day,  and  the 
colliery-owner  to  whom  I  put  the  ques- 
tion admitted  that  that  was  so.  I  asked 
him  whether  the  output  was  not  greater 
then  than  it  was  now,  and  he  replied  that 
it  was  not.  So  that  the  reduction 
of  the  hours  of  labour  has  been 
found  oonsistent  with  even  an  incmase  of 

Mr.  Aaguith 


the  output.  No  one  acquainted  with  the 
industry  will  dispute  that  that  increase 
and  that  reduction  have  gone  on  side  by 
side.  I  will  give  the  House  one  single 
figure  which  I  noticed  in  the  statistics 
forwarded  by  the  Inspectors  of  Mines. 
The  average  for  the  10  years  of  1883-92 
showed  an  increase  in  coal  production  of 
30  millions  of  tons  otot  the  10  yeiws 
1873-82.  I  do  not  deny,  of  course,  that 
there  has  been  an  increase  of  men  and 
boys  ;  it  is  only  right  to  say  that ;  but 
this  increase  is  side  by  side  with  the 
decrease  in  the  number  of  hours  which 
the  men  work.  Therefore,  if  we  are  to 
judge  of  the  future  by  the  past,  I  do  not 
fear  that  the  introduction  of  this  principle 
will  lead  to  a  decline  in  the  productioa. 
The  Bill  will,  in  fact,  merely  give  legis- 
lative sanction  to  what  already  exists.  I 
do  not  believe  that  the  Bill  will  diminish 
the  quantity  of  coal  or  increase  the  price. 
As  I  have  said,  I  do  not  attempt  to  dis- 
cuss the  details  of  the  Bill.  It  is  of  the 
simplest  possible  character.  I  think  the 
details  are  matters  which  may  be  left  to 
tlie  Committee.  I  do  not  understand  that 
the  promoters  take  up  the  attitude  of 
"  the  Bill,  the  whole  Bill,  and  nothing 
but  the  Bill."  They  do  not  decline  to 
listen  to  reasonable  proposals.  On  the 
c'outraiy,  I  understand  that  they  are  per- 
fectly ready  to  listen  to  any  reasonable 
suggestions.  I  will  only  mention  one 
point  of  detail  of  some  importance,  in 
which  I  certainly  could  not  concur  in  its 
present  form.  I  cannot  think  that  it 
would  be  right  that  the  penalty  for  con- 
travening the  Bill  should  fail  on  the  em- 
ployer alone.  I  think  that,  if  by  Statute 
you  intervene  iu  this  matter,  those  who 
violate  the  law  should  be  made  equally 
liable  for  the  consequences.  This  I>ebato 
has  been  conducted  on  the  general 
principle,  and  for  the  reasons  I  have 
stated  I,  for  one,  and  for  a  large  majority 
of  my  colleagues,  give  my  support  most 
heartily  to  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill. 

*SiR  J.  FERGUSSON  (Manchester, 

N.E.)  said,  the  Debate  had  been  con- 
ducted on  both  sides  iu  the  interests  of 
limited  classes.  Speeches  had  been  de- 
livered by  Representatives  of  employers 
and  workmen.  But  there  was  another 
class  to  be  considered.  Very  little  bad 
been  said  in  the  interest  of  the  con- 
sumers. He  could  hardly  think  that 
sufficient  justification  had^een  shown  hy 
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the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  momen- 
tous decision  he  had  given.  The  House 
ought  to  be  well  persnaded  of  a  good 
ground  for  what  was  neither  more  nor 
less  than  the  protection  of  one  class. 
They  ought  to  consider  the  effect  of  that 
protection  on  all  the  other  classes  and 
industries  of  the  country,  and  the  ques- 
tion ought  to  be  argued  on  broad  grounds, 
free  from  selfish  consideratious.  It  was 
not  sufficient  to  give  as  a  reason  for  this 
far-reaching  proposal  that  it  was  sup- 
ported by  a  majority  of  the  industry 
concerned.  There  were  other  occupations 
as  unhealthy  and  laborious  as  that  of  the 
coal  miners,  and  it  would  snrely  require 
very  strong  grounds  to  induce  the  House 
to  specially  protect  one  class.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
argued  that  there  were  400^000  men  who 
supported  the  Bill;  but  there  was  no 
proof  of  that.  At  a  recent  Conference 
those  who  voted  for  the  Bill  did  not  repre- 
sent more  than  200,000  miuers ;  and  only 
two  years  ago  at  Liverpool  there  was  tin 
absolute  majority  against  the  eight  hours 
principle.  A  large  majority  of  the  men 
had  expressed  no  opinion,  and  a  con- 
Biderable  minority  had  expressed  strong 
opinioDS  against  the  Bill.  What  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  supporting 
was  an  altogether  novel  principle  apply- 
ing to  adult  labour,  without  any  attempt 
being  made  to  establish  adequate  grounds 
for  acceptiug  the  views  of  a  so-called 
majority  of  the  trade.  The  provisions 
were  to  be  enforced  in  the  ordinary  way, 
BO  that  it  was  to  be  made  a  criminal 
offence  for  a  man  to  use  his  labour 
to  the  best  otlvantage;  and  for  a 
man  to  avail  himself  of  his  greater 
strength  or  ability  was  to  be- 
come punishable  by  law.  A  greater 
invasion  of  private  liberty  and  right  had 
never  been  attempted.  If  it  was  diought 
that  10  hours  was  too  long  for  boys  to 
work  in  mines,  it  would  be  perfectly 
easy  to  extend  the  Factories  Acts  to  cover 
their  case,  but  it  was  no  ground  for 
limiting  the  labour  of  all  adult  miners, 
and  forbiddiug  them,  whether  they 
liked  it  or  not,  to  work  more  than  eight 
hours  a  day.  The  real  danger  of  this 
proposal,  no  one  could  doubt,  would  be 
that  it  would  increase  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction and  so  diminish  wages.  The 
Lancashire  miners  the  other  day  passed  a 
resolution  urging  that  the  output  of  coal 
should  be  limited,  that  the  men  should 


cmly  work  four  days  per  week  and  eight 
hours  a  day,  and  that  no  miner  should 
be  allowed  to  earn  more  than  Ss.  a  day. 
That  was  to  say,  that  the  best  workman 
was  to  be  kept  down  to  the  position  of  the 
worst.  He  was  much  snrprised  to  find 
that  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
was  reported  to  have  told  the  Miners* 
National  Union  that  they  should  do  as 
much  as  possible  to  keep  up  prices.  If 
that  was  the  great  object  of  the  colliers, 
how  could  the  House  consent .  to  this 
legislation  ?  During  the  great  stagna- 
tion of  trade  many  industries  had  been 
earning  very  small  profits,  and  works  had 
been  kept  on  with  great  difficulty.  An 
industry  representing  a  capital  of 
£100,000,000  sterling  had  made,  on  an 
average,  for  years  past  3  per  cent,  profit. 
To  increase  the  cost  of  production  would 
undoubtedly  lead  to  their  being  closed, 
and  to  a  diminution  of  the  wages  of 
their  workpeople.  Was  it  tolerable — 
was  it  reasonable  for  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  propose  that  this  powerful 
coal  organisation,  which  could  do  so 
much  to  limit  its  own  hours  of  labour, 
should  be  encouraged  to  take  the  further 
step  of  artificially  enhanciug  the  prime 
cost  of  production  ?  The  movement  was 
in  restraint  of  trade  and  inimical  to 
the  best  interests  of  the  conn- 
try.  Foreign  competition  made  it  ne- 
cessary that  our  manufactories  should 
produce  at  the  cheapest  possible  rates, 
and  this  was  not  the  time  when  the 
House  ought  to  give  legislative  support 
to  a  proposal  of  so  momentous  and  extra- 
ordinary a  character.  It  was  no  vision 
but  the  actual  fact,  that  foreign  nations, 
especially  France  and  Germany,  had 
made  enormous  advances  in  competition. 
We  had  now  less  than  half  the  total 
export  of  coal  abroad,  though  it  still 
amounted  to  38,000,000  tons.  We  were 
being  met  in  the  markets  of  the  world, 
especially  in  the  East,  by  new  sources 
of  production,  and  when  we  were  being 
undersold  by  foreign  competitors,  this  was 
not  the  time  to  bring  forward  a  measure 
of  this  description. 

Mr.  woods  :  I  move.  Sir,  that  the 
Question  be  now  put. 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  not  the  half- 
hour  yet. 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  said,  he  had  no 
wish  to  talk  out  the  Bill  or  to  take  any 
mean  advantage  of  the  hon.  Member,  and 
concluded  his  renuu'ks  Irr  ^uvJ^uf  ^ho 
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House,  tQ  the  interest  of  the  great  in- 
dustries of  the  countrf,  not  to  assent  to 
a  proposal  of  this  abnonnsl  and  extra- 
ordinary  character. 

Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON 

g'ower  Hamlets,  Stepney)  rose  to  move 
e  adjoamment  of  the  Debate,  bnt  at  the 
same  moment-— — 

Mr.  BoBT  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  pat." 

Question,  "  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,*'  pat,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  the 
word  *  now  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  281  ; 
Noes  194.— (Division  List,  No.  34.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

PUBLIC  LIBRAETB8  CSCOTLAND)  BILI* 
(No.  171.1 
SECOND  READINQ. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.) 
moved  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill, 
which  he  said  was  only  to  assimilate  the 
law  of  Scotland  to  the  law  of  Eng- 
land, and  was  supported  by  all  Parties 
for  giving  power  to  Town  Councils  to 
adopt  the  Public  Libraries  Act. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (3/r.  Dalziel.) 

Mb.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  S.) 
said,  last  year  it  was  found  necessary  at 
the  Irish  Office  to  recast  an  Irish  Bill  for 
tiie  same  purpose. 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Tbevblyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  said,  the  Bill  in  no  way  in- 
validated the  proceedings  which  at  pre- 
sent would  he  taken  under  the  Public 
Libraries  Act.  Its  object  was  simply  to 
assimilate  tlic  taw  of  Scotland  to  tbat  of 
England,  and  it  imposed  no  additional 
rate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 

MKTEOPOLITAN  POLICE  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  BILL.— (No.  147.) 
Bead  Uie  third  time,  and  passed. 
Sir  J.  FerguMton 


COMMONS  BILL.— (No.  39.) 
Order  for  Committee  read,  and-  dis- 
charged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

PUBLIC  PBTITIOyS  COMMITTEE. 

Third  Report  brought  up,  and  read ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  he  printed. 

WATS  AKD  MEANS — FINANCE  BILL. 

Besolation  [24th  April]  reported,  and  agreed 
to,— [See  psfte  1239.  j 
Ordered,  That  it  be  a  farther  iDstmction  to 

the  Gentlemen  appointed  to  prepare  and  bring 
in  a  Bill  upon  the  ResolutioDB  reported  from  the 
Committ«e  of  Ways  and  Means  on  the  17th 
instant,  and  then  agreed  to  by  the  House,  that 
they  do  make  proviBion  therein  paisnant  to  the 
said  Resolution. 
Bill  pres^ted.  and  read  fint  time.  [Bill  190.] 

statute  law  revision  bills,  &0, 
(joint  committee).' 

Lords  Message  [24th  April]  requestli:^  this 
House  to  nominate  an  additional  Member  to  the 
Joint  Committee  of  Lends  and  Cmnmons  on 
Statute  Law  Revision  BiUa  and  Consolidation 
Bills,  for  the  consideration  of  the  Mercliant 
Shipping  Bill,  considered. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  [ap- 
pointed by  this  House  to  join  with  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  by  the  Lords  on  Statute  Law 
Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills]  do 
consist  of  Seven  Members. 

Ordered,  That  Sir  Edward  Hill  be  added  to 
the  Committee  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Merchant  Shipping  BiU. 

Ordered,  That  a  Mess^  be  sent  to  the  Lords 
to  acquaint  them  that  this  House  has  nominated 
an  additional  Member  to  the  Conmiittee,  as 
requested  by  the  Lords.— (.1/r.  T.  E,  EtHt.) 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  asked 
what  would  be  the  course  of  Business, 
and  whether  any  statement  would  be 
made  to-morrow  ? 

The  parliamentary  SECRE- 
TARY  TO  the  treasury  (Mr.  T.  E. 
Ellis,  Merionethshire)  said,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  to-morrow 
make  a  statement  with  regard  to  the 
Business  for  next  week.  Tho  Motion 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Scotch  Grand 
Committee  would  be  further  considered 
at  the  Morning  Sitting  on  Friday. 

Hoose  adjourned  at  two  minutes 
Jteton  Six  o'dodc 
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HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Thursday,  26th  April  1894. 


INDIA  (LEGTSLATIVB  COUNCILS). 
ADDBESS  FOS  A  RETURN. 

k 

Viscount  CROSS  :  My  Lords,  I  see 
J  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
^  in  his  plnce,  and  I  desire  to  ask  him 
^  whether  he  will  lay  before  thia  House  a 
^  Return  which  has  beeu  presented  to  the 
I  other  House  of  Parliament,  showing  the 
«  composition  of  the  several  Legislative 
I  Conucils  ia  India,  and  comprising  ex- 
••  tracts  from  or  copies  of  Papers  showing 
the  Regulations  made  under  the  India 
:|  Councils  Act,  1892,  and  the  method  by 
.s  which  those  Regulations  have  been 
<  carried  into  effect  in  the  several  Pro- 
^  vinces  baring  Legislative  Councils  ? 
A  This,  my  Lords,  is  a  matter  of  consider- 
^  able  importance  and  of  great  interest, 
^  and  I  hope,  therefore,  the  noble  Lord  will 
^     have  no  objection  to  some  Return  being 

1  made  to  this  House,  as  has  been  already 
S     made  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 

^        Address  for— 

2  "  Return,  showing  the  compositioa  of  the 
§  several  Legislative  Ooancils  in  Indift,  and  ex- 
it tracts  or  copiea  of  papers  showing  the  Reg^nla- 
^     tioQB  made  under  Sectioa  1,  Sub-section  (4),  of 

'The  Indian  Councils  Act,  1892,'  and  the 
^  methods  by  which  these  BxgalatUms  have  been 
carried  Into  effect  in  the  several  Provinces  hav- 
lag  L^^tive  Conncils."  ~  (TAe  Viteeuxt 
Crau.') 

I  •The  under  SECRETARY  of 
^  STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Lord  Reay)  : 
■2  There  is  no  objection  to  the  Return  which 
has  been  presented  to  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  being  presented  to  your  Lord- 
ships' House  on  the  Motion  of  the-  noble 
Viscounr. 

Address  agreed  to. 

LAW  OF  INHERITANCE  AMENDMENT 
BILL.— (No.  li.) 

SEOOVD  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  My  Lords,  the  Bill  which 

VOL.  XXIII.  [fourth  series.] 


I  now  asic  your  Lordships  to  read  a 
second  time  will  need  very  little  explana- 
tion from  me,  inasmuch  as  it  is  not  a 
measure  which  i»  new  to  this  House,  but 
has  been  already  more  than  once  under 
your  consideration.  When  I  introduced 
a  Bill  having  the  same  object  during  the 
course  of  the  last  Session  it  was  in  a 
form,  I  believe,  snbstantially  the  same  as 
that  of  the  Bill  which  I  now  present  to 
your  Lordships  ;  but  some  resistance  was 
offered  with  regard  to  the  form  and  shape 
of  the  Bill,  which,  in  my  opinion, 
rendered  it  desirable  to  exclude  the 
possibility  of  all  such  considerations  on 
a  future  occasion.  The  Bill,  therefore, 
which  I  now  ask  your  Lordships  to  read 
a  second  time  is  really  in  the  exact 
form  in  which  the  proposed  change  in 
the  law  was  embodied  in  the  Bill  which 
was  introduced  into  this  House  by  my 
noble  and  learned  Predecessor  in  the  late 
Government  in  1889.  As  .regards  the 
form  of  the  Bill,  therefore,  I  imagine 
that  no  exception  will  be  taken  to  it  on 
the  present  occasion,  and  that  all  I  need, 
deal  with  now  is  its  scope  and  object. 
My  Lords,  the  matter  has  been  frequently 
made  the  subject  of  discussion,  and  more 
than  once  the  opinion  of  the  other  House 
has  beeu  expressed  in  its  favour.  The 
proposal,  is  simply  this  :  that  in  case  of 
a  person  dying  intestate,  the  disposition 
of  his  property  made  by  the  law  should 
be  the  same,  whether  fais  property  be 
real  estate  or  personal  estate.  My 
Lords,  the  object  of  the  proposed  change 
is  this  :  The  disposition  which  the  law 
makes  of  a  man's  personal  estate  is,  I 
apprehend,  solely  because  it  is  thought 
to  be  as  near  as  can  be  judged,  taking 
the  general  run  of  cases,  the  kind  of  dis- 
position which  a  man  acting  reasonably 
would  himself  have  made.  The  Bill 
does  not  propose  to  touch  the  power  of 
disposition  by  any  owner  of  his 
estate;  after  the  Bill  passes  he  may 
dispose  of  it,  whether  by  will  or 
settlement  precisely  as  at  present.  It 
will  touch  no  estate  except  one  the 
owner  of  which  has  not  made  a  dis- 
position of  it  for  himself.  Now,  my 
Lords,  is  the  present  law  a  reasonable 
one  ?  Does  it  make  a  reasonable  aud 
just  disposition,  as  far  as  the  law  can  do 
so,  in  cases  of  iutestacy  ?  Under  the 
present  law  if  a  man  dies  intestate 
possessed  of  real  estate  tlie  whole  of 
it  goes  to  his  eldest  son,  and  no  pro- 
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vision  whatever  is  made  for  his  widow 
and  youuger  children.  The  object  of 
the  present  BUI  is  to  remedy  what  is 
regarded  by  many  as  an  injustice  and  an 
evil.  The  case  in  favour  of  this  Bill 
seems  to  me  to  be  put  in  a  nutshell 
by  the  noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of  the 
OppoBitioD — he  states  it  in  a  single 
sentence,  as  I  will  read  to  your  Lordships 
from  the  records  of  the  House — 

"The  law  did  not  make  for  Intestates  at 
present  the  kind  of  will  which  most  people 
would  be  anxioiu  to  make,  becatue  very  few 
would  wish  to  leave  the  whole  of  their  property 
to  one  son." 

That  is,  in  a  sentence,  the  principle  of 
this  Bill  as  expressed  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess in  regard  to  the  measure  of  1889. 
And,  again,  he  says — 

"  The  Bill  would  in  tJw  case  of  small  estates 
prevent  great  Injustioe ;  and  it  is  in  Ec«ard  to 
small  estates  and  among  the  less  educated 
classes  that  the  existing  law  was  likely  to  come 
into  operaticHu" 

Really  those  sentences  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess contain  the  substance  of  the  whole 
of  my  argument  in  support  of  this  Bill. 
If  it  is  true  that  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
would  be  likely  to  prevent  great  in- 
justice or  to  a  disposition  in  these  cases 
more  nearly  approaching  that  which  a  just 
man  would  bo  likely  to  make,  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  case  for  the  Bill  is  made  out. 
I  quite  agree  that  it  would  be  a 
very  serious  matter  to  touch  the 
power  of  disposition — to  prevent  a  man 
making  such  a  disposition  of  his  pro- 
perty as  he  pleases ;  but  that  is  not  in 
the  slightest  degree  the  question  your 
Lordsliipa  have  to  consider  to-day  ;  the 
only  question  here  is,  where  there  is  no 
such  disposition  what  ought  the  law  to 
provide  ?  Now,  the  law  as  it  at  present 
exists  was  not  really  the  result  of  the 
deliberate  action  of  Parliament,  or  even 
of  a  consideration  of  the  question  by  our 
ancestors,  under  any  state  of  ciroum- 
■  stances  or  conditions  similar  to  thwe 
which  exist  at  the  present  day.  In 
truth,  my  Lords,  the  present  law  is  a 
historical  survival ;  it  is  connected  dis- 
tinctly with  the  feudal  system  ;  but  it 
must  be  recollected  that,  under  the 
present  feudal  system,  the  law  in  its 
operation  was  not  as  unjust  as  it  is  at 
the  present  day.  In  those  days  the  per- 
son who  owned  the  estate  held  originally 
from  the  Crown,  and  was  obliged  to 
bear  considerable  burdens.  He  had,  in 
consideration  of  bis  holding  cer^in  pro- 

Lord  Heraehell 


perty,  to  provide  a  certain  military  force, 
and  to  perform  certain  military  services  ; 
and  those  who  are  familiar  with  the 
writings  upon  that  subject  will  know  that 
it  was  the  practice  in  those  days  for  the 
son  who  came  into  possession  of  the 
estate  not  to  consider  himself  without 
obligation  to  the  rest  of  the  family.  In 
addition  to  that,  the  widow  under  that 
law  became  entitled  to  one-third  as  her 
dower ;  and  in  addition  to  the  obligations 
upon  the  eldest  son  coming  into  the  estate 
the  younger  children  had  to  be  provided 
for  ;  he  not  only  had  to  bear  considerable 
burdens  on  his  own  part,  but  he  had  to 
make  provision  for  the  younger  members 
of  his  family ;  one  would  perhaps 
be  put  into  the  Church,  and  another 
in  command  of  the  forces  which  had 
to  be  raised  upon  the  property.  So  that 
the  operation  of  this  law  cannot  be  said 
to  have  been  at  all  the  same  as  at  pre- 
sent, and  the  injustice  of  such  a  disposi- 
tion of  property  was  at  the  time  largely 
mitigated.  But,  my  Lords,  the  condition 
of  things  has  become  much  changed.  In 
the  present  day — -and  the  practice  has  been 
Increasing  of  late  years — the  working 
classes  have  very  largely  been  induced  to 
invest  their  savings  iu  the  purchase  of 
cottages  and  houses.  The  number  of 
people  who  possess  their  own  houses  has 
Iw^ly  increased.  I  believe  that  the 
country  has  derived  very  great  benefit 
indeed  from  the  fact  that  so  many  people 
have  put  their  savings  into  laud  and 
buildings.  In  that  way  they  have  become 
landowners,  and  that  fact  tends  very 
much  to  the  stability  of  property.  The 
result  has  undoubtedly  been  beneficial. 
But  then  you  have  in  this  class  a  number 
of  persons  with  whom  intestacy  is  by  no 
means  uncommon  or  unlikely  to  happen ; 
and  in  cases  where  a  man  leaves  behind 
only  two  or  three  houses  of  which  he  has 
become  the  owner,  the  whole  of  his 
savings  go  to  the  one  son,  and  the  wife 
and  yonnger  children  are  left  absolutely 
without  provision.  As  I  have  already 
said,  in  old  times  the  wife  would  have 
been  entitled  to  her  dower  ;  but  owing  to 
difficulties  of  title  arising  from  the 
existence  of  rights  of  dower,  a  practice 
came  into  existence  which  proved  very 
unfortunate  in  all  cases  of  succession,  of 
barring  such  rights  to  dower.  So  that 
the  wife  may  be  said  tor  many  years  past 
to  have  had  no  dower  in  cases  where 
land  has  been  purchased  in  that  way. 
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Therefore,  as  I  have  pointed  out,  the 
reiult  has  been  that  wbilst  you  hare  a 
number  of  small  proprietors  created,  yoa 
have,  in  the  case  of  those  persons  who 
die  iuteatate,  no  provision  for  the  wife  or 
children.  That,  tay  Lords,  is,  I  think, 
an  extremely  undesirable  state  of  things, 
and  points  to  tbe  iojuatice  referred  to  by 
the  noble  Marquess  in  the  speech  to 
which  I  have  referred.  It  has  been 
suggested  that  there  are  very  few  of 
those  cases  of  intestacy,  au'd  that  there  is 
no  grievance  to  be  remedied.  It  is,  of 
course,  a  difficult  thing  to  ascertain  the 
nnmbCT  of  cases  in  which  people  possessed 
of  real  estate  die  intestate.  There  are  no 
means,  as  fax  as  I  am  aware  of,  of  arriving 
at  the  figures  with  regard  to  it.  It  is 
certain  that  a  great  number  of  people  die 
intestate  ;  that,  of  course,  may  be  taken 
positively  to  be  tbe  fact,  and  is  capable 
of  easy  proof.  But  whether  those  per- 
sons who  die  intestate  were  owners  of 
real  property  is  not  capable  of  proof, 
because  there  is  no  method  by  which  it 
would  become  publicly  known.  But 
thore  is  no  reason  to  suppose  that  those 
who  are  possessed  of  small  portions  of 
land  less  frequently  die  intestate  than 
thosepossessedof  personalty  only.  There 
is,  I  think,  some  evidence  in  the  contrary 
direction.  The  subject  pressed  itself  very 
much  on  my  notice  when  I  was  a  Law 
Officer  from  1880  to  1885.  Your  Lord- 
ships are,  of  course,  aware  that  when  a 
man  dies  intestate,  without  leaving  auy 
relatives — which  happens  rarely  except 
in  cases  of  iUe^timaoy — the  property 
escheats  to  the  Crown  ;  but  it  has  been 
the  practice  to  entertain  appeals  made 
to  the  Treasnry  by  blood  relations, 
though  not  recognised  by  law,  and  to 
consider  what  portion,  if  any,  of  the 
property  should  be  given  up  to  them. 
Those  cases  all  come  before  the  Law 
Officers  for  advice.  In  every  year  several 
cases  came  before  me  in  which  men 
had  died  intestate,  leaving  some  estate, 
generally  real  property.  Is  there  any 
reason  to  suppose  that  they  would  be 
less  likely  to  make  wills  than  the  rest  of 
the  community  ?  Certainly  not — quite 
the  contrary;  because  it  is  diffionlt  to 
snppose  that  a  man  who  has  been  looking 
mer  and  taking  care  of  those  who  are 
his  relations,  in  life,  would  desire  that 
they  should  get  nothing  and  the  Crown 
take  all  upon  his  death.  Yet  I  cannot 
conceive  that  they  toe  more  likely  to  make 


wills  than  the  rest  of  the  commnnity,  and 
if  there  be  such  cases  as  I  have  alluded  to 
overy  year  of  persons  dying  intestate  who 
are  illegimate,  it  surely  tends  strongly 
to  show  that  tbe  total  number  of  cases 
ia  iwhioh  persons  owning  real  property 
do  not  make  wills  must  be  very  consider- 
able. It  has  been  said  that  in  the  present 
day  it  is  easy  to  make  a  will,  and  that 
nobody  has  any  excuse  for  not  making 
one.  That  may  be  perfectly  true  ;  and 
yet,  after  all,  a  great  number  of  people 
do  not  make  wills,  and  how  does  that 
come  about  ?  Well,  in  all  classes,  one 
may  say,  there  is  a  tendency  in  hnmMi 
nature  to  put  off  that  whidi  we  think 
we  can  do  at  any  time.  People  are 
prone  to  consider  the  hour  of  their  de- 
parture from  the  world  as  not  near  at 
hand  ;  they  think  there  will  be  ample 
time  to  make  a  will,  and  consequently  no 
people  who  have  auy  idea  or  notion  of 
doing  so,  nevertheless,  baving  made  no 
will,  die  intestate.  Especially  is  this 
likely  to  be  the  case  witli  those  who  are 
not  of  the  rank  of  your  Lordships,  but  in 
humbler  stations  of  life.  It  is  a  serious 
matter  to  them  to  incur  the  burden  of  a 
lawyer's  bill,  so  that  the  class  with 
regard  to  whom  the  present  law  operates 
most  hardly  iu  the  case  of  intestacy  is 
just  the  class  who  are  most  likely  to  die 
intestate.  That  was  the  view  adopted 
by  the  noble  Marquess  when  he  said  tbat 
it  was  in  the  case  of  owners  of  tbe  smaller 
estates  and  the  least  educated  class  that 
the  existing  law  was  more  likely  to  come 
into  operation.  I  entirely  concur  in  the 
view  so  expressed.  I  do  not  intend  to 
trouble  your  Lordships  with  farther 
obso'Tationg  on  this  Bill.  I  regret  to 
see  that  the  noble  Duke  is  about  to  make 
objections.  Of  course,  if  this  Bill  only 
dealt  with  those  who  are  in  the  position 
of  your  Lordships,  I  admit  it  would  not 
be  necessary  at  all.  I  imagine  the 
number  of  those  who  sit  in  this  House 
and  who  succeed  to  estates  by  reason  of 
intestacy  is  extremely  small.  Every- 
body wUl  admit  that  large  estates  pass,  as 
a  general  rule,  either  by  will  or  by  settle- 
ment. The  class  who  will  be  beneficially 
afiected  by  the  proposed  change  in  the 
law  are  not  those  represented  in  your 
Lordships^  House,  but  those  in  much 
humbler  stations  of  life.  Kow  T  would 
ask  your  Lordships  seriously  to  pause 
before  you  reject  a  measure  which  had 
the  sanction  <Kf  the  late  Government,  and 
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which,  therefore,  oanoot  be  said  to  be  in 
any  Beose  a  Party  measure,  from  any 
ooDsideratioDS  that  it  would  he  likely  to 
affect,  though,  as  I  venture  to  suggest, 
erroneously,  any  Members  of  this  House. 
I  submit  that  it  is  our  bounden  duty,  aud 
only  wisdom,  to  look  at  the  matter  as  it 
touches  the  seotimeuts  of  the  people  at 
large.  When  this  measure  was  before 
your  Lordships  iu  1889  one  noble  Lord 
suggested  that  it  would  be  well  to  wait 
uutil  such  a  measure  came  up  to  us  from 
the  other  House,  and  on  that  occasion,  I 
think,  the  noble  Marquess  opposite  or  the 
noble  Earl  (Lord  Cranbrook)  strongly 
protested  against  that  view,  and  pointed 
out  that  we  ought  in  this  House  to  take 
notice  of  altered  circumstances  and  the 
changing  tendencies  and  uurrents  of 
thought,  and  that  we  ought  not  to  be 
forced  into  reform  by  the  stimulus  of 
measures  coming  from  the  other  House. 
It  would  be  moat  unfortunate  if  we  should 
seem  in  1894  to  be  even  less  prepared 
than  we  were  in  1889  to  make  this  de- 
sirable change  in  the  law.  For  these 
reasons  X  ask  your  Lordships  to  read  the 
Bill  a  second  time. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2"." 
— (JChe  Lord  Chancellor.) 

The  Duke  of  NORFOLK  rose  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
that  day  six  months.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  expressed  regret  that 
this  notice  had  been  given,  and  had 
pointed  out  that  the  Bill  would  not  disas- 
trously affect  any  Member  of  that  House. 
In  taking  that  step  be  was  not  animated 
by  any  fear  that  Uieir  Lordships  would 
not  be  able  to  take  such  measurea  as  they 
might  think  best  to  protect  Uiemselves. 
The  difficulty,  however,  in  dealing  with 
the  question  appeared  to  be  that  every 
argument  which  could  be  brought  to 
bear  in  favour  of  the  proposed  change 
seemed  to  be  effectually  counterbalanced 
by  other  arguments  which  told  in  an 
opposite  direction.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  the  measure  reversed  what 
had  been  for  centuries  the  settled  law  of 
the  country,  and  probably  many  of  their 
Lordships  had  come  to  listen  to  what 
was  the  great  need  for  so  momentous  a 
change.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  the  Woolsack  had  completely  failed 
to  bring  forward  any  kind  of  proof  that 
the  existing  law  was  responsible  in  any 
large  degree  for  cases  of  hardship,  and 
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there  was  no  possible  state  of  the  law 
which  might  not,  iu  particular  instances, 
produce  some  hardship.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  told  them  that  in 
the  past  the  law  did  not  work  nnfairly, 
because  when  real  estate  was  left  or 
devolved  upou  an  eldest  sou  he  invariably 
understood  his  responsibility,  and  took 
care  that  his  family  did  not  suffer  any 
hardship.  But  no  attempt  had  been  made 
to  show  that  eldest  sons  in  the  present 
day  were  less  true  to  their  responsibili- 
ties than  the  eldest  sous  of  a  past  genera- 
tion. That  being  so,  their  Lordshipa 
might  very  well  consider  that  until  some 
tangible  case  had  been  made  out  there 
was  no  occasion  to  alter  the  existing  law. 
ThOTe  was,  be&ides,  a  widespread  danger 
which  had  to  be  looked  in  the  face  if 
this  Bill  was  carried.  Of  recent  years  the 
Legislature  had  been  very  anxious  to 
encourage  people  to  possess  real  pro- 
perty and  to  increase  the  number  of 
email  owners  of  land  in  the  country.  If 
these  small  owners  invested  everything 
they  had  in  land  and  did  not  make  any 
will,  then  the  difficulty  of  which  the 
Lord  Chancellor  had  spoken  would 
arise  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  by  the 
proposed  cliaugc  the  whole  policy 
of  the  Legislature  iu  this  directioa 
would  he  defeated.  This,  again,  waa 
was  the  same  point  in  another  form.  In 
the  case  of  small  holdings  the  law  would 
step  in,  and  it  was  clear  the  same  thing 
might  occur  ad  infinitum  on  the  death  of 
persons  leaving  small  properties  behind 
tbem.  That  would  cause  considerable 
difficulty,  and  would  raise  a  great  ques- 
tion how  property  so  situated  should  be 
disposed  of,  and  some  day  their  Lord- 
ships might  have  to  come  down  to  that- 
House  and  provide  some  effectual  aud 
far-reaching  maehinery  to  deal  with  that 
difficulty.  It  had  been  said  that  a  Bilk 
which  tended  to  break  up  luge  estates 
was  for  the  encouragement  of  small  hold- 
ings, but  be  could  not  admit  that  waa 
the  case.  Large  estates  would  continue 
to  grow,  while  the  small  holdings  would 
pass  away.  Was  it  so  clear  that  people 
wished  smalt  properties  to  go  in  that 
way,  and  did  they  dread  so  much  as  had 
beeu  represented  real  estate  passing 
into  the  hands  of  one  bolder  ?  The  ten- 
dency of  the  public  mind  on  the  sub- 
ject was  shown  by  what  was  going  on 
in  Kent,  where  the  custom  of  gavel- 
kind was  not  found  to  be  popular. 
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and  was  quickly  passiDg  away.  If 
their  Lordebips  thought,  on  the  whole, 
at  was  well  to  encoarage  the  creatiou  of 
small  estates  in  land,  then  it  certsinly 
«eemed  undesirable  to  make  the  change 
in  the  law  contemplated  by  the  present 
Bill,  it  had  been  asked  what  does  it 
signify,  and  it  had  been  urged  that  if 
people  desired  to  proceed  in  this  way 
tbey  could  always  do  it — that,  in  fact, 
they  conld  dodge  the  law  by  making 
wills.  He  did  not  think  it  was  desirable 
that  the  law  should  be  set  at  variaDce 
with  custom  in  this  matter,  and  he  was 
opposed  to  any  change  unless  good 
cause  was  shown  for  it.  Did  they  or  did 
they  not  wish  that  the  policy  of  keeping 
large  estates  in  the  hands  of  single 
owners  should  be  perpetuated  P  Of 
course,  be  quite  understood  that  some 
noble  Lords,  who  thought  the  system 
based  ou  primogeniture  an  evil,  would 
take  an  opposite  view  in  this  matter ; 
but  he  trusted  that  the  knowledge 
possessed  of  what  went  on  at  present 
and  of  public  feeling  as  regarded  the 
present  custom,  would  induce  them  not 
to  make  the  proposed  change.  No  doubt 
there  was  much  to  be  said  on  both 
sides,  but  the  burden  of  proof  lay  with 
those  who  asked  their  Lordships  to 
take  a  step  which,  once  taken,  could 
not  be  retraced,  and  he  therefore  asked 
the  House  to  pause  before  assenting  to 
the  principle  of  this  Bill,  and  to  support 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
("  now ")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  ("this  day  six  months.") — {^The 
Duke  0/  Norfolk.) 

The  Marql-ess  of  SALISBURY  : 
As  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  was 
kind  enough  to  allude  to  mo,  I  shall  do 
what  I  should  not  otherwise  have  done 
— that  is,  follow  my  noble  Friend.  The 
Doble  and  learned  Lord  appears  to 
imagine  that  when  a  great  and  large 
scheme  is  produced  bdore  the  House 
he  is  at  liberty  to  take  one  pjirticnhir 
clause  out  of  that  scheme,  neglecting 
and  putting  aside  all  the  rest,  and  to 
say  to  us,  "  You  are  bound  to  assent 
Co  the  fragmentary  clause,  because  you 
assented  to  the  scheme  as  a  whole."  I 
eanoot  admit  that  argument  at  all. 
This  clause  was  introduced  into  the 
Bill  of  1889  for  the  purpose,  as  we  were 


told  by  the  lawyers,  of  making  a  neoee- 
Bsry  change  of  machinery  essential  to 
the  working  of  the  larger  scheme — a 
scheme  which  we  thought  would  be  highly 
beneficial  both  to  the  public  at  large 
and  to  the  owners  of  landed  property. 
But  it  is  not  merely  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  has  taken  one 
particular  oircnmstance  oat  of  a  large 
scheme  and  asked  us  to  adopt  it  by  itself 
without  any  consideration  of  the  other 
provisions  which  might  modify  or  qualify 
its  action.  He  has  taken  no  notice  of 
sundry  differences  of  circumstance  which 
attach  to  that  proposal  and  to  the  pro- 
posal which  be  makes.  At  the  time 
when  that  Bill  was  dropped  we  had  in- 
troduced provisions  to  meet  what,  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  larger  proprietors, 
is  the  great  danger  and  evil  of  the  noble 
Lord's  scheme.  I  entirely  admit  that  for 
all  educated  men  it  matters  very  little, 
as  a  rule,  whether  this  law  or  the  other 
as  to  intestacy  shall  prevail,  because 
their  estates  pass  almost  invariably  by 
settlement  or  by  will.  Bnt  there  is  a 
case  when  they  cannot  pass  by  settlement 
or  by  will,  and  that  is  the  case  where  the 
tenant  for  life  is  incapacitated  from 
making  any  settlement  or  will — where 
the  tenant  for  life  is  an  infaitt  or  an  idiot 
or  a  Innatic.  There  is  nothing  in  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  which  in  such  a 
case  will  in  the  future  save  an  estate 
from  being  divided  or  broken  up. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  Nor  was  there  iu  the  Bill 
of  the  noble  Marquess. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
We  had  introiluced  some  clauses  at  the 
time  the  Bill  was  dropped,  and  it  bad 
been  fully  announced  that  it  was  our 
intention  to  make  that  point  safe  before 
the  Bill  passed  iuto  law.  The  uoble  and 
learned  Lord  Itehind  me  (Lord  Hatsbury) 
brought  up  two  clauses  for  the  purpose. 
It  would  be  a  very  serious  hardship  in 
many  a  case  where,  though  it  is  the  sense 
of  the  whole  family  that  the  estate  should 
pass  to  the  eldest  son,  yet,  in  spite  of 
that  general  consent,  it  is  broken  up  hj 
the  Statute  of  Distributions,  because  the 
heir  who  would  inherit  under  this  Bill  is 
a  man  who,  being  an  infant  or  l>eing  a 
lunatic,  is  incapable  of  making  a  will. 
It  seems  to  me  that  is  a  great 
hardship,  and  no  Bill  for  this  pur- 
pose wfaatever  can  be  accepted  which 
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does  not  make  provisiou  for  that  danger. 
Bat  there  are  other  oircomstanoeB  -which 
have  changed,  of  which  the  noble  Lord 
took  no  account.  He  told  us  that  the 
great  hardship  in  cases  of  intestacy  was 
that  the  wife  and  the  younger  children 
were  left  entirely  unprovided  for.  I 
think,  in  the  case  of  the  uneducated  class 
—the  poor  class — with  respect  to  whom 
the  question  of  intestacy  almost  ex- 
clusively arises,  the  great  and  the  most 
serious  hardship  certainlyt  is  in  the  case 
of  the  wife.  There  is  no  doubt  that  in- 
testacy which  leaves  her  entirely  without 
provision  is  a  very  serious  hanlship  in- 
deed. I  am  not  saying  that  the  younger 
children  are  entirely  without  cause  of 
complaint,  but  they,  at  all  events,  have 
usually  means  of  making  their  way  in 
the  world,  and  they  do  not  necessarily 
trust  to  such  provision  for  their  support. 
But  for  the  wife  the  hardship  is  great 
indeed.  Since  tbe  date  of  the  BUI  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  referred  there  has 
passed  and  become  law  a  Bill  by  which, 
U  an  estate,  real  and  personal  together, 
does  not  exceed  £600  and  there  are  no 
'  children,  that  passes  to  the  wife.  There- 
fore a  great  evil,  one  of  the  great  in- 
justices which  the  noble  Lord  pointed 
out,  is  already  prevented  by  a  Statute 
which  has  passed  since  that  time.  That 
is  not  the  only  change  in  tbe  law  that  has 
taken  place.  There  is  another  change 
which,  to  my  mind,  is  most  significant  and 
important.  In  IH91  Parliament,  depart- 
ing from  all  the  old  traditions  and  lessons 
of  State  craft  in  that  respect,  passed,  for 
reasons  which  I  think  exceedingly  good, 
measures  for  encouraging  the  purchase 
and  ownership  of  smul  estates  by  poor 
men,  by  men  of  the  working  class.  I 
regard  that  as  a  y«ry  salutary  measure  if 
it  can  be  brought  into  operation — a  very 
salutary  measure,  not  bo  much  for  the 
benefit  of  the  men  themselves,  although 
I  think  it  will  be  beneficial  to 
them,  but  beneficial  to  the  public  as 
rendering  a  much  larger  class  of 
people  interested  in  landed  pro- 
perty and  in  the  general  security  of 
{ffoperty  and  the  tDstitntions  of  the 
coontry.  That  is  a  measure  which  I 
heartily  hope  may  ultimately  bear  fmit. 
I  am  well  aware  that  do  such  measure 
can  bear  fruit  immediately.  Some  timo 
must  elapse  before  it  is  brought  to  the 
knowledge  of  those  whom  it  concerns ; 
some  time  must  elapse  before  they  can 
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be  drawn  away  &om  their  ohl  habits  in 
that  respect,  and  can  be  induced  to 
undertake  a  manner  of  life  which  to 

many  of  them  is  entirely  new.  But  if 
it  can  be  done  it  will  be  an  achievement 
of  which  the  Parliament  of  1891  may 
well  be  proud.  But  what  are  you  doing 
□ow  ?  There  is  no  doubt  that  this  is 
the  very  class  who  are  most  likely  to  be 
intestate.  They  are  to  a  very  greet 
extent,  though  happily  to  a  diminishing 
extent,  an  uneducated  class,  and  they 
are  more  likely  than  any  other  to  omit  to 
make  their  wills.  If  they  do  not  make 
their  wills,  and  this  Bill  passes,  the  land 
which  by  so  much  trouble,  and  even  at 
so  much  cost,  has  been  made  into  a 
peasant  proprietary  must  be  sold.  There 
is  noiother  way  of  dividing  its  value  among 
the  family,  and  therefore,  as  fast  as  by 
the  operation  of  the  law  of  1891  you  are 
creatiug  peasant  properties  which  you 
have  determined  to  be  of  great  value  to 
tbe  people  and  to  tbe  country,  so  by  this 
law  as  fast  as  these  proprieties  are  left 
intestate  will  they  be  sold  in  order  that 
the  value  may  be  divided  among  Uie 
family,  and  they  will  be  laj^ed  up  by 
tbe  great  estates  near  them.  That  seems 
to  me  to  be  a  most  irrational  policy. 
There  is  no  call  for  this  Bill ;  there  is  no 
great  grievance  which  demands  it ;  there- 
fore there  is  no  reason  why  you  should 
not  allow  this  great  experiment,  which 
you  have  resolved  to  tiy  a  fair  time,  to 
be  put  to  the  test  of  experience  so 
that  we  may  know  whether  it  will 
succeed  or  fail.  Do  not  strike  down 
the  plant  you  have  put  into  the  gronndy 
and  to  which  you  have  given  so  much 
care,  before  it  has  been  two  years  grow- 
ing. You  are  reversing,  in  effect,  the 
policy  of  the  Parliament  of  1891  ;  you 
are  destroying  a  great  benefit  to  the  in- 
stitutions of  the  country  which  you  con- 
gratulated yourselves  would  result  in 
increasing  the  number  of  peasant  pro- 
perties. As  fast  as  you  create  peasant 
properties  by  that  Act,  you  diminish 
them  by  the  operation  of  this  Bill,  and 
therefore  it  appears  to  me  that  the  Mo- 
tion of  tbe  noble  and  learned  Lord  is 
inopportune,  that  it  is  demanded  bj 
no  great  public  advantage,  that  it  is 
not  needed  to  remedy  any  great  knowD 
public  evil,  and  that  it  will  diminish  one 
of  tbe  most  valuable  and  one  of  the 
most  hopeful  reforms  ever  passed  bj 
Parliament. 
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The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY AND  LORD  PRESIDENT  of 
THE  COUNCIL  (The  Earl  of  Rosebery)  : 
ilj  Lords,  I  have  listeued  with  great 
attentioa  to  the  speech  of  the  nobie  Duke 
and  the  Doble  Marquess  iu  the  hope  of 
fiadiug  out  some  intelligible  basis  for  the 
rejectioo  of  the  moderate  and  reasonable 
{HVposal  of  my  noble  and  learned  Friend. 
I  confess  I  have  met  with  some  dis- 
appointment. My  noble  Friend  the 
noble  Duke,  whom  I  alwaja  hear  with 
such  pleasure  both  here  and  in  another 
place,  set  forth  with  great  moderation 
the  reasons  which  animated  him  on  this 
occasion.  Ue  said  there  was  no  appre- 
hension on  behalf  of  the  large  properties 
in  which  your  Lordships  are  supposed 
to  be  mainly  interested,  because  your 
Lordships  will  be  able  and  willing 
to  make  testamentary  dispositions. 
We  then  come  to  the  smaller  class 
who,  I  supposed,  BO  far  as  they  are 
poBsessed  of  intelligence  and  education, 
would  be  equally  willing  to  make  testa- 
mentary dispositions  to  guide  the  disposal 
of  their  property  after  their  death, 
because  the  noble  Duke  will  not  forget 
that,  however  small  the  property,  it  is 
not  the  lesH  precious  to  the  peasant 
proprietor  than  his  own  possessions. 
As  we,  therefore,  may  take  it  for  granted 
that  both  the  large  and  the  small  pro- 
prietor who  possess  intelligence  and 
education  will  provide  for  the  disposition 
of  their  property  after  death,  we  have  to 
look  for  some  further  and  more  remote 
reason  for  the  rejection  of  this  Bill.  That 
reason  appears  to  be  the  case  of  the  illi- 
terate small  holder,  and  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  I  am  not  aware  that  any  want 
of  education  is  always  accompanied  by 
any  want  of  consideration  for  the  main 
chance  and  the  care  of  property.  We  are 
then,  to  come  to  the  argument  that  the 
illiterate  small  holders — I  do  not  know 
how  many  there  are,  but  there  cannot  be 
a  great  number — are  the  persons  whom 
it  is  desirable  to  protect  iu  this  way. 
The  noble  Marquess  disregards  altogether 
any  apprehension  to  be  based  on  the  risk 
of  leaving  the  widow  unprovided  for. 
He  says  that  a  recent  measure  has  pro- 
vided for  the  widow  in  cases  of  property 
which  amounts  to  £.500  and  less,  but  in 
his  argument  he  entirely  overlooked  any 
consideration  arising  in  regard  to  the 
younger  children  of  the  illiterate  pro- 
prietor.   We  are  narrowing  down  the 


issue  exceedingly  close.     It  therefore 

come  to  this — that  the  uoble  Marquess 
is  making  his  protest  against  the  Bill, 
not  on  behalf  of  any  large  or  considerable 
class,  not  on  behalf  of  any  abstract  prin- 
ciples of  justice,  but  on  behalf  of  the 
eldest  son  of  the  illiterate  peasant  pro- 
prietor. Now,  I  venture  to  Bay  that  is 
an  exceedingly  narrow  ground  to  go  upon. 
The  noble  Marquess  spurns  his  own  Bill. 
He  says — "  You  take  a  principle  out  of 
my  Bill,  but  it  is  unaccompanied  by  a 
valuaUe  provision  which  would  have 
protected  us  against  the  evil  provisions 
of  my  own  Bill."  I  do  not  know  how 
far  we  are  bound  never  to  consider  any 
clause  in  any  Bill  apart  from  the  other 
provisions  which  accompany  it ;  but  that 
is  the  naked  and  intelligible  proposition. 
But  if  the  present  proposal  is  a  had  or 
unjust  one,  I  will  not  pay  the  noble 
Marquess  the  bad  compliment  of  sup- 
posing that  he  would  have  consented  to 
include  it  in  his  Bill  on  that  occasion. 
On  the  last  occasion  when  the  BUI 
was  before  your  Lordships*  House 
the  noble  Marquess  said  he  did 
not  exactly  know  the  safeguards 
with  which  it  would  be  accompanied, 
because  his  legal  conscience  was  at  that 
moment  at  San  Remo  ;  but  I  am  glad  to 
see  that  that  legal  conscience  is  now 
present,  and  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Halsbury)  has  supplied  the  fact 
that  by  two  invaluable  clauses  he  would 
have  diminished  the  evil  effect  of  the 
Bill  wbicli  he  had  himself  introduced* 
Now,  my  Lords,  I  venture  to  think  that, 
in  dealing  with  so  Iwrge  a  principle  as 
this,  incorporated  by  iBTer  Majesty's  latO' 
Advisers  in  a  Bill  of  their  own,  you  must 
go  on  much  broader  grounds  than  have 
been  advanced  by  either  the  noble  Duke 
or  the  noble  Marquess  fur  the  rejection 
of  this  Bill.  What  I  greatly  fear  is  that  thfr 
reasons  that  have  been  given  for  its  re- 
jection will  not  be  taken  by  the  public 
at  large  to  be  the  real  reasons  that 
animate  you  on  this  occasion.  They 
will  not  believe  in  tlie  self-denying  de- 
claration  that  it  is  not  ou  account  of  your 
own  properties  that  you  are  unwilling  to 
pass  this  Bill.  They  will  not,  I  fear, 
give  credit  to  the  phantom  of  the  un- 
happy eldest  son  of  the  illiterate  peasant 
proprietor  ;  but  I  am  afraid  they  will 
suspect  some  deeper  and  larger  motive, 
with  a  view  to  prevent  the  assimilation 
of  the  law  with  respect  to  the  disposition 
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in  cases  of  intestacy  of  real  and  persona! 
property.  There  is  one  argument  I  have 
omitted  which  I  admit  has'some  weight. 
The  noble  Marquees  said  there  was  one 
class  that  would  not  be  covered  by  this 
Bill,  and  upon  whom  some  injustice 
might  be  worked — the  class  of  infants 
and  lunatics.  But  that  is  not  a  reason 
for  rejecting  the  Bill ;  It  is  a  matter  for 
Committee  and  farth«-  oonsideratiou.  If 
the  noble  Marquess  biitigs  forward  any 
clause  dealing  with  that  particular  aspect 
of  the  matter— either  the  two  invaluable 
clauses  which  seem  to  have  lapsed  into 
oblivion  or  any  other  clause  which  he 
thinks  more  fitted  to  redress  the  evi!  he 
has  himself  proposed — I  can  assure 
him  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  be  prepared  to  give  it  their  best 
consideration.  I  must  say  that  I 
think  this  is  a  larger  question  than 
either  the  noble  Duke  or  the  noble 
Marquess  has  professed  to  think 
it.  it  is«  perhaps,  a  principle  which 
has  not  a  very  large  operation,  but 
it  is  one  of  those  priuciples  which  in  the 
abstract,  at  auy  rate,  appeal  with  great 
force  of  justice  to  the  public  mind  of  the 
country.  If,  then,  your  Lordships  think 
the  Bill  will — even  if  it  should  have  no 
great  operation — if  you  believe  that  iu 
the  main  any  evil  such  as  is  apprehended 
in  consequence  of  the  act  of  any  illiterate 
proprietor  may  be  averted — I  would  im- 
plore you  not  to  put  yourselves  before  the 
country  this  evening  in  the  position  of 
once  more  resisting  the  establishment  of 
the  simple  and  rational  principle  involved 
in  this  proposal.  Last  year  it  was  only 
by  three,  four,  or  five  votes  that  you  re- 
jected tt  Bill  for  (he  abolition  of  what  is 
popularly  called  primogeniture.  I  do  not 
know  to  what  figure  the  majority  may  be 
swollen  on  this  occasion,  but  if  it  be  20 
times  greater  than  that  of  last  year,  I  do 
not  believe  that  you  will  be  acting  wisely 
in  the  interests  either  of  this  House,  of 
your  own  order,  or  of  the  land,  of  which 
you  are  the  special  protectors,  in  re- 
peating the  course  von  then  pursued. 

Lord  HALSBL'RY  :  My  Lords.  I 
propose  to  add  a  very  few  words  of  com- 
ment on  what  has  just  been  said  by  the 
Prime  Minister.  But  before  I  come  to 
the  particular  matters  to  which  he  has 
called  attention,  I  cannot  but  say  that 
one  becomes  a  little  sick  of  the  constant 
veiled  threat  that  your  Lordships  ought 
not  to  do  what  you  think  right,  as  it  may 
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be  supposed  by  the  public  you  are  acting 
in  the  interests  of  the  class  to  which  you 
belong.  I  think  we  are  tolerably  familiar 
now  with  the  kind  of  peroration  which 
warns  your  Lordships  that  yourselves 
and  your  House  will  bo  endangered  if 
you  act  according  to  what  you  believe  to 
beright,  and  do  not  at  once  comply  with  any 
popular  demand.  The  noble  E^rl  opposite 
might,  I  think,  have  foregone  bis  sneer  at 
the  "invaluable  clauses  "be  has  referred 
to  as  having  lapsed  into  oblivion.  I  am 
not  aware  that  they  were  invaloable 
clauses  ;  but  with  regard  to  their  having 
lapsed  into  oblivion,  I  may  tell  the  noble 
Lord  that  it  was  because  of  an  apparent 
imperfection  in  those  clauses  that  the 
measure  failed.  It  was  the  absence  of  a 
sufficient  belief  in  the  minds  of  noble 
Lords  in  the  efficacy  of  the  Bill  in  pro- 
viding sufficiently  for  the  cases  of  infants 
and  lunatics  which  caused  the  Bill  to  be 
withdrawn  at  the  last  stage  in  conse- 
quence of  the  opposition  it  received. 

The  Earl  op  ROSEBERY  :  I  do 
□ot  wish  to  interrupt  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord.  I  only  wish  to  say  that 
I  used  the  expression  "  oblivion  "  not  in 
any  sneering  spirit,  but  because  I  ob- 
served that  he  himself  had  to  remind  the 
uoble  Marquess  of  their  existence. 

Lord  HALSBURY  :  It  is  not  worth 
while  pursuing  the  matter,  but  I  used 
the  term  "sneering"  as  applying  not  to 
the  clauses  having  fallen  into  oblivion, 
but  to  their  valuable  character. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY :  They 
were  stated  to  be  invaluable  to  the  Bill. 

Lord  HALSBURY :  On  the  con- 
trary, they  caused  the  wrecking  of  the 
Bill.  However,  these  matters  seem  to 
me  to  be  hardly  worth  the  dignity  of  a 
discussion.  What  I  said  iu  introducing 
the  Bill  originally  I  adhere  to.  I  think 
no  words  of  mine  will  be  found  recom- 
mending  this  principle  for  itself  ;  on  the 
contrary,  I  think  it  will  be  found  that  I 
said  the  provision  was  not  of  much  im- 
portance, and  that  all  that  need  be  said 
on  the  subject  was,  that  for  the  purpose 
of  securing  what  appeared  to  me  to  be 
undoubtedly  of  great  importance,  the 
establishment  of  universal  registration 
in  this  country,  and  so  rendering  the 
tranfer  of  land  more  easy  and  inexpen- 
sive, one  would  be  willing  to  drop  the 
principle  brought  in  as  regarded  the  law 
of  inheritance  and  leaving  the  law  as  it 
then  existed,  for  all  property  to  be 
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divided  according  to  the  Statute  of  Dis- 
tributioDs,  whether  it  was  realty  or  per- 
sonalty. But  it  never  occurred  to  me 
that,  for  the  purpose  of  getting  that 
ineasnre  carried,  owners  of  laud 
and  the  country  generally  should  be  sub- 
jected to  a  change  in  the  law  of  in- 
heritance. One  was  not  committed  to 
Tote  for  it  in  that  naked  form,  and  under 
conditions  which  would  not  hare  made 
it  acceptable  to  the  community.  I  have 
not  the  least  hesitation  in  voting  for  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Duke,  because 
I  think  the  matter  as  now  brought 
forward  is  not  one  of  great  importance 
in  itself,  but  is  to  be  used  as  a  sort  of 
additional  cry  or  additional  complaint 
against  your  Lordships'  House  on  the 
hustings,  when  you  will  not  yield  to  the 
first  popular  cry  that  may  be  raised,  that 
you  are  always  voting  for  your  own  order 
and  without  reference  to  the  interests  of 
the  commn&itT. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hehschell)  :  I  shall  only  tronble  your 
Lordships  with  a  few  observations.  In 
the  first  place,  I  desire  to  correct  what 
appeared  to  me  to  be  certain  inaccuracies 
of  fact.  My' noble  and  learned  Friend 
who  has  just  sat  down  said  some  clauses 
were  introduced  in  the  previous  Bill  to 
meet  the  case  of  infants  and  lunatics.  I 
never  heard  of  such  clauses.  I  should 
like  to  know  w.hat  provisions  there  are  in 
this  Bill  as  it  stands  beyond  those  which 
my  uoble  and  learned  Friend  says  related 
to  infants  and  lanaticn.  My  Bill  is 
taken  from  my  noble  Friend's  Bill  at  its 
last  stage.  I  find  immediately  following 
in  the  Reports  of  this  House  the  Amend- 
ments to  be  moval  on  Third  Reading, 
and  in  those  Amendments  there  is  no 
trace  of  any  proposal  whatever  such  as 
has  been  referred  to. 

Lord  HALSBURY  :  If  my  uoble  and 
learned  Friend  will  forgive  me,  the  House 
adjourned.  A  Division  took  place  on  the 
Third  Reading  of  the  Bill,  and  the  House 
was  then  adjourned  for  the  express  pur- 
pose of  introducing  those  clauses. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  I  think  my  uoble 
Friend  is  mistaken.  I  hav  e  read 
the  Debate  on  the  Adjournment,  and  I 
find  the  House  was  adjourned  for  some 
days.  It  was  not  owing  to  the  addition 
of  any  further  clauses  that  the  Bill  was 
not  carried  by  this  House.  It  was  on 
account  of  the  clauses  preceding.    All  I 


can  say  is  I  cannot  find  any  trace  of  it, 
and  the  Bill  I  have  introduced  to  your 
Lordships  is  in  the  last  form  in  which  I 
find  my  noble  Friend's  Bill.  But  if  it  be 
the  ease  that  some  suggestion  was  then 
made  which  would  have  made  the  Bill 
better  than  it  was  then,  there  can  be  no 
difficulty  in  introducing  in  this  Bill  in 
Committee  Amendments  which  would 
remove  any  objection  on  this  head.  The 
noble  Marquess  said  this  Bill  was  intro- 
duced as  part  of  a  scheme  only,  and  he 
says — "  You  ask  us  now  to  vote  for  a 
fragment  of  the  measure  for  which  we 
voted  on  the  previous  occasion."  Yes, 
but  the  other  fragments  of  the  Bill  are 
contained  in  a  measure  which  was  read 
a  second  time  in  this  House  on  Tuesday 
last,  and  therefore,  if  those  clauses  in 
last  Tuesday's  Bill  were  reproduced  here, 
the  noble  Marquess  must  admit  there 
would  be  no  reason  for  objecting,  but  he 
saya,  "  Because  you  have  introduced  it 
in  two  parts  you  have  no  right  to  ask 
us  to  vote  for  it."  That  seems  to 
me  to  be  a  little  imcomprehensible. 
The  position  of  the  noble  Marquess  is  this  : 
he  could  have  been  called  upon  to  vote 
for  the  two  Bills  bad  they  been  one,  but 
because  they  are  divided  he  advances  tliat 
as  a  reason  for  not  supporting  the  present 
measure.  Then  it  is  said  that  many 
things  have  transpired  since  the  measure 
was  first  introduced.  If  a  laud  transfer 
scheme  was  desirable  and  necessary  in 
1889,  it  cannot  be  less  desirable  to-day. 
The  noble  Marquess  has  admitted  that 
in  certain  cases  it  does  not  meet  the 
grievance  with  which  this  Bill  is  intended 
to  deal.  The  noble  Marquess  also  re- 
ferred to  another  measure  passed  by  this 
House,  the  Small  Holdings  Act.  When 
the  measure  for  promoting  small  holdings 
was  before  the  last  Parliament  a  clause 
was  introduced,  at  the  instance  of  a  Con- 
servative Member,  providing  that  in  case 
of  intestacy  the  laud  constituting  a  small 
holding  should  descend,  as  it  would  do  if 
it  were  personalty.  The  clause,  how- 
ever, was  ill-drawn,  and  on  that  account 
was  struck  ont  in  your  Lordships^  House. 
The  fact,  however,  remains  that  in  a 
House  of  Commons  largely  Conservative 
such  a  clause  is  deemed  necessary  to  pre- 
vent injustice.  Then  the  Land  Transfer 
Bill  that  has  been  passed  for  Ireland  pro- 
vides that  in  all  cases  of  purchase  under 
the  Land  Act,  whereby  tenants  are  con- 
verted into  owners,  the  old  Law  of  In- 
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beritance  is  not  to  applj  and  the  land  is 
not  to  be  dealt  witb  under  the  Statute  of 
DiBtributions.  That,  I  may  add,  is  a 
measare  wbich  was  approved  by  the  Go- 
Ternment  of  whom  the  noble  Marquess 
vaa  the  head.  The  noble  Duke  who  has 
moved  the  Amendment  is  in  wror  in 
supposing  that  my  objection  to  the 
application  of  the  Law  of  Inheritance 
relates  only  to  its  application  to  the  small 
possessions  of  working  men.  I  rest  my 
case  on  broader  ground  than  that,  on  the 
ground  taken  up  by  the  noble  Marquess 
himself,  and  it  is  because  I  believe  that 
this  measure  will  tend  to  prevent  in- 
justice, to  prevent  the  disposition  of  a 
man's  propffl-ty  in  a  way  of  which  he 
would  probably  not  have  approved  him- 
self, that  I  ask  your  Lorddiips  to  read 
this  Bill  a  second  time. 

On  Questiou,  whether  ("  now  ")  shall 
stand  part  of  the  Motion  ? — their  Lord- 
ships divided  : — Contents  52  ;  Not- 
Contents  63'. 

Resolved  ia  the  negative  ;  and  Bill  to 
be  read  2*  this  day  six  months, 

CHABITABLE  TRUSTS  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— (No.  12.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

LoBD  HALSBURY  :  My  Lords,  the 
Bill  to  which  I  ask  your  Lordships  to 
give  a  SecoDd  Reading  has  reference  to 
buildings  erected  as  additions  to  and 
parts  of  chapols.  The  particular  chapel 
with'r^ard  to  which  the  question  has 
arisen  is  one  belonging  to  the  Wesleyan 
oonuectton.  A  decision  of  the  Courts 
has  rendered  it  extremely  difficult  if  not 
impossible  for  the  trustees  of  such  con- 
gregations to  sell  the  chapels  they  have 
built,  and  in  that  way  either  obtain 
larger  ones  or  change  the  site,  by  reason 
of  the  peculiar  wording  of  the  Charitable 
Trusts  Act.  The  question  recently  came 
before  Mr.  Justice  Stilling,  whose 
decision  if  it  declares  the  law  and  there 
is  no  appeal — and  indeed  if  I  may  ven- 
ture to  say  so,  it  is  obvious  there  can  be 
no  appeal  —  establishes  that  though 
power  is  giveo  to  trustees  with  regard  to. 
the  chapel  it  does  not  apply  to  any  little 
bouses  for  caretakers  or  the  ministers' 
hoose  forming  part  of  the  same  building  ; 
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andtheresult  is  that  notonly  in  respect  of 
the  particular  cbapel  in  respect  of  which 
the  questionhas  arisen,  but  also  in  respect 
of  many  cases  which  have  already  been 
disouBsed  the  title  has  been  much  shaken 
by  the  decision  of  the  learned  Judge. 
The  only  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  allow 
the  Act  of  Parliament  to  operate  upon  a 
chapel  to  which  some  little  addition  has 
been  made  either  in  respect  of  a  minister's 
or  a  caretaker's  house.  That  object  is 
one  which  I  think  your  Lordships  will 
favour.  I  may  say  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners who  have  been  consulted  on  the 
subject  are  not  averse  to  the  amendment  in 
the  law  which  is  proposed.  lam  notcertain 
that  I  should  not  have  regarded  their 
disapproval  as  conclusive,  but  as  a 
matter  oS  fact  they  do  not  disapprove  ; 
and  I  believe  that  it  is  an  amendment  <si 
the  law  which  shonld  receive  the  sup- 
port of  noble  Lords  on  both  sides  of  the 
Mouse.  I  beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time* 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  readS*.** 

— (  The  Lord  Halsbury.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  ac- 
cordingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

LAW  LIBBARY  FOUR  COURTS  (IRBLAND) 
BlLL.-(No.  29.) 
COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 

Order.) 

Lord  MONESWELL  said,  that  no 

Amendments  were  proposed. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment ; 
Standing  Committee  negatived  ;  and  Bill 
to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

VON  KRAUSK'S  PETITION. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE 
praented  a  Petition  from  Friedricfa 
Wilhelm  von  Krause  of  the  City  of 
Berlin,  Banker,  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  declare  the  marriage  of  Gustav 
Adolph  Christian  Egmout  Vou  Krause 
with  Marie  Heioricksdorfl'  null  and 
void. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  My  Lords,  the  Petition 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  presented  is  a 
Petition  which  I  was  asked  to  present 
to  your  Lordships*  House  in  the  ordinary 
oonrse.    P^itions  in  reference  to  such 
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BiUs  are  presented  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor ;  but  it  appears  to  me  I  oujcht  not 
to  present  this  Fetitioo,  and  I  must  ask 

yoor  Lordships  to  reject  it.  The  Peti- 
tion is  not  presented  by  either  party  to 
the  marriage.  'It  is  a  Petition  by  the. 
father  of  the  husband  to  declare  the 
marriage  between  his  son  and  bis  pre- 
sent wife  null  and  void.  The  Petition 
states  that  the  son  was  domiciled  in 
Germany^  and  that  according  to  the  law 
of  Grermany  he  was  not  entitled  to  marry 
anttl  the  age  of  26  without  the  sanction 
of  the  father,  and  that  sanction  was  not 
obtained.  The  marriage  took  place  in 
this  country  according  to  the  law  of 
this  country,  and  it  was,  therefore,  a 
valid  marriage.  There  was  a  child  born. 
The  husband's  father  under  these  cir- 
ourastances  asks  this  House  to  declare 
the  marriage  null.  There  is  no  precedent 
for  any  such  proceeding  ;  and  it  appears 
to  me  it  is  impossible  for  your  Lordships 
to  create  such  a  precedent.  I  therefore 
more  that  the  Petition  be  rejected. 

Moved,  "  That  the  said  Petition  be 
rejected.**— (TAe  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SANITABT  CONDITION  OF  HOWTH  AND 
CLONTAEF. 
HOTIOV  PGR  PAPERS. 

The  Earl  oi'  HOWTH  moved  for 
copies  of  the  Reports  of  Dr.  Stafford, 
Medical  Sanitary  Officer  to  the  Local 
Grovernment  Board  of  Ireland,  on  the 
sanitary  condition  of  the  towns  of  Howth 
and  Ctontarf.  He  said,  before  moving 
for  copies  of  the  Reports  mentioned  in 
the  Notice  he  would  say  a  word  or  two 
on  the  circumstances  connected  with  it. 
He  intended,  on  behalf  of  local  taxpayers 
tbronghont  Ireland,  to  bring  forward  a 
certain  great  injustice  to  them  which  was 
fully  exemplified  in  those  Reports.  He 
also  intended  to  bring  forward  certain 
recommendations  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  reference  to  carrying  out 
ceitain  improvements.  This  was  a 
matter  having  reference  to  sanitary 
affairs  and  Sanitary  Authorities  in  their 
dealings  with  the  Local  Government 
Board.  He  begged  to  move  according  to 
that  notice. 

Uoved,  "  That  tliete  be  laid  before  tbe  House 
Reports  of  Dr,  Staflonl,  Medical  Sanitair  Officer 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  of  Ireland,  on 
the  sanitary  condition  of  the  towns  of  Uowth 
and  OloDtart"— CThfl  Lord  HowUi)  Ji»tcth.) 


Lord  MONKSWELL  :  My  Lords,  on 
behi^  of  the  Local  Government  Board  ^ 
beg  to  say  that  they  have  not  tHb 

slightest  objection  to  the  noble  Lord 
having  copiei!  of  the  Reports  of  Dr. 
Stafford.  As  I  understand,  the  uoble 
Lord  knows  already  what  Dr.  Stafford's 
Report  is  ;  but  I  understand  it  is  con- 
trary to  precedent  for  such  a  document 
to  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
Consequently,  I  am  unable  to  accede  to 
the  Motion.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  uoble  Lord  insists  upon  its  being 
laid  on  the  Table,  hut  I  may  say  that  it 
will  be  quite  open  to  him  to  quote  from 
the  Report  when  the  matter  is  brought 
again  before  the  House. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

NORTH  BSRWtGK  PROVISIONAL  ORDER 
BILL.— (No.  18.) 
Read  3*  (according  to  order),  and 
passed. 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILLS  AN0 
CONSOLIDATION  BILLS. 

Message  from  the  CommoDS  that  tbaj  have 
added  a  Member  to  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Statate  Law  Revision  Bills  and  ConsoUdation 
Bills,  to  consider  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill, 
as  requested  by  their  Lordships.  . 

A  Message  ordered  to  be  sent  to  the  House  ot 
Commons  to  propose  that  the  Joint  Committee 
do  meet  in  Committee  Room  B  on  Monday 
next,  at  Twelve  o'clock. 

HETBOPOLITAN    POLICE  PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  Readl*;  to  be 
printed ;   and  referred   to  the  Examiners. 
CNa34.} 

House  adjonnied  at  ten  minutes  before 
Six  o'clocic,  till  To-morrow,  a 
qoarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF  COMMONS, 
Thur$dat/f  26th  April  2894, 


Q  UE  S  riONS. 

THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  OPIUM. 
Mr.  J.  £.    ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Rushdiffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
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State  for  India  whether  he  can  give  the 
Hoase  any  definite  iofomiatton  as  to 
whether  the  Royal  Commission  on  Opium 
have  concluded  their  inquiries  ;  and  when 
the  Report  may  be  expected  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  I  am  informed  that  the 
Boyal  Commission  on  Opium  have  con- 
eluded  their  inquiries,  so  far  as  the  taking 
of  evidence  is  coDcerned.  I  understand 
tliat  the  Evidence  and  the  Appendices 
are  mo&t  voluminous,  and  that  the 
medical  aspect  of  the  question  will  re- 
quire to  be  very  fully  considered  from  a 
scientific  point  of  view.  Under  these 
circumstances,  the  Commissioners  are  not 
able  to  fix  a  date  for  the  preseutatiou  of 
their  Report. 

POOR  BELIEF  ADMINISTRATION  AT 
RHYL. 

Mr.  KEIR-HARDXE  (West  Ham 
S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Groverument  Board  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  as  .stated  by  Mr.  Jacob  Jones 
at  a  recent  meeting  of  the  St.  Asaph 
Board  of  Guardians,  the  Rhyl  Board  of 
Guardians  use  the  largest  hotel  in  the 
town  as  an  office  from  which  to  distribute 
relief  to  the  poor  ;  and  whether  he  con- 
templates taking  steps  to  put  an  end  to 
the  practice  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  ok  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefetre,  Bradford,  Central) :  As  the 
result  of  my  inquiries,  I  find  that  the 
pay  station  at  Rhyl  is  a  room  at  the 
extreme  end  of  the  hotel  buildings  ad< 
joining  the  kitchen  of  the  hotel.  I  am 
informed  that  it  has  a  separate  entrance 
in  a  different  street  from  that  in  which 
'the  public  entrances  to  the  hotel  are 
situate,  and  that  persons  receiving  relief 
have  never  been  allowed  to  enter  the 
hotel  from  this  room.  The  Guardians 
have  received  notice  to  give  up  posses- 
sion of  this  pay  station,  and  they  are 
now  taking  steps  to  procure  one  else- 
where. 

UNEMPLOYED  DOCK  LABOURERS. 
Mr.  KEIR-HARDIE  :  I  beg  to  ask 

the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  it  has  been  brought  to  his  notice 
that  the  number  of  dock  labourers  idle 
on  any  one  day  of  the  week  at  the  Port 
of  London  ia  10,000  ;  whether  the  Ship- 
ping Federation,  and  tlie  shipping  firms 
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belonging  thereto,  are  forcing  their  men 
to  take  up  free  labour  tickets  ;  and  that 
the  Federation,  or  the  shipping  firms  be- 
longing thereto,  in  cases  where  their  men 
refuse  to  take  the  Federation  ticket,  arc 
importing  other  labourers  from  the  coun- 
try, and  thereby  adding  to  the  congestion 
at  the  London  Docks  ;  and  whether  he 
proposes  to  take  any  action  to  put  an 
end  to  this  state  of  afikirs  ? 
•The  SECRET  ART  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  BtJiiT,  Morpeth)  (who 
replied)  said :  Dock  labour  in  the  Port  of 
London  is  subject  to  very  great  flucTtia- 
tions,  though  the  recent  tendency  has 
been  towards  a  greater  regularity  of  em- 
ployment for  the  majority  of  the  labourers 
so  employed.  I  do  not  know  thebaslsof 
the  calculation  alluded  to  in  the  question. 
It  is,  however,  Estimated  by  the  Labonr 
Department  that  during  the  first  three 
months  of  the  present  year  the  average 
daily  number  of  dock  labourers  seeking  em- 
ployment in  the  Port  of  London  and  not 
taken  on  has  been  about  3,000,  though 
on  particular  days,  especially  towards  the 
end  of  March,  this  number  has  been 
greatly  exceeded.  It  cannot,  however, 
be  assumed  that  all  these  labourers  were 
necessarily  unemployed.  The  number  of 
labourers  employed  at  the  docks  has  been 
considerably  greater  than  iu  the  corre- 
sponding period  of  1893.  With  regard  to 
the  last  part  of  the  question,  I  am  la- 
formed  by  the  Shipping  Federation  that 
they  have  imported  no  labourers  to  Lon- 
don since  February,  1891,  and  that  their 
Registry  of  so-called  "free  labonrers** 
has  been  in  existence  for  the  past  three 
years.  The  Board  of  Trade  are  unable  to 
prevent  fluctuations  of  work  at  the  docks, 
which  are  largely  due  to  the  periodic 
wool  sales. 

Mr.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON 
(Middlesbrough)  :  Is  the  hou.  Gentle- 
man aware  that  the  Shipping  Federation 
are  forcing  seamen  and  dock  lalxmrers 
to  take  the  Federation  ticket,  and  refuse 
to  give  them  employment  unless  they  do  ? 
Is  he  also  aware  that  when  sramen  are 
engaged  on  board  ships  without  going  to 
the  Federation  offices  the  agent  of  the 
Federation  refuses  to  allow  the  captain 
to  employ  them  ? 

Mb.  BITRT  :  I  am  not  aware  of  that. 

WHITEBAIT  AT  WOOLWICH. 
Mr.    BENN    (Tower   Hamlets,  St. 
George's) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
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of  State  for  War  vhother  the  Chief 
Eogineer  of  the  Works  Department,  at 
Woolwich  Arsenal,  has  on  several 
occasioDS  lately  found  the  tiibea  of  his 
coodensers  choked  with  whitebait ;  aud 
whether  he  will  cause  au  eodeavour  to 
be  made  to  prevent  the  fish  being  sacri- 
ficed  and  the  machinery  being  blocked  ? 

•The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannerman, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  It  will  be  well  if  no 
worse  thing  happens  than  that  the 
Thames  water  should  become  so  pure  as 
to  admit  of  whitebait  being  fonnd  to 
choke  the  tubes  in  w^ich  it  is  used. 
Such  an  accident  did  ooeur,  I  am 
told  about  six  mouths  ago  ;  but  a 
grating  has  been  placed  in  the  culvert, 
and  I  believe  there  baa  been  no  further 
damage  to  machinery  or  sacrifice  of 
whitebait. 

THE   ISLAND   OF  TOBAGO. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
what  airangement  has  been  come  to  be- 
tween Trinidad  and  the  Island  of  Tobago 
to  prevent  the  extinction  of  the  latter 
colony,  owing  to  its  being  deprived  of 
any  fiscal  revenue  under  the  federation 
scheme  recently  adopted  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar): 
The  matlCT  is  under  consideration. 

ST.  LDCU. 
Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  if  Her  Majesty's  Go* 
Ternment  has  receired  the  Besolutioo  of 
the  Legislative  Council  of  St.  Lucia, 
West  Indies,  with  regard  to  the  effect  of 
reducing  the  import  duties  on  American 
goods  under  the  McKinleyTarifT — namely, 
the  loss  of  revenue  without  any  corre- 
sponding benefit  to  the  planting  interest 
of  the  Colony  ;  and  what  action  has  been 
taken  thereon  towards  the  termination 
of  the  existing  agreement  with  the  United 
States? 

Mb.  S.  BUXTON :  The  Resolution 
was  daly  received^  bat  it  was  considered 
nndesirable  to  take  any  action  upon  it 
until  it  was  seen  how  the  present  ar- 
rangement with  the  United  States  would 
be  affected  by  the  Tariff  Bill  which  is 
now'  before  Congress. 
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Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
Has  the  po^iiioD  taken  up  by  St.  Lucia 
been  adopted  by  either  of  the  West  Indian 
Colonies  ? 

Ma.  S,  BUXTON  :  I  do  not  know. 
I  will  inquire. 

MONAGHAN  MILITIA  CAMP. 
Mr.  O'DRISCOLL  (Mouaghan,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  have  the  Military  Authorities  at 
Monagfaan  taken  ground  at  Carnacassa 
for  a  camp  to  accommodate  theMonaghan 
Militia  in  their  annual  traiuing ;  is  it 
true  that  last  year,  when  the  Militia 
were  trained  on  the  same  ground,  water 
for  drinking  and  cooking  purposes  had 
to  be  carted  from  a  lake  nearly  three 
miles  distant  from  the  camp,  aud  have 
any  provisions  been  made  in  the  mean- 
time to  prevent  a  recurrence  of  this  dig* 
advantage ;  were  tenders  invited  for 
camping  ground ;  aud,  if  so,  were  any 
offered  ;  and  was  that  for  Carnacassa 
lower  than  all  others ;  will  any  corre- 
spondence that  passed  on  this  subject  be 
produced ;  and  does  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  approve  of  an  Irish  Militia  regi- 
ment being  trained  where  the  supply  of 
water  is  precarious  and  bad,  aud  where  it 
cannot  even  be  availed  of  without  cartiug 
it  a  distance  of  two  or  three  miles  ? 
•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Ground  for  a  camp  for  the  5th  battalion 
Royal  Irish  Fusiliers  has  been  taken  at 
Carnacassa  for  the  trainiug  for  this  year. 
Last  year,  when  there  was  a  very  un- 
usual drought,  water  was  obtained  from 
a  well  150  yards  away,  and  from  the 
town  pumps  at  a  distance  of  1,200  yards. 
This  year  there  is  a  good  supply  from 
wells  on  the  ground,  supplemented  by  a 
well  within  300  yards.  Tenders  were 
called  for.  Of  the  three  offers  received^ 
the  Carnacassa  ground  was  selected  as 
most  suitable  for  camping  purposes.  I 
may  add  that  it  comprises  10  acres  more 
than  last  year,  and  that  the  rent  Is  less. 
The  Commander  of  the  Forces  in  Ireland 
considers  the  arrangements  very  satis- 
factory. 

REMOVALS  OP  IRISH  LUNATICS. 
Mr.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Westmeath^ 
S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  ia 
aware  that  James  Conniffe,  who  has  been 
out  of  Ireland  for  15  yeara,  and  who  was 
recently  an  inmate  of   the  Roxburgh 
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District  Lunatic  Asylum,  was  admitted 
into  the  Athlooe  Union  Workhouse  on 
the  10th  instant  under  a  warrant  of 
removal  from  Mr.  Peter  Speirs,  one  of 
the  Sheriffs  Substitute  of  the  County  of 
Roxburgh,  and  that  the  Athlone  Guar- 
dian?  are  now  obliged  to  have  said 
Connifie  removed  to  MuUiogar  Lunatic 
Asylum ;  whether,  considering  that 
Conniffe  was  15  years  out  of  Ireland,  his 
removal  under  the  circumstances  was 
legal ;  and  whether  any  steps  towards 
legislating  to  redress  this  grievance, 
which  is  only  one  of  many,  is  contem- 
plated ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Moblet,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) :  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  inform  me  that  the  facts  are 
as  stated  in  the  first  paragraph.  It  also 
appears  from  the  warrant  of  removal  that 
the  individual  named  had  not  acquired  a 
settlement  in  Scotland,  and  the  fact  of 
his  being  15  years  absent  from  Ireland 
would  not  unddr  the  circumstances  render 
the  removal  illegal.  As  regards  the  last 
paragraph,  I  have  already  directed  the 
heads  of  a  measure  to  be  framed  on  the 
subject,  and  the  Government  are  con- 
sidering the  propriety  of  introducing  it 
should  a  suitable  opportunity  present 
itself. 

EDINBUBGH  UNIVERSITY 
CURRICULUM. 
Dr.  MACGBEGOR  (Inverness-shire): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
if  he  can  explain  on  what  grounds  the 
Senatas  Academicus  of  the  Edinburgh 
University  have  decided  under  the  new 
curriculum  that  a  degree  with  honours  in 
modern  languages  is  to  be  limited  to 
French,  German,  Italian,  and  Spanish,  to 
the  exclusion  of  Celtic,  although  a 
Celtic  Chair  is  established  in  the  Uni- 
versity ? 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Treteltan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  The  Senatas  Academicus 
of  Edinburgh  has  been  compelled  to 
accept  the  new  curriculum  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  in  accordance  with 
Ordinance  No.  44,  Section  6,  interpreting 
General  Ordinance  No.  U,  Section  11, 
Sub-section  1  (a),  under  which  the  Uni- 
versities Commission  havb  excluded 
Celtic  from  the  subjects  to  be  studied 
with  the  view  to  graduation  with  honours. 
Ordinance  No,  44  has  lain  before  Far- 
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tiameut  for  the  statutory  period  under 
Section  20  of  the  Universities  (Scotland) 
Act,  IHHd,  and  no  Petition  has  been 
presented  against  it.  As  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers  particularly  to  the  Senatus,  I 
think  it  right  to  state  that  the  Senatas 
would  have  preferred  to  include  Celtic. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  :  Who  is  respon- 
sible for  this  retrograde  course  ? 

Sir  G.  TBEVELTAN  :  I  am  afnid 
the  Commissioners  first  and  Parliament 
next,  because  Parliament  has  passed  the 
Ordinance. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR:  Is  there  any 
remedy  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  None  what- 
ever. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  :  Can  the  ques- 
tion be  re-opened,  say,  ou  the  Esti- 
mates ? 

Sib  G.  TREVELYAN :  No. 

LETTBBKENNT  GUARDIANS. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  lof  Ireland  how  many 
elected,  and  how  many  ex-officio  mem- 
bers there  are  on  the  Letterkenny  Board 
of  Guardians  ;  how  many  of  the  ex-officio 
Guardians  failed  to  atteud  any  meeting 
of  the  Board  in  the  year  ended  the  3 1st 
of  March,  1893  ;  and  how  many  failed  to 
attend  any  meeting  in  the  year  ended  3l8t 
of  March,  1894? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  There  are  21 
elected  and  21  ex-officio  Guardians  cm 
the  Board  referred  to.  I  anderstand  that 
in  the  year  ettded  thd  Slst  of  March, 

1893,  14  ex-offieio  Gnardtans  failed  to 
attend  any  meeting  of  the  Board,  and  that 
in  the  year  ended  the  Slst  of  March,* 

1894,  12  ex-offieio  Guardians   did  not 
attend  any  meeting. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Kerry,  N.)  :  Is  it 
not  possible  for  the  Lord  Chancellor  by- 
appointing  Magistrates  to  do  something 
to  remedy  this  grave  scandal  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLET  :  I  wiU  caU  the 
Lord  Chancellor's  attention  to  tbe  facts. 

HEDICAL  RELIEF  IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  a  dispensary 
doctor  who  is  served  with  a  red  ticket  is 
bound  to  attend  to  the  case  throughout, 
or  only  to  give  a  single  visit ;  and  whether 
he  can  require  a  second  ticket  before  re- 
visiting the  patient  ? 
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Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Local  Go- 
vernmeDt  Board  inform  me  that  when  a 
medical  officer  of  a  dUpensarj  district  re- 
ceives a  ticket  signed  bv  a  dulj  aatho- 
riaed  person  requiring  him  to  attend  a 
pfttient  he  is  hound  to  continue  his  attend- 
ance tbroaffhout  the  illness  for  which  it. 
was  issued  Mid  without  requiring  a 
second  ticket  If,  however,  tiie  tidcet 
has  been  improperly  issued  and  the  Com- 
mittee of  Management  cancel  it,  his  re- 
sponsibility to  attend  the  case  ceases  from 
the  moment  it  is  cancelled. 

PRESENTS  TO  FOREIGN  aOVBRN- 
MBNTS. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Setnretarj  of  State  for  War 
what  is  the  explanation  of  the  items 
charged  at  page  204  of  the  Annual 
Accounts  of  the  Ordnance  Factories  for 
the  year  1892-8  for  cases  and  packing 
for  Lee-Metford  rifles,  and  cordite 
ammunition,  to  be  sent  to  various  foreign 
Governments ;  why,  in  the  case  of  the 
German  Government,  a  Lee-Metford 
rifle  and  a  cavalry  sword  were  alone  sent, 
whereas  it  would  appear  from  the  Return 
that,  in  addition  to  Lee-Metford  rifles, 
certain  quantities'of  cordite  ammunition 
were  also  sent  to  the  Netherlands  Go- 
vernment, the  Russian  Government,  the 
Swiss  Government,  and  the  Uruguayan 
GovemmeDt ;  why  were  empty  cartridge 
cases  only  sent  to  the  Japanese  Govern- 
ment, and  why  were  500  rounds  of 
cordite  ammunition  sent  to  the  Russian 
and  Uruguayan  Governments  as  against 
much  smaller  quantities  sent  to  the 
Netherlands  and  Belgian  Governments  ; 
why  were  these  particular  Governments 
selected  for  these  favours  ;  will  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  receive  re- 
ciprocally any  samples  of  rifles  and 
ammanition,  up  to  date,  from  the  Go- 
vernments to  which  these  gifts  are 
made ;  is  there  any  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  Governments  so  favoured  are 
able  or  willing  to  give  us  in  return 
equally  valuable  or  useful  specimens  of 
articles  of  war  material ;  and  is  it  the 
practice  in  this  country  to  communicate 
to  foreign  Governments  the  results  of 
inventions  for  improving  the  armament  of 
our  troops  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  Lee-Metford  rifles  and  cordite 
ammunition  were  presents  to  foreign  Go- 
TODmentB  strictly  on  the  principle  of  re- 


ciprocity. As  the  foreign  Governments 
can,  if  they  please,  obtain  the  articles 
from  the  trade,  there  is  an  advantage  in 
presenting  them  and  in  obtaiuiug  speci- 
mens of  foreign  manufacture  in  exchange. 
No  information  is  communicated  which  it 
is  desirable  or  practicable  to  keep  secret ; 
but  when  arms  and  other  stores  are  in 
general  use  there  can  be  nothing  con- 
fidential in  r^ard  to  them. 

THE  CORK  STREET  PREACHERS. 

Mr.  THOMAS  HEALY  (Wexford, 
N.)  :  On  behalf  of  the  Hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Maurice  Hesly),  J  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  the  Mr.  George 
Williams,  prominent  as  the  leader  of  the 
street  preachers  in  Cork,  is  the  person  of 
that  nunc  who  was  until  recently  a  cl^k 
in  the  Paymaster's  Office,  Dublin  Castle, 
and  who,  at  the  age  of  40,  was  permitted 
to  retire  from  tibe  Public  Service  on 
pension  on  the  plea  of  ill-health  ;  if  so, 
what  the  amount  of  the  pension  is  ;  who 
certified  as  to  Mr.  Williams's  iil-health  ; 
and,  what  was  the  nature  of  his  malady  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  gentleman 
referred  to  is,  I  am  informed,  the  same 
person  who  retired  on  pension  last  year, 
at  the  age  of  43,  from  the  Paymastw 
General's  Office,  Dublin.  The  pension 
was  £143  16s.  per  annum,  and  the  cause 
of  retirement  was  rheumatic  gout,  it 
being  certified  that  his  arm  was  so  dia- 
abled  that  he  could  scarcely  write,  and 
was  nncurable.  The  certificate  was  that 
of  Mr.  Williams*s  own  medical  adviser, 
but  was  confirmed  by  the  Government 
medical  referee  in  Dublin. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Do  this  g;entleman'8 
physical  infirmities  prevent  him  leading 
the  evangelists  in  Cork  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  I  believe  they 
do  not. 

Mb.>  sexton  :  Then  seeing  that 
they  seem  to  have  disappeared,  will  he 
be  called  upon  to  resume  l\is  duties  or 
give  up  his  pension  ? 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  many  of  the 
most  distinguished  preachers  have  been 
men  weak  in  bodily  health  ? 

Mr.  sexton  :  They  had  no  pensions. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldham)  : 
I  may  say  I  have  seen  the  handwriting 
of  this  gentleman,  and  it  is  so  bad  that  I 
should  he  sorry  to  see  him  again  in  office. 
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Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
Is  it  uot  a  matter  of  congratulntioD  that 
this  gentleman  has  so  far  recovered  as  to 

be  able  to  preach  the  gospel  ? 

■  Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
to-roorrow  to  strike  off  the  pension  of 
Uiis  gentleman,  in  order  that  he  may 
preach  the  goBpel  gratis. 

BOARD  SCHOOL  FOR  HAMUERSMITH. 

Mr.CARVILL  (Newrj)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  if  the  attention  of 
the  Education  Department  has  been 
drawn  to  the  fact  that  the  London 
School  Board  propose  to  erect  a  school 
in  Section  or  Block  VI.  in  Hammer- 
smith, at  a  point  on  the  extreme  verge 
of  the  area  remote  from  the  great  body  of 
the  school  population,  on  a  site  abutting 
on  a  railway,  while  abundant  vacant 
land  near  the  middle  of  the  section  and 
convenient  for  the  great  mass  of  the 
children  is  available  for  the  purpose ; 
and  if  he  will  see  that  the  school  is 
placed  where  it  will  be  most  useful  toaod 
accessible  by  the  children  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  The  site  referred  to  is  the 
Brook  Green  site  in  Block  VI.  of  Chel- 
sea, upon  which  the  London  School 
Board  are  about  to  erect  temporary 
buildings  to  supply  a  pressing  need  for 
free  education.  It  is  near  to  tbe  railway, 
and  to  tbe  western  boundary  of  the  block. 
In  the  opinion  of  the  Department  it  is 
fairly  well  situated  to  meet  the  needs  of 
the  district ;  it  is  within  the  radius  of 
half-a-mile  of  nearly  all  the  inhabitants, 
and,  in  point  of  access,  is  greatly  prefer- 
able, especially  for  young  children,  to  the 
nearest  Board  schools  upon  the  other  side 
of  the  Uxbridge  Road  and  Hammersmith 
■Road.  The  Petitioners,  at  whose  in- 
stance the  school  is  being  supplied,  them- 
selves urged  that  it  should  be  erected 
upon  this  site,  and  the  Department  have 
informed  the  School  Board  that  they  see 
DO  reason  why  tlie  Board  should  not  pro- 
ceed to  the  erection  of  a  pramaneDt 
school  there.  The  oeqnisition  of  any 
alternative  site  in  the  position  indicated 
in  the  question  by  the  process  of  compul- 
sory purchase  would  necessarily  involve 
very  considerable  delay. 

Sir  J.  r.  ffibbert 


ALLEGED  CBUBLTV  AT  BRENTWOOD 
SCHOOL. 

Sir  C.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  Col- 
lege) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  w;hether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  letter  pub- 
lished in  The  Star,  of  the  2Ut  April, 
from  a  woman,  one  of  whose  children 
recently  died  at  Brentwood  School,  with 
marks  of  violence  on  its  body,  caused,  as 
she  allegofi,  by  its  being  kicked  down 
a  flight  of  stone  stairs,  detailing  various 
acts  of  cruelty,  such  as  severe  behlings 
with  sticks,  blows  on  the  face  and  heiul, 
whipping  with  nettles,  and  prolonged 
immersion  in  cold  water,  perpetrated  ou 
the  persons  of  pauper  children  in  that 
school ;  and  whether  he  will  order  an  in- 
quiry into  the  case  ? 

Mk.  SHAW-LEFEVRE:  The  Local 
Government  Board  luive  commnnieated 
with  the  Guardians  of  the  Hackney 
Union  as  to  the  letter  referred  to,  and 
they  are  informed  that  a  special  commit- 
tee of  1 4  members  has  been  appointed  to 
iuquire  into  the  charges,  and  that  the 
committee  will  sit  from  day  to  day  until 
the  inquiry  is  completed.  The  Local 
Government  Board  will  await  the  result 
of  the  investi^ion  by  tbe  Guardians 
before  determining  as  to  directing  an 
inquiry  by  one  of  Uieir  Inspectors. 

UARTNB  INQITIBIB8  BT  THS  BOARD  OF 

TRADE. 

Sir  C.  CAMERON :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  representations  have  been  made' 
to  him  as  to  the  advisability  of  appoint- 
ing engineers  as  assessors  at  Board  of 
Trade  marine  inquiries  ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  has  taken,  or  proposes  to  take, 
any  steps  in  the  matter  ? 

•Mr.  BURT  (who  replied)  said :  Under 
the  existing  practice,  an  engineer  is  ap- 
pointed as  assessor  in  all  cases  in  which 
the  formal  investigation  into  a  shipping 
casualty  involves,  or  appears  likely  to  in- 
volve, the  cancelling  or  suspension  of  the 
certificate  of  an  engineer,  and  also  iu  anj 
other  case  iu  which  special  engineeriDg 
knowledge  is  required. 

CAVAX  LAND  COUUISSION. 
Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  ts 
aware  that  Mr.  Bomford,  who  u  now 
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actiag  as  valuer  for  the  Land  Commis- 
sion in  the  Coantj  Cavan,  vras  formerly 
ageot  to  a  large  landlord  in  the  county  ; 
that  he  Is  related  to  that  landlord  and  to 
several  other  landlords  in  the  county^  and 
to  Mr.  Barnes,  the  principal  valuer  for 
the  landlords  in  the  county  in  fair  rent 
cases  ;  that  he  was  formerly  a  member 
of  a  Sub-Commiasioo  in  the  county,  and 
removed  to  another  county  od  account  of 
his  close  connection  with  the  landed  in- 
terest there  ;  whether  these  facts  were 
known  to  Mr.  Wrench  and  other  mem- 
bers of  the  Commission  when  Mr.  Bom- 
ford  was  sent  as  valuer  to  Cavsn  ;  and 
whether  in  all  cases  in  which  the  figures 
are  given  in  the  preliminary  list  the 
Court  valuer^s  valuation  exceeds  the  rent 
fixed  by  the  Sub-Commissiouers  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  Mr.  Bomford,  now  acting  as  valuer 
for  the  Land  Commission  in  County 
CaTan,  is  related  to  two  Cavan  landlonls 
for  whom  he  acted  as  agent  prior  to 
1881.  I  am  not  aware  that  he  is  related 
to  Mr.  Barnes,  the  principal  valuer  for 
the  landlords  in  the  county  iu  fair  rent 
cases.  The  Laud  Commissioners  state 
it  is  not  a  fact  that  Mr.  Bomford  has 
been  removed  from  a  Sub-Commission  in 
Cavan.  The  allocation  of  work  to  the 
different  Assistant  Commissioners  now 
acting  as  Court  valuers  forms  oo  part  of 
Mr.  WrenchV  duties,  and  until  the  pre- 
sent question  was  put  he  tells  me  he  was 
not  aware  that  Mr.  Bomford  was  at  work 
in  tiie  Cavan  district.  As  to  the  Court 
valuer's  valuation  exceeding  the  rent 
fixed  by  the  Sub-Commissioners,  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  refers  to  cases 
which  have  been  listed  for  hearing  and 
are  now  pending  the  decision  of  the 
Court,  aud  under  these  circumstances  I 
do  not  think  it  is  desirable  or  expedient 
that  at  the  present  stage  they  should  form 
the  subjoct  of  discussion  iu  the  House. 

Mb.  ENOX  :  Can  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemui  name  any  instance  in  which  this 
gentlemftn  has  not  raised  the  Talnation  ? 
Who  allocates  these  duties  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY :  The  allocations  of 
work  are  made,  I  presume,  by  the  Laud 
Commission.  It  is  certainly  extremely 
and  obviously  undesirable  that  the  valuer 
of  the  Court  should  be  sent  to  a  district 
in  which  he  baa  counectioos  among  the 
landlords. 

Mr.  XNOX:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  see  that  Mr.  BomfoM  w  sent 
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to  another  district,  and  that  an  inde- 
pendent valuer  is  sent  down  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  clear 
that  I  have  any  power  whatever  to  give 
directions  to  the  I^nd  Commission.  Bnt 
I  will  call  their  attention  to  the  matter. 

THE  LANESBOROUGH  ESTATE. 
Mr.  KNOX  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  can  now  say  if  one 
Timothy  Boland,  a  tenant  on  Lord 
LaDesborough^s  property,  purchasing  the 
interest  in  his  farm  from  the  former 
tenant  in  1888,  aud  paying  three  and- 
a-halF  years'  arrears  of  rent  to  the  agent, 
an  oral  undertaking  was  given  by  the 
agent  that  the  rent  would  not  be  raised  ; 
whether  the  rent  has  since  been  raised  by 
the  Land  Commission  ;  and  whether  he 
will  direct  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Land  Acts  to  cases  in  which 
advantages  secured  to  the  tenant  in  this 
way  are  ignored  by  the  Land  Commission 
in  fixtug  fair  rents  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  When  replying 
to  a  questiou  oo  this  subject  ou  the  12th 
instant,  I  stated  that  it  was  a  fact  that 
the  Land  Commissioners,  after  bear- 
ing all  the  evidence  given  by  both  land- 
lord and  tenant,  fixed  the  rent  in  Boland's 
case  at  £37,  the  old  rent  having  been 
£30.  Inquiry  has  been  made  relative  to 
the  statement  to  the  effect  that  an  oral 
undertaking  had  been  given  by  the  agent 
that  the  rent  would  not  be  raised,  and  I 
am  informed  by  the  Commissioners  that 
they  have  no  information  in  the  matter, 
and  are  unable,  therefore,  to  say  whether 
such  an  undertaking  was  or  was  not 
given. 

Mr.  KNOX  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether,  on  the  last  occasion  when 
the  Land  Commission  sat  in  Cavan,  Mr. 
Wrench,  formerly  agent  to  Lord  lAnes- 
borougfa,  was  one  of  the  Commissioners, 
although,  as  he  says,  taking  no  part  in 
the  adjudication  of  appeals  from  Lord 
LanesboroughV  property  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  several  of  the  appeals  put 
down  for  hearing  at  the  coming  sitting 
of  the  Commission  in  Cavan  are  appeals 
by  Lord  Lanesborough  or  by  his  tenants  ; 
and  whether  Mr.  Wrench  will  be  one  of 
the  Commissioners  sitting  in  Cavan  on 
tliis  occasion  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLET :  Mr.  Wrench  in- 
forms me  that  he  was  one  of  the  Com- 
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miBsioners  at  the  last  alttiDg  for  faeariDg 
appeals  in  Csvan,  bat  took  no  part  in 
anj  case  from  the  Laaesborongh  eatate. 
There  are  five  appeals  on  this  estate  for 
the  coming  sitting  of  the  CommisBioners 
at  Oavan,  and  Mr.  Wrench  will  not  be 
one  of  the  Court. 

PROSECUTION  OF  CAB  DRIVERS. 
Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  tho  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  he  could  state  the 
number  of  cabdrivers  summoned  at  the 
Tarious  Metropolitan  and  City  Police 
Courts,  during  the  three  months  ending 
the  31st  of  March,  for  offences  against 
the  Hackney  Carriage  Acts,  such  as 
loitering,  plying  for  hire,  causing  ob- 
struction, Ac. ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
as  many  as  70  or  80  of  such  cases  are 
frequently  heard  and  decided  at  one 
Police  Court  in  a  single  afternoon  ;  and 
if  he  will  consider  whether  such  cases 
might  be  dealt  with  more  suitably  in  a 
special  Court,  where  an  inference  against 
the  drivers  would  be  less  readily  sug- 
gested than  in  a  Police  Court  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  George  Russell,  North 
Beds)  (who  replied)  said :  The  two 
Metropolitan  Police  Courts  which  have 
far  the  largest  number  of  summonses 
against  cabdrivers  are  Marlborough 
Street  and  Bow  Street.  I  am  informed 
by  the  Chief  Magistrate  that  at  Bow 
Street,  during  the  three  mouths  ending 
March  31  last,  there  were  333  summonses 
against  cabdrivers  for  the  offences  men- 
tioned by  my  faon.  Friend,  making  an 
average  of  26  a  week.  At  Marlborough 
Street,  where  these  cases  are  heard  on 
two  days  a  week,  the  number  of  sum- 
monses against  cabdrivers  would  be  from 
20  to  25  each  day.  It  is  therefore  not  a 
fact  that  so  many  as  70  or  80'  cases  are 
heard  at  one  Police  Court  in  a  single 
afternoon.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Chief 
Magistrate  it  would  be  extr^ely  in- 
jurious to  the  interestfi  of  both  the  public 
and  &e  calnnen  if  all  such  cases  were 
heard  at  a  special  Court. 

Mb.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.) : 
Will  the  Home  Secretary  consider  the 
advisability  <^  establishing  a  much  larger 
number  of  stands  for  one  or  two  cabs, 
and  thereby  enable  the  publie  more 
easily  to  call  cabs  ? 

Mr.  J.  Morley 


Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  no  doubt  con- 
sider that. 

WEIGEBBIDGBS  AT  IB18H  MARKETS. 

Ms.  DANE  (Fermaulgb,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretaiy  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Irish 

Government  will  give  directions  to  the 
local  Inspectors  of  Weights  and  Measures 
in  Ireland  to  prosecute,  at  the  instance  of 
the  Agricultural  Department  of  the  Irish 
Land  Commission,  the  keepers  of  weigh- 
bridges which  are  unsuited  and  useless 
by  reason  of  their  construction  for  the 
weighing  of  cattle,  sheep,  and  pigs,  pur- 
suant to  the  provisions  of  the  Market  and 
Fairs  (Weighing  of  Cattle)  Acts,  1887 
and  1891  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Acts  men- 
tioned provide  for  the  prosecution  of  per- 
sons appointed  by  the  Market  Authorities 
to  weigh  cattle,  for  refusing  to  weigh,  for 
neglect  of  other  duties,  or  for  issuing 
false  Returns  of  weight  as  specified  in 
the  statutes,  but  such  persons  ara  not 
responsible  iJF  the  weighing  machines  are 
unsuitable,  useless,  or  of  faulty  construc- 
tion. The  Local  Market  Authorities  in 
respect  of  markets  and  fairs,  where  tolls 
are  collected,  are  the  persons  responsible 
for  providing  proper  weighing  machines 
and  equipments,  and  the  Land  Commis- 
sion assure  me  that  they  are  and  have 
been  using  every  endeavour,  with  a  con- 
siderable measure  of  success,  to  induce 
the  Locul  Authorities  to  provide  suitable 
accommodation  in  this  respect. 

THE  IXNISKILLIXQ  FUSILIERS. 
Mr.  DANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  why  it  is  that  no 
Quartermaster  is  allowed  to  the  3rd  Bat- 
talion of  the  Inniskilling  Fusiliers  ;  has 
this  regiment  recently  been  raised  to  six 
companies ;  and  is  it  now  the  only  six 
company  Line  Battalion  of  Militia  regi- 
ment without  a  Quartermaster  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNEBMAN  .- 
The  battalion  referred  to  has  had  six 
companies  for  many  years ;  but  it  has 
only  the  strength  of  five  companies.  A 
battalion  should  have  six  full  companies 
to  justify  the  appointment  of  a  Quarter- 
master. The  3rd  Battalion  Inniskilling 
Fusiliers  is  not  the  only  Militia  battalion 
of  six  nominal  comjianies  which  is 
without  a  Quartermaster. 
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FSHALB  LABOUB  IN  MINES  IN  INDIA- 
Sib  J.  GORST  (Cambridge  Univer- 
sity) :  I  beg  to  aak  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  wbat  steps  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  now  taking  to  carry  out 
the  Reaoiutiona  of  the  Berlin  ConferBoce 
of  1890,  as  to  the  desirability  of  pro- 
hibiting the  employment  of  women  in 
the  underground  workings  of  mines  ? 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  :  Lord  Cross 
and  Lord  Kimberley  have  both  intimated 
to  the  Government  of  India  their  opinion 
that  the  employment  of  women  and  girls 
nnder  ground  should  be  prohibited  in 
India,  in  accordanoe  with  the  Rc^lution 
of  the  Berlin  Conference.  Lord  Kimber- 
ley decided  that  an  Inspector  of  Mines, 
who  had  served  as  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
Assistant  Inspectors  of  Mines  in  this 
coantry,  should  be  sent  out  to  India  in 
order  to  advise  upon  the  details  of  a 
Mines  Regulation  Act.  That  Inspector 
has  been  for  some  time  prosecuting  his 
iDquirifls,  and  when  his  Report  is  received 
legislation  will  be  ondertaken  on  that 
subject. 

BARBED  WIRK  FENCES  IN  IRELAND. 

Mb.  M.  AUSTIN  (Limerick,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
alongside  of  the  public  highway  between 
Bruree  and  Killmallock,  County  Limerick, 
a  barbed  wire  fence  has  been  set  up 
which  extends  several  handred  yards 
along  the  road  to  the  danger  and  annoy- 
ance of  persons  passing  along  the  said 
highway  ;  is  it  the  duty  of  the  Police 
Authorities  to  take  legal  proceedings  in 
such  cases  ;  and  whether  he  would  see 
that  steps  be  taken  to  have  the  law  com- 
plied with  ? 

Mb.  *J.  MORLEY  :  In  reference  to 
this  question,  I  am  advised  that  it  is  not 
the  duty  of  the  Police  Authorities  to 
take  proceedings  in  such  cases.  Under 
the  Act  56  &  57  Vict.  c.  32,  the  County 
Sonreyor  appears  to  be  the  jHvper  person 
to  look  after  those  road  fences. 

PRKE  EDUCATION  IN  BT.  PANCRAS. 
Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finabury, 
£.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  the  Department  received  a 
Petition  from  336  parents  in  the  neigh- 
boturhood  of  Albany  Street,  St.  Faneras, 


Wfdting.  14S3 

demanding  free  education  for  their  chil- 
dren, in  March,  1893  ;  is  he  aware  that, 
although  after  correspondence  with  tha 
School  Board  for  Loudon,  and  inquiry  by 
Her  Majesty's  Chief  Inspector,  the  De- 
partment on  nth  Augnst,  1893,  wrote 
calling  00  the  Board  to  provide  a  new 
school  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Cnm« 
berland  Market,  and  asking  to  have 
at  an  early  date  any  proposals  the 
Board  may  think  well  to  make 
as  to  a  temporary  school  ;  and  that, 
from  that  date  to  the  present  time,  the 
School  Board  for  I^ondon  has  made  no 
proposals  either  for  permanent  or  tem- 
porary aocommodatioa ;  and  whether 
he  is  prepared  to  take  immediate  action 
in  face  of  this  delay  on  the  part  of  the 
School  Board? 

Mb.  ACLAND:  The  Petition  re- 
ceived in  March,  1893,  from  336  parents, 
related  to  the  neighbourhood  of  another 
Marylebone  school ;  but  a  Petition  was 
received  on  27th  April  from  the  neigh- 
bourhood in  question,  and,  upon  inquiry, 
a  deficiency  of  164  free  places  was  re- 
ported by  Her  Majesty's  Inspector ;  a 
letter  was  addressed  to  the  School  Board 
upon  the  I7th  of  August  in  the  terms 
quoted,  and  no  proposals  have  yet  been 
receiveKl.  The  Department  are  pressing 
the  Board  to  take  action,  and  addressed 
a  fmiher  letter  to  them  on  the  2nd 
instant. 

POLICE  CONSTABLE  WHITINO. 

Me.  W.  F.  D.  smith  (Strand,  West- 
minster) :  I  beg  to  ask  tbe  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  case  of 
Police-coustable  Whiting,  of  the  C 
Division  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Whiting  has  been  dismissed  the  Force, 
although  he  has  borne  a  good  character 
for  seven  years ;  and  whether  he  will 
cause  further  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the 
case,  seeing  ^at  Whiting  acted  in  the 
exercise  of  his  duty,  when  called  upon, 
for  help  by  Police-constable  McCarthy, 
and  was  not  at  the  time  aware  of 
McCarthy's  offence  ? 

Mb.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  (who 
replied)  said :  The  Commissioner  of 
Polioe  has  reported  to  me  on  this  case, 
and  it  appears  that  Police-constable 
Whiting  was  dismissed  for  deliberately 
taking  into  custody  one  of  two  men  on  a 
charge  which  he  knew  to  be  false  and 
unfounded,  and  for  which /the  prisquer 
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was  (letaioed  in  the  cells  for  one  hour 
and  a  quitrter  on  a  false  charge.  It  is 
tme  that  Police-constable  Whiting  had 
liad  no  reports  since  1887,  but  the 
deliberate  taking  into  costodj  of  a  man 
on  a  false  charge,  and  allowing  that  false 
charge  to  be  made  against  him,  knowing 
at  the  time  that  such  charge  was  false, 
entirelr  unfits  bim  for  a  positioo  of  trust 
or  anuioritj,  with  the  characters  and 
liberty  of  innocent  men  at  hia  mercy  ? 

MILLBANK  PBISON  BITE. 
Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  :  I  b^  to  ask  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  whether  the 
demolition  of  Mtllbank  Prison  is  now 
completed  ;  what  is  the  acreage  of  the 
entire  area  thus  placed  at  his  disposal ; 
what  proportion  of  the  site  is  to  be 
appropriated  to  tlte  new  Pictare  Gallery 
and  to  the  London  County  Coancll  (for 
workmen's  dwellings)  respectivdy  ;  whe- 
ther any  portion  of  the  site  is  to  be  dis- 
posed of  to  any  other  and  what  persons 
or  bodies  ;  in  what  way  the  river  frontage 
is  to  be  occupied ;  and  whether  the 
opportunity  will  be  taken  to  create  im- 
proved access  to  this  property  from  the 
direction  of  Victoria  Street  and  West- 
minster ? 

•The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstons,  Leeds, 
W.) :  The  demolition  of  Millbank 
Prison  is  complete.  The  entire  area  of 
the  site  is  just  under  23  acres.  Of  this, 
about  two  and  a-quarter  acres  have  been 
appropriated  for  the  Picture  Gallery, 
and  about  1 0  acres  to  the  London 
County  Council  for  artisans'  dwellings. 
The  remainder  of  the  site  will  be  dis- 
posed of  as  follows ;— About  six  acres 
will  be  handed  over  to  the  War  Office 
for  military  purposes  ;  a  plot  of  about 
one  and  a-hi^f  acre  behind  the  Picture 
Gallery  will  be  reserved  fw  a  building 
for  offices  and  examination  Tooms  for  the 
Civil  Service  Commissioners,  and  the 
balance  will  go  in  roads.  The  centre  of 
the  river  frontage  will  be  occupied  by 
the  Picture  Gallery,  and  on  either  side 
will  be  military  buildings,  of  which  the 
form  and  character  are  not  yet  decided. 
The  question  of  improving  the  approaches 
to  the  site  is  one  that  must  be  dealt  with 
by  the  Vestry  and  the  London  Co^unty 
Council. 

Mr,  Gtorge  Btusell 


Mr.  H.  L.  W.  LAWSON  (Gloucester. 
Cirencester)  ;  Will  no  part  be  reserved 
for  open  spaces  ? 

Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  :  Not  actually 
as  open  spaces,  but  a  good  deal  will  not 
be  occupied  by  buildings. 

Mr.  STUAET-WORTLEY  :  Will 
the  Government,  in  the  interest  d  the 
public,  try  and  secure  a  good  approach  to 
the  property  from  the  back  ? 

Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  :  Yes ;  so  far 
as  it  is  in  our  power. 

THE  LOSS  OF  THE  "COUNTESS  OF 
ABERDEEN." 

Mr.  -PAUL  (Edinburgh,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  burning  of  the  saloon  in  the 
Hull  trader  and  passenger  boat  Countets 
of  Aberdeen  after  she  had  stranded  on  the 
coast  of  Aberdeenshire  on  the  night  of 
Sunday,  the  IStfa  of  April ;  if  he  has 
reason  to  believe  that  the  fire  was  due  to 
the  use  of  dangerously  inflammablo  oil ; 
and  whether  the  Board  of  Trade  has  any 
power  to  restrict  the  use  of  oil  with  too 
low  a  flash  point  for  safety  ? 
•Mr.  BURT  (who  replied)  said  :  Yes, 
Sir ;  the  attention  of  the  President  oi  the 
Board  of  Trade  has  been  called  to  the 
case  of  the  Counte»$  of  Aberdeen^  and  he 
has  oidered  an  inquiry  to  be  held  with 
regard  to  her  stranding  and  to  the  fire 
which  subsequently  occurred.  Until  the 
result  of  that  inquiry  is  known,  I  prefer 
not  to  express  any  opinion  in  the  matter, 
but  I  may  say  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
have  no  power  to  prescribe  the  quality  of 
oil  to  be  used  on  board  ship. 

Mr.  PAUL  :  Arising  out  of  this  sub- 
ject, may  1  ask  the  Home  Secretary 
when  the  Committee  on  Petroleum  will 
be  appointed  ? 

Ms.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  :  I  can- 
not say. 

ALLEQBD  UANSLAUaHTER  OF  A 
SBAMAK. 

Mr.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 

Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  an  inquiry  recently  held  at  the 
Qneenstown  Petty  Sessions  into  a  charge 
of  manslaughter  of  a  seaman,  named 
John  Gomer,  by  Samuel  Nelson,  Captain 
of  the  British  ship  Bannoekburnt  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  five  seamen  of  tlie 
said  ship  were  in  attendance  to  give  eri- 
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deoce  OD  the  hearing,  and  were  not 
called ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
said  seamen  were  prepared  not  only  to 
gire  evidence  of  the  circumstances  imme- 
diately Attendant  upon  the  death  of  the 
said  John  Gomer,  but  were  also  prepuvd 
to  make  a  stiLtnnent  of  previous  ill- 
treatment  of  the  deceased  by  the  captain ; 
an4  whether  he  will  direct  an  inquiry  to 
be  made  into  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case? 

•Mr.  BURT  (who  replied)  said  :  The 
attention  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  has  been  called  to  the  case  to 
which  my  hon.  Friend  refers,  but  the 
Board  of  Trade  have  no  power  to  review 
the  decision  of  the  Court  with  regard  to 
the  criminal  charge  upon  which  it  adjudi- 
cated. The  President  has,  however, 
decided  to  order  a  Local  Marine  Board 
investigation  into  the  allegations  of  ili- 
tceatment  made  against  (he  muter  of  the 
BanHoekburrtf  with  a  view  to  his  certifi- 
cate being  dealt  with  if  the  evidence  is 
found  to  justify  such  a  course. 

Mr.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  : 
Can  the  bon.  Gentleman  indicate  at 
which  port  the  local  inquiry  will  be 
held  ? 

Mb.  BURT :  I  cannot  say,  but  I 
will  get  the  iofonnation  for  ttie  hon. 
UemW. 

BABNET  LOCAL  BOARD  DISTRICT. 

Mb.  VICARY  GIBBS  (Herts,  St. 
Albans)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  what  is 
the  reason  of  the  protracted  delay  in 
granting  to  the  Barnet  Local  Board 
authority  over  an  extended  district, 
which  extension  is  not  objected  to  by 
either  the  Hertfordshire  or  Middlesex 
County  Councils  or  the  neighbouring 
authorities  affected  ? 

Hb.  SHAW-LEFEVBE  :  The  Hert- 
fordshire County  Council  made  an  Order 
which,  whilst  extending  the  district  of 
the  Barnet  Local  Board,  would  have 
altered  the  Rural  Sanitary  District  of 
the  Barnet  Union,  which  is  partly  in- 
cluded ia  the  County  of  Middlesex.  The 
I«ocal  Government  Board  had  doubt  as 
to  the  leigality  of  this  Order,  and  they 
submitted  a  case  to  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown  as  to  the  powers  of  a  County 
Council  under  sucli  circumstances.  The 
Law  Officers  advised  that  neither  the 
County  Council  nor  a  Joint  Committee 
of  the  Councils  of  the  Counties  in  which 


the  Rural  Sanitary  District  was  situate 
could  make  such  an  Order.  With  the 
view  of  meeting  this  difficulty  a  provision 
has  been  introduced  into  the  Local  Go- 
vemment  Act  under  which  an  Order  may 
be  made  for  jhe  extension  of  the  district 
by  a  Joint  Committee  of  the  two 
counties. 

THE  VENTILATION  OF  THE  HOUSE  OP 
COMMONS. 
SiK  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Commissiouer  of 
Works  whether  Mr.  James  Keith,  C.E., 
has  prepared  a  Report  with  reference  to 
the  heating  and  ventilation  of  the  Houses 
of  Parliament ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
Report  will  be  circulated  for  the  informa- 
tion of  Members  ? 

•Mb.  H.  GLADSTONE  :  In  Decem- 
ber last  Mr.  Keith,  as  a  professional  gen- 
tleman interested  in  such  matters,  ob- 
tained leave  from  my  predecessor  to 
examine  the  warming  and  ventilating 
arrangements  at  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, but  he  was  expressly  told  that  no 
commission  was  thereby  given  him  to 
make  a  Report.  He  has  sent  in  to  me  a 
Report  condemning  the  present  system 
in  some  respects,  and  it  has,  apparently, 
been  widely  circulated.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  lay  it  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
I  moat  remind  hon.  Memlrars  that  in  1 A91 
a  Select  Committee,  presided  over  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Memberfor 
Dublin  University,  made  a  thorough  in- 
vestigation *of  the  ventilation  of  the 
House,  and  drew  their  Report  upon  the 
evidence  of  surveyors,  sanitary  and 
mechanical  engineers,  chemists,  and  other 
independent  experts.  As  at  present  ad- 
vised, I  see  no  reason  for  disturbing  the 
decisions  then  arrived  at. 

PATENT  OFFICE  FEES. 
Mr.  A. C.MORTON  (Peterborough): 
I  beg  to  86k  the  President  of  the  BoanI 
of  Trade  what  the  total  amount  of  fees 
would  have  been  which  would  have 
accrued  to  the  Patent  Office  of  the  Trea- 
sury, in  respect  of  the  121,242  patents 
which  were  voided  from  the  ist  of  July, 
1852,  to  the  3 1  St  of  December,  1893,  if 
such  voided  patents  had  been  kept  up  by 
payment  of  renewal  fees,  or  otherwise, 
for  the  full  period  of  14  years  (including 
in  such  total  the  sum  of  £3,000,000,  or 
thereabouts,  paid  in  respect  of  such 
patents  until  they  became  voided)  ? 
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•Mr.  BURT  (who  replied)  said  :  This 
u  a  hypothetical  queation,  to  which  I 
can  only  give  a  very  general  reply.  The 
figures  would  probably  reach  somewhere 
about  £20,000,000. 

CLASKNGB  LANBB,  BOBRAUFTON. 

Mb.  THORNTON  (CUpham) :  On 
bdialf  of  the  hoD.  Member  for  Wands- 
worth, I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
freeholder  of  the  Clarence  Lanes,  Roe- 
hampton,.  has  offered  to  place  them  at 
the  disposal  of  the  public  gratis,  if  the 
GoTerament  will  re-open  the  gate  into 
Richmond  Park  at  the  end  of  the  lane ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  be  will  make  the 
npcessary  provision  Id  the  Estimates  for 
maintaining  the  road  and  gate  r 

•Mb.  H.  GLADSTONE  (who  replied) 
said :  It  is  true  that  the  owner  of  Clarence 
Lanes  has  made  a  generous  offer  to  make 
them  over  to  the  public,  but,  pending  the 
result  of  communications  between  the 
Office  of  Works  and  the  London  County 
Council  and  the  Wandsworth  District 
Board  as  to  the  makiog-up  and  mainten- 
aooe  of  the  roftd,  I  am  unable  just  at 

S resent  to  give  the  hon.  Member  a 
efinite  reply. 

PABLIAUENTARY  BEQIBTSRS. 
Mb.  STUART-WORTLEY  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  why  his  Motion  for  the 
Return  Parliamentary  Electors  **  (No. 
40  of  this  Session),  agreed  to  by  this 
House  on  the  15th  of  March,  was  not 
framed  so  as  to  elicit  the  information  re- 
quired from  the  Register  which  came 
into  force  on  1st  January,  1894,  instead 
of  being  limited  to  the  expired  Register 
of  1893  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  The  num- 
ber of  electors  on  the  Parliamentary 
Register  on  the  Ist  of  January,  189.1, 
was  taken  because  these  particulars  were 
at  once  available,  having  already  been 
obtained  for  the  puipose  of  a  Parliamen- 
tary Return.  Stmiior  particulars  could 
not  be  given  as  r^aids  those  on  the 
Register  in  January,  1894,  without 
calling  for  new  Returns,  and  this  would 
have  occasioned  very  considerable  delay. 

Mb.  STUART-WORTLEY  :  Is  it 
not  a  fact  that  under  a  section  of  the 
Registration  Act  the  Roister  coming 
into  force  at  the  be^nning  of  this  year 


ought  to  have  been  deposited  at  the 
Home  Office  before  the  21st  October  last  ? 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEYBE  :  Yes  ;  but 
I  do  not  think  the  new  Better  will  give 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  information  he 
deairea. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  WRITERS. 
Mb.  ALBAN  GIBBS  (London)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether,  in  some  cases,  writers  with  only 
10  years'  service  have  been  promoted  to 
the  Abstractor  Class  with  a  commencing 
salary  of  £150  per  annum,  whilst  others 
with  over  20  years*  service  have  com- 
menced with  only  £1 10  per  annum,  rising 
by  £2  10».  to  £150  per  annum,  and  have 
to  serve  36  years  Imore  they  can  reach 
a  salary  of  £150  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
the  Treasury  will,  in  addition  to  allow- 
log  some  writers  so  promoted  to  carry 
with  them,  according  to  the  ordinary 
practice  of  the  Service,  the  salaries  they 
were  earning  at  the  time  of  appointment, 
also  adopt  some  means  by  which  men 
with  15  and  20  years*  service  will  not  be 
expected  to  serve  so  long  a  period  as  36 
years  before  they  are  enabled  to  reach  the 
present  maximum  salary  of  £150 
annum? 

SiH  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  have  already 
dealt  with  the  matters  referred  to  in  my 
answers  given  to  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Kingston  Division  of 
Surrey  on  the  12th  of  June,  1893,  and  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bow  and  Bromley 
on  the  izth  of  April.  I  am  not  able 
to  add  anything  to  the  ansirers  then 
given. 

SWAZILAND. 
Baeon  H.  DE  WORMS  (Liverpool, 
East  Toxteth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  he  can  give  the  House  any 
further  information  relative  to  the  pro- 
posed  transfer  of  Swaziland  to  the  South 
African  Republic ;  whether  the  Queen 
Regent,  and  a  large  section  of  the  native 
population,  are  adverse  to  such  transfer ; 
and  whether  he  ean  state  what  course 
Her  Majesty^s  Government  propose  to 
take  in  view  of  this  serious  condition  of 
affairs  ? 

Mb.  S.  BUXTON  :  A  meeting  of  the 
Queen  Regent  and  Council  of  the  Swazi 
nation  to  consider  the  question  was  to 
take  place  on  the  24th  inetuit,  and  Her 
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Uajeety's  GoTernment  have  not  yet 
learnt  the  result. 

LOCAL  COURTS  IN  LANCASHIRE. 
Me.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Gtivernment  have  con- 
sidered the  advisability  of  meeting  the 
wishes  of  Lancashire  (as  expressed  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor  in  deputation)  that 
a  Judge  should  be  appointed  to  be 
attached  to  the  Probate,  Divorce,  and 
Admiralty  DivisioUf  who  should  try  all 
actions  in  those  Divisions  arising  in 
Lancashire,  and  also  all  actions  and 
originating  summonses  in  the  Queen's 
Bench  Division,  and  that  such  Judge 
should  sit  throughout  the  legal  year  in 
Livwpool  and  Manchester  alternately  ? 

Mb.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  (who  re- 
plied) said  :  The  Lord  Chancellor  re- 
ceiveil  a  deputation  from  Lancashire,  who 
expressed  to  him  their  desire  that  there 
should  be  continuous  sittings  throughout 
the  legal  year  in  that  county  of  a  Judge 
of  the  High  Court  to  take  business 
arising  in  all  Divisions  of  that  Court. 
Since  that  occasion  arrangements  have 
been  made  for  providing  more  frequent 
sittii^  at  fixed  dates  at  Manchester 
and  Liverpool ;  and  it  is  desirable  to 
have  some  experience  of  the  amount  of 
business  done  at  those  sittings,  and  the 
adequacy  of  those  arrangements,  before 
contemplating  a  change  of  such  import- 
ance as  ^t  which  the  queation  indi- 
cates. 

BLIGO,  LEITBIH,  AND  NOBTHBRN 
COUimES  RAILWAY. 

Mb.  WOLFF  (Belfast,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  at  the 
request  of  the  Sligo,  Leitrim,  and  North- 
em  Counties  Railway  Company,  it  is 
proposed  to  cancel  the  debt  of  £28,000, 
being  seven  years'  interest  due  on  money 
lent,  which  the  Company  owes  to  the 
Irish  Board  of  Works ;  whether  be  is 
aware  that  the  Great  Northern  Railway 
Company  of  Ireland  has  offered  to  buy 
the  Sligo,  Leitrim,  and  Northern  Counties 
Railway  Company,  paying  £90,b00  to  the 
Board  olt  Works,  and  repaying  the  amount 
of  interest  owing ;  and  whether  this 
offer  will  receive  the  favourable  considera- 
tion of  the  Government  ? 


*Mr.  JORDAN  (Meath,  S.) :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Crentleman  aware  that  the 
Great  Northern  and  Belfast  interests 

combined,  and  represented  by  the  hon. 
Member,  are,  with  its  usual  philanthropy, 
most  anxious  to  acquire  a  good  going 
concern  at  less  than  its  original  cost? 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order !  A 
question  put  in  tiiose  terms  should  not  be 
answered. 

•Sib  J.  T.  HIBBERT  (who  replied) 
said :  A  proposal  to  the  effect  of  the  first 
paragraph  has  been  made,  but  has  not 
been  acceded  to  by  the  Government.  A 
joint  offer  to  purchase  the  line  has  been 
received  from  the  Great  Northern  and 
Midland  Great  Western  Companies,  and 
will  receive  full  consideration  from  the 
Treasury,  along  with  oilier  proposals ; 
but  I  am  not  in  a  position  as  yet  to 
announce  any  decision  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  Is  it  a  fact  that  the 
acceptance  of  the  offer  will  entail  a  loss 
on  the  treasury  of  £10,000?  Is  not 
public  opinion  in  the  district  served  by' 
the  line  strongly  adverse  to  the  sale ;  am 
will  the  Treasury  regard  this  question  as 
one  of  public  policy  ? 

Mr.  DANE :  Did  not  the  Chief 
Secretary  receive  an  influential  deputa- 
tion, composed  of  persons  resident  in  the 
parte  served  by  the  Company,  and  was  it 
not  strongly  urged  that  the  acceptance  of 
the  proposal  would  be  most  detrimental 
to  the  Company  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  It  is  quite  true 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  and  myself 
received  such  a  deputation,  representative 
of  various  sections  of  Irish  opinion,  on 
this  subject,  and  full  consideration  will  be 
given  to  the  views  expressed  by  those 
who  live  in  the  district  before  any  deci- 
sion is  arived  at. 

Mb.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  :  Is  a. 
decision  likely  to  be  arrived  at  within  a 
reasonable  time  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Matters  of 
this  kind  take  some  time. 

Mr.  WOLFF  :  Before  a  decision  is 
finally  arrived  at,  will  the  House  or  hon. 
Members  interested  have  an  opportunity 
of  expressing  their  views  ? 

•SiB  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Hon.  Mem- 
bers interested  in  the  district  will  have 
an  opportunity  of  making  any  represen- 
tations. 
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PIR^US  AND  LARISSA  RAILWAV 
COMPANY. 

Mb.  MACLUBE  (Laacasfaire,  S.E., 
Stretford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affiurs  whether 
Her  Majesty^s  Government  have  recaved 
certain  representations  from  the  contrac- 
tors for  the  construction  of  the  Pirssus 
and  Lariasa  Railway  Company  as  regards 
the  present  action  of  the  Greek  Govern- 
ment towards  them  ;  and  whether  they 
are  giving  the  subject  their  serious  con- 
sideration ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  Representations  have  been  re- 
ceived from  the  contractors  as  regards 
the  action  of  the  Greek  Government,  and 
Her  Majesty^B  Representative  at  Athens 
has  endeavoured  by  unofficial  action  to 
obtain  for  them  favourable  treatment. 
But  the  question  ts  one  of  a  contract  be- 
tween the  Greek  Government  and  the 
British  firm,  which  the  latter  have  failed 
to  execute,  and  is  necessarily  subject  to 
Greek  law.  The  first  remedy  of  the 
contractors,  if  they  consider  they  have 
to  complain  of  tbe  action  of  the 
Greek  Government,  is  by  litigation  iu 
the  Law  Courts,  and  it  is  only  in  case  of 
au  obvious  denial  of  justice  and  after  that 
remedy  is  exhausted  that  there  would  bo 
grounds  for  diplomatic  intervention.  In 
view  of  the  British  interests  involved,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  continue  to 
do  what  is  in  their  power  to  promote  a 
friendly  and  equitable  settlement. 

KILPEDDER  PETTY  SESSIONS  COURT. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  (Kerry,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  removal  of 
the  Kilpedder  Petty  Sessions  District 
Court  from  Kilgarvan  to  Kenmare,  which 
is  causing  great  inconvenience  to  the  in- 
habitants of  the  district,  many  of  whom 
are  obliged  to  travel  nearly  18  miles  to 
have  their  cases  heard ;  and  that  the 
proprietors  of  30  business  houses  are 
obliged  to  take  their  weights  and 
measures  to  Kenmare  to  be  tested 
quarterly  ;  if  he  is  aware  that  tbe  Kil- 
pedder Petty  Sessions  Court  was  estab- 
lished nearly  a  century  ago,  and  is  in  the 
centre  of  a  populous  district  12  miles 
square  :  and  whether,  as  there  is  a  Magis- 


trate available  living  within  a  qnart^  of 

a  mile  of  the  town,  he  will  direct  that 
the  Petty  Sessions  Court  be  re-estab- 
lished ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  put  this  question 
down  for  another  day,  as  I  have  not  yet 
been  furnished  with  a  Report  on  it. 

THE  KNIOHT  OF  KBRRT  AND  THE 
POOR  BATE. 

Mb.  KILBRIDE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Ltentenaot 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  • 
Knight  of  Kerry,  by  persistently  refusing 
to  pay  the  poor's  rate  iu  sufficient  time, 
has  thereby  deprived  the  tenants  on  his 
Valentia  property  rated  at  £4  and  under 
of  the  right  to  vote  at  a  Parliamentary 
election  ;  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  statement  of  County  Court 
Judge  Shaw,  expressing  his  astonish- 
ment at  the  number  struck  off  the  Par- 
liamentary Register  for  this  cause  ;  and 
whether  he  will  direct  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.to  compel  the  rate  collector 
to  obtain  payment  of  the  rates  within  the 
statutable  period,  so  that  persons  entitled 
to  the  franchise  may  not  be  deprived  of 
the  right  conferred  on  them  by  Parlia- 
ment ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  are  informed  by  the 
clerk  of  the  Union  that  the  rate  collector 

furnished  the  agent  of  the  Knight  of 
Kerry  iti  May,  1893,  with  particulars  of 
holdings  valued  at  and  under  £4,  and 
that  subsequently  he  repeatedly  pressed 
for  payment,  with  the  view  of  prevent- 
ing the  tenants  from  being  disfranchised. 
It  was  uot  until  November,  however, 
that  the  rates  were  paid.  The  County 
Court  Judge  considered  that  au  undue 
number  of  voters  were  disqualified  from 
this  cause.  With  regard  to  the  last 
paragraph,  it  does  not  appear,  I  am  in- 
formed, that  there  was  any  default  on 
the  part  of  tbe  collector. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  direct  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  impress  apon  the  Guardians  the 
necessity  of  collecting  the  rate  within 
the  statutory  time,  so  ^at  a  large  number 
of  men  may  not  be  disfranchised  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  will  call  the 
attention  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
to  the  matter,  and  ascertain  their  Stoti- 
ments  on  the  poiut. 
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Mr.  BODKXN  (Roscommon.  S.)  : 
Will  this  injustice  be  rendered  impossible 
by  the  Registration  Bill  of  the  GoTem- 
ment  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  hare  not  ex- 
amined the  case  from  that  point  of  view. 

CASTLE  COVE  POSTAL  ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Poatmaater  Generat  whether  he  has  con- 
sidered the  unsatisfactory  postal  arrange- 
ments between  Castle  Cove  and  Caher- 
daniel,  County  Kerry,  under  which  letters 
arrive  at  Castle  Core  at  4.30  p.m^  and 
replies  must  be  posted  at  6  p.m.,  giving 
only  an  hour  and  a-half  for  reply  to 
letters  in  a  rural  district  where  there  is 
no  delivery  ;  and  whether,  to  meet  the 
wants  of  the  locality,'  he  will  arrange 
that  the  mail  should  leave  Castle  Cove 
in  the  moruing  at  6.50.  reaching  Caher- 
daniel  in  time  for  the  mail  leaving  there 
for  Watervitle  at  8.30,  involviug  no 
change  in  present  arrangements  between 
Caherdaniel  and  Watervilte;  this  altera- 
tion, which  entails  no  additional  expense, 
will  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
localitv  ? 

thb  postmaster  general 

(Mr.  A.  Morley,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  I 
carefully  iuquired  into  this  matter  last 
year,  and  I  would  remind  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  I  wrote  to  hira  on  the  Ist  of 
August  explainiug  that  I  had  io  the 
preceding  month  been  able  to  effect  a 
consitlerable  improvement  in  the  service, 
giving,  in  fact,  a  delivery  on  sis  instead  of 
on  three  days  a  week.  I  pointed  out  at 
the  flame  time  why  I  could  not  sanction 
the  further  alteration,  which  would  much 
extend  the  period  during  which  the 
postman  is  on  duty,  and  would  involve 
additional  expense,  which  is  not  war- 
ranted,  as  there  is  already  a  serious  loss 
on  the  service. 

VENTRY  HABPOtJR. 
Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  when  the 
work  on  the  proposed  new  pier  at  Ventry 
Harbour,  County  Kerry,  will  be  com- 
menced by  the  Congested  Districts 
Board? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  The  Congested 
Districts  Board  inform  me  that  they  do 
not  at  present  propose  to  construct  a  pier 
at  Ventry  Harbour.  Other  landing 
places  in  Kerry  are  to  be  improved,  and 
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the  funds  at  the  Board^s  disposal  are  not 
large  enongb  to  enable  them  to  under- 
take more  than  a  small  number  of  such 
works  at  the  same  time. 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  :  Wilt  the  ques- 
tion of  the  pier  be  considered  after  these 
works  have  been  completed  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Board  have 
it  under  consideration. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  :  Will  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  fulfil  their  promise  to 
make  boatslips  on  the  Island  of  Valentia, 
or  a  pier   in   the  neighbourhood  of 

Cahirciveen  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  will  inquire. 

THE  SAMOAN  ISLANDS. 
Sir  T.  ESMONDE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Uuder  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
if  the  Government  of  New  Zealand  have 
made  proposals  to  the  Colonial  Office  for 
the  future  administration  of  the  Samoan 
Islands,  and  that  the  Samoans  have 
repeatedly  expressed  their  concurrence 
with  the  views  of  the  New  Zealaud  Go- 
vernment ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
unsettled  condition  of  these  Islands,  and 
of  their  immense  importance  to  Her 
Majesty's  Australasian  Dominions,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  give  favour- 
able consideration  to  the  proposals  of  the 
New  Zealand  Government  ? 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  :  At  the  same  time,  will 
the  hon.  Gentleman  state  the  terms  of 
the  offier  made  by  the  Government  of 
New  Zealand  that  that  colony  should 
undertake  the  administration  of  the 
Samoan  Islands  ;  and  whether  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  has  received  any  commnni-' 
cations  from  any  of  the  Australian  Go- 
vernments, indicating  their  willingness 
to  afford  the  necessary  support  to  New 
Zealand  in  this  matter ;  if  so,  which 
Governments  have  now  adopted  this 
course  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  A  telegram  has 
been  received  on  the  matter  from  New 
Zealand ;  and  we  have  learnt  that  it  is 
supported  by  the  Governments  of  Vic- 
toria, South  Australia,  and  Tasmania ; 
but  I  cannot  make  any  statement  on  the 
subject  beyond  that  contained  In  the 
answer  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affhirs  on 
Tuesday. 
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HALTBBS  HABBIAGB  LAWS. 

Mb.  BANEIN  (Herafordahire,  Leo- 
miniBter)  :  I  to  uk  the  Under  Secre- 
tai7  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he 
cftn  DOW  mfonn  the  House  if  the  Frivj 
Council  has  uTived  at  aoy  decision  rela- 
tive to  the  Marriage  Legacy  question  in 
Malta  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  corre- 
epoodence  upon  the  subject  may  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ? 

Mb.  S.  BUXTON  :  The  question  re- 
ferred to  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  relates  not  to  Marriage 
Legacies,  but  to  the  ralidtty  of  certain 
marriages  in  Malta.  The  Jadtciat  Com- 
mittee have  not  yet  given  their  decision. 
The  Marriage  Legacy  question  upon 
which  there  has  been  some  correspondence 
with  the  Govemment  of  Malta  is  not  a 
matter  of  such  public  interest  as  to 
warrant  the  presentation  of  the  corre- 
spondence to  Parliament. 

Mb.  RANKIN  :  May  I  be  allowed  to 
see  the  correspondence  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  call  at  the  Colonial  Office 
I  shall  be  glad  to  show  it  to  him. 

IRISH  LAW  RBP0RT8. 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  (Down.  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  there  is  no  copy  of  the  Irish 
LawReporta  in  the  Library  of  the  House 
of  Commons  ;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
the  early  sitting  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Land  Act  (Ireland),  be  will  take  into 
consideration  the  desirability  of  having 
collected  and  published  for  the  use  of  the 
Members  Reporta  of  the  leading  cases 
on  the  Irish  Land  A.ets,  with  the  decisions, 
and  also  summaries  of  the  points  rsised 
and  the  effects  of  the  decisions  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  aware  of 
what  is  stated  in  the  first  paragraph. 
All  the  important  cases  on  the  Irish 
Land  Acta  down  to  the  end  of  1892  are 
carefully  noted,  and  the  effect  of  the 
decisions  explained  in  Ckerry'i  Treatise 
on  the  Land  ActSy  and  the  subsequent 
cases  will  be  found  in  the  Irish  Legal 
Reports.  The  point  raised  by  my  hon. 
Friend  will  no  doubt  receive  the  early 
attention  of  the  Select  Committee. 

Mb.  DANE  :  Does  not  the  Library  of 
the  Honse  of  Lords  contain  the  Reports, 
and  have  not  Members  of  this  House 
ttCcesB  to  that  Library  ? 


Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  understand  that 
hon.  Members  have  access  to  the  Library 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  but  I  am  douhtf  lU 
if  these  Reporta  are  to  be  found  there. 

Mb.  DANE  :  They  are. 

GURBAGH  CAHF. 
Mr.  P.J.  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary, N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  new  con- 
tracts are  about  to  be  entered  into  for 
works  at  the  Curragh  Camp,  if  in  the  in- 
terest of  Irish  industries,  and  in  fulfilment 
of  his  promise  given  ou  the  27th  of 
February,  1 893,  he  will  see  that  in  the 
preparation  of  estimates  for  the  proposed 
works,  due  provision  will  be  made  for 
making  use  of  Killaloe  slates,  provided 
they  can  be  supplied  equal  in  quality 
and^  not  higher  in  price  than  othv 
slates  ? 

•Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Only  one  contract  for  military  huUdin^ 
in  Ireland  has  been  made  since  the  reply 

referred  to.  In  it  the  specification  of 
Welsh  roofing  slates  is  omitted,  and  the 
slates  to  be  used  are  required  to  be  equal 
in  quality  to  a  sample  in  the  Royal 
Engineer  Office,  and  the  same  course  will 
be  taken  in  future  contracts. 

SOLDIERS'  TRAVELLING  PRIVILEGES. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Boaxd  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  statranent  in  the  lAodon  Press 
of  the  24th  of  April,  to  the  effect  that  a 
non-commissioned  officer  has  been  refused 
a  passage  in  the  mail  boat  of  the  London 
and  North  Western  Railway  from  DubliD 
to  Holyhead  because  be  was  in  uniform  ; 
and  whether,  if  so,  he  will  represent  to 
the  Company  the  illegality  of  the  pro- 
ceeding ? 

*Mr.  BURT  (who  replied)  said :  The 
Board  of  Trade  communicated  with  the 
Railway  Company,  and  have  received  a 
reply  which  I  shall  be  happy  to  show  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member.  It  appears 
that  the  Company  did  not  refuse  to  carry 
the  man  by  the  express  boat,  but  declined 
to  carry  him  at  the  military  fare.  The 
differenoe  has  since  been  repaid  him, 

THE  ARRAN  ISLANDS. 
Mr.  sexton  :    I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  what  measures  he  has  adopted 
I  to  deal  with  the  extraordinary  deetitntion 
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preraitiDg  amongst  the  iohabitaDts  of  the 
Anan  IsUihIb? 

Ub.  J.  MORLEY  :  A  great  numher 
fd  qneetioDB  have  been  put  to  me  from 
time  to  time  on  this  subject,  and  as  great 
intereet  is  taken  in  it  in  Ireland  and  in 
this  coantrr,  perhaps  the  House  will 
indulge  me  a  rather  long  answer.  Early 
in  February  last  a  meeting  was  held  in 
the  South  Island  of  Arran.  As  a  result 
a  Memorial  was  forwarded  to  me  by  the 
Ute  parish  priest.  Rev.  F.  J.  McPhilpan, 
addressed  to  the  Congested  Districts 
Bowd,  praying  for  reli^  works.  That 
Ifemorial  was  brought  before  the  Con- 
gested Districts  Boud,  and  at  the  same 
time  I  took  immediate  steps  to  inquire 
into  the  condition  of  the  people.  I  found 
from  inquiries  made  on  the  spot  that 
while  a  numhw  of  the  Killeany  villa^rs 
who  depend  on  hand-line  fishing,  and  the 
people  of  Inisheer,  who  are  the  poorest  in 
the  islands,  were,  as  in  the  best  of  years, 
badly  off,  there  was  no  cause  to  appre- 
hend actual  want,  and  that  taking  the 
people  of  the  islands  generally  they  were 
oomparatively  well  off ;  they  had  a  very 
suoceesful  Spring  and  Autumn  fishing 
•eaaon  ;  the  price  of  kelp  was  better  than 
for  some  years  past,  and  they  had  reared 
a  very  large  unmber  of  pigs  and  sold 
them  at  high  prices.  Since  that  date 
representatioDs  of  various  kinds  have 
been  made  to  the  Irish  Government. 
The  islands  were  visited  by  a  member  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  and  sub- 
sequently by  a  Local  Government  Inspec- 
tor, who  spent  several  days  on  the 
islandSf  and  made  careful  inquiries  into 
the  condition  of  the  people,  and  as  to 
Uie  existing  arrangements  for  relief 
should  sudden  necessity  arise.  The  re- 
liering  officer  has  at  hia  disposal  means 
for  providing  outdoor  relief,  and  the 
Inspeotor  has  ios^cted  him  as  to  his 
responsibilities  and  his  duties  and  his 
power  in  the  matter.  There  was  no 
reason  to  apprehend  "  deaths  by  starva- 
tion "  as  was  allegeil.  Early  in  tbe  pre- 
sent month  some  evictioos  occurred 
arising  out  of  ejectment  decrees  issued  in 
1893,  some  38  families  were  at  that  time 
converted  into  the  position  of  caretakers; 
23  families  arranged  with  the  agent  by 
paying,  it  is  said,  two  years'  rent  and 
X4  coat  in  each  case,  12  families  were 
evicted,  and  in  three  cases  the  proceed- 
ings were  postponed  indefinitely.  The 
Inspector  visited  1 1  of  these  families  at 


tbe  time  oo  tbe  North  Island,  and  satis- 
fied himself — and  he  is  a  very  competent 
officer — that  they  had  shelter  afforded 
them  by  their  neighbours,  either  in 
oat-houses  fitted  up  as  dwelling  houses 
or,  in  some  iostaaces,  in  the  abodes 
of  their  neighbours.  These  families,  on 
the  report  of  tbe  relieving  officer  that 
they  might  possibly  be  destitute,  were 
afforded  provisioual  relief  pending  tbe 
ordinary  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians— the  Galway  Board.  The  re- 
maining nine  families  have  all  of  them 
more  or  less  tbe  means  of  support.  The 
cases  of  these  evicted  tenants  subse- 
quently came  before  the  Galway  Board 
on  the  nth  of  this  month,  with  the 
result  that,  in  the  case  of  fom-  familiw, 
outdoor  relief  was  saucdoned  by  tho 
Board  for  a  month.  In  two  of  the  cases 
the  Guardians  did  not  consider  that  the 
applicants  were  deserving  of  outdoor 
relief.  This  morning  I  received  tbe  fol- 
lowing information,  which  concludes 
what  I  have  to  say.  There  are  in  the 
Arran  Islands  530  families,  consisting  of 
3,521  persons  at  the  present  moment ;  41 
families,  comprising  89  persons,  are  re- 
ceiving outdoor  relief.  This  includes 
food,  lodging,  and  such  medical  attend- 
ance as  may  be  necessary,  and  all  those 
persons  are  receiving  provisions  in  the 
way  of  food.  There  are,  roughly  speaking, 
40  or  50  families,  comprising  150  people, 
in  addition  to  the  41  families  referred  to, 
who  are  living  on  credit  or  on  their 
neighbours  at  tbe  present  moment. 
Under  ordinary  circumstances  of  weather 
and  season  the  extreme  pressure  on  these 
unfortunate  islanders  will  be  over  in  a 
month.  Money  for  kelp  and  cattle,  as 
well  as  returns  from  fishing,  may  all  be 
expected  about  the  end  of  May,  at  which 
time  also  tbe  principal  fair  for  the  island 
will  be  held.  The  relieving  officer  has 
received  careful  instructions  that,  when- 
ever necessary,  relief  should  be  at  once 
given.  The  question  of  providing  seed 
potatoes  has  been  all  along  admitted  a 
proper  and  an  important  one.  I  brought 
the  matter  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Congested  Districts  Board,  who  found, 
however,  that  they  had  no  power  to 
either  provide  seed  potatoes  free  or  by 
way  of  loan,  their  powers  being  restricted 
to  giving  them  for  cash  and  at  cost  price. 
It  has  been  estimated  that  a  sum  of  £130, 
while  not,  of  course,  sufficient  to  admit 
of  a  change  of  seed  being  given  to 


Digitized  by  GoOglc 


1439         Tht  Drumshanbo  {COMMONS} 


Stationmeuter.  1440 


all  the  occupiers  of  small  boldinga  in 
the  islands,  would  enable  a  substantial 
amount,  say  five  or  six  cwt.,  to  be 
^iven  to  those  landholders  who 
just  at  present  hare  a  difficulty  in 
procuring  a  supply  out  of  their  own 
resources.  It  seemeid  to  me  impracticable 
to  ask  Parliament  to  malce  a  special  Vote 
for  this  small  amonnt,  and  white  further 
considering  the  matter,  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Northamptonshire 
kindly  on  his  own  motion  started  a  sub- 
scription. He  has  already  remitted  the 
sum  of  £80  to  the  clergyman  of  the 
islands,  and,  as  the  rev.  gentleman  has 
alrea.Iy  started  a  fund,  there  ought  to  be 
no  difficulty  in  withdrawing  from  it  a 
sum  of,  say,  £50  to  make  up  the  £130 
required.  I  have  to  add  that,  iu  order  to 
make  quite  sure,  I  directed  yesterday  an 
Inspector  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  cross  to  the  island  aud 
report  to  me  to-morrow ;  and  if  it  is 
thought  desirable  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bast  Northamptonshire,  and  the 
trustees  of  the  other  funds,  the  Inspector 
will  proceed  to  distribute  them,  as  in- 
structions will  be  given  him  so  to  do.  1 
think  there  is  really  no  ground  what- 
«ver  for  charging  the  Government  in 
the  discbarge  of  their  duty  with  any 
callousness  in  connection  with  the  relief 
of  these  aafortunate  people  ;  and  I  hope 
what  has  been  done  by  voluntary  effi>rt, 
with  the  assistance  of  the  local  relieving 
officer,  will  meet  all  the  exigencies  of 
what  I  admit  to  be  a  very  painful  case. 

Mr,  sexton  :  I  should  be  sorry  to 
charge  the  Government  with  callouaneas 
or  neglect,  but  I  observe  that  in  the 
sketch  of  the  situation  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  given  he  does  not 
refer  to  the  greater  probability  of  want 
this  year  owing  to  the  failure  of 
the  potato  crop  last  year,  and  I  would 
ask  him  whether  he  does  not  think  that 
in  his  estimate  of  the  means  of  sub- 
sistence he  may  not  be  too  sanguine 
owing  to  the  fact  that  the  ordinary 
supply  of  food  from  the  last  crop  may 
not  be  forthcoming  ?  I  would  further  ask 
him  whether  he  would  not  call  the 
attention  of  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  to  the  necessity  of  starting  re- 
productive works,  such  as  the  construc- 
tion of  new  roads  and  the  building  of 
boat-slips  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  think 
the  question  of  the  making  of  roads  is 
Mr»  J".  Morley 


one  in  which  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  could  very  well  interfere  at  pre- 
sent. They  would,  first  of  all,  have  to 
obtain  the  consent  of  the  Presentment 
Sessions  and  of  the  Grand  Jury.  They 
have  already  spent  a  sum  of  £370  in  im- 
proving the  water  supply  of  the  island. 
I  have  bad  under  consideration  whether 
they  could  not  start  some  small  road- 
making,  and  some  other  kind  of  small 
works,  as  conditions  upon  the  receipt  of 
relief. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton, 
E.)  :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware 
that  representations  have  reached  me, 
and  I  think  communicated  to  himself, 
that  the  supply  of  seed  potatoes  is  in- 
sufficient ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Our  information 
is  that  £130  would  meet  the  necessities 
of  the  case ;  and  as  my  hon.  Friend  has 
very  handsomely  authorised  an  expendi- 
ture of  £80, 1  hope  the  other  fund  will 
produce  the  £d0  required  to  meet  Uie 
wants  of  the  situation. 

THE  DBUMSHANBO  STAT  ION  MA8TEB. 

Mr.  TULLY  (Leitrim,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
a<;k  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  case  of  Mr.  P.  Melvin,  the  station- 
master  at  Drumsbanbo,  on  the  Cavan  and 
Leitrim  Light  Railway,  who  is  about 
being  dismissed  by  the  Directors  because 
on  Good  Friday  he  attended  a  meeting 
of  the  Company's  employh  in  Ballina- 
more  and  joined  a  branch  of  the  Amal- 
gamated Society  of  Railway  Servants ; 
and  whether,  as  this  railway  is  subsidised 
by  an  annual  grant  from  the  Treasury, 
he  will  represent  to  the  Directors  the  ad- 
visability of  granting  to  their  employes 
the  same  freedom  of  legitimate  combina- 
tion as  is  accorded  by  the  other  Railway 
Companies  in  the  country  ? 

Mr.  P.  A.  M'HUGH  (Leitrim,  N.)  : 
At  the  same  time,  will  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman say  whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr. 

W.  H.  M'Adoo,  Manager  of  the  Cavan, 
Leitrim,  and  Roscommon  Light  Railway^ 
dismissed  Mr.  Patrick  Melvin  from  the 
post  of  stationmaster  at  Dnimshanbo  in 
consequence  of  the  latter  having  joined 
a  branch  of  the  Amalgamated  Society  of 
Railway  Workers  recently  established  at 
Ballinamore,  County  Leitrim  ;  and  whe- 
ther, as  this  railway  line  is  subsidised  by 
the  State,  be  will  inder  an  inquiry  into 
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the  circumstaQcee  connected  with  the 
dismissal  of  Melvin  ? 
*SiR.  BURT  (who  replied)  said  :  I  will 
reply  to  the  qnestioas  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  North  and  South  Leitrim  to- 
gether. The  Board  of  Trade  have 
received  a  conamuDicatioD  from  the  Com- 
pany in  which  they  deny  that  the  station* 
maater  at  Dnimshaabo  was  dismissed  be- 
cause he  joined  a  braoRh  of  the  Amalga- 
mated Society  of  Railway  Workers.  The 
Company  add  that  nioe-teuths  of  their 
men  have  joined  the  Society,  and  that  no 
difierence  is  made  in  their  treatment  by 
the  Company.  It  is  hardly  correct  to 
say  that  the  line  is  sulMidised  by  the 
State.  The  Treasury  contribution  is 
made  to  the  Baronies  not  to  the  Com* 
pany.  The  Board  of  Trade  have  no 
power  to  order  an  inquiry  iuto  the 
matter. 

FATAL  ACCIDENTS  TO  PLATELAYERS. 

Mr.  CHANNING  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Fresideut  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  recent 
fatal  accidents  to  platelayers  near  Water- 
loo  Station  on  the  South  Western  Rail- 
way, at  Child's  Hill  Station  on  the 
MKliand  Railw^,  at  Hammerton  Street 
Junction  on  the  Great  Northern  Railway, 
and  elsewhere,  and  to  recent  fatal 
accidents  to  goods  guards,  inapectors, 
and  others  iu  crossing  the  lines  of  rail- 
ways ;  and  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
frequency  of  such  fatal  accidents,  he  will 
direct  representations  to  be  made  to  the 
Railway  Companies  as  to  further  amend- 
ment of  their  Rules  for  the  protection  of 
platelayers  and  others  obliged  by  their 
duties  to  be  upon  or  to  cross  the  lines, 
and  as  to  the  better  enforcing  of  existing 
Rules? 

•Mb.  BURT  (who  replied)  said :  Yes, 
Sir.  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  has  seen  the  reports  of  the  specific 
cases  referred  to.  He  feels  considerable 
difficulty  in  putting  pressure  on  the  Rail- 
way Companies  to  revise  the  Rules  which 
control  the  duties  of  Uieir  servants.  Such 
a  course  may  iuvolve  the  Board  of  Trade 
in  a  very  nndesirable  measure  of  respon- 
sibility in  regard  to  railway  management. 
The  attention  of  the  Railway  Association 
will,  however,  be  directed  to  the  terms  of 
my  hon.  Friend's  question. 

Mb.  CHANNIKG:  Is  the  bon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
have  made  representations  to  the  Rail- 


way Association  on  other  matters  with 
very  good  effect?  Could  not  similar  repre- 
sentations be  made  in  the  interests  of  the 
platelayers  ? 

Mr.  BURT :  Perhaps  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  put  the  question  to  my  right 
lion.  Friend  wheu  he  returns  to  the 
House. 

PRIVATE  BILL  REPORTS. 
MB.CARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Notts, 
Mansfield)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether^ 
with  a  view  to  materially  shortening  the 
Reports  on  Bills  committed  to  the  ^lect 
Committee  on  Police  and  Sanitary  Regu- 
lations, the  column  headed  Short 
Description  of  Clause  "  may  not  without 
disadvantage  be  omitted  ? 

•Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  have 
cousulted  those  cognisant  of  this  subject, 
and  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
short  description  of  clauses  in  the  Reports 
on  the  Bills  referred  to  could  not  be 
omitted  without  some  inconvenience  to 
Members  who  may  have  to  refer  to  them, 

BURIAL  BOARDS  AND  THE  LOCAL 
GOVEBNHBNT  ACT. 

Mb.  CARVELL  WILLIAMS:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  if  be  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  the  statement 
lately  prepared  by  the  Board,  showing 
the  effect  of  "  The  Local  Government 
Act,  1894,"  as  regards  Bnrial  Boards  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE:  I  will  con- 
fer with  my  hon.  Friend  as  to  the  best 
mode  of  proceeding  for  securing  the  ob- 
ject he  has  in  view. 

BBTT16FIELD  RAILWAY  COLLISION. 

Mr.  PROVAND  (Glasgow,  Bhwk- 
friars)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  bis  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  Report  of  Major 
Yorke  on  the  collision  which  occurred 
on  the  5th  of  March  at  Bettisfield  Station 
on  the  Cambrian  Railway,  in  which  he 
draws  attention  to  the  booked  hours  of 
two  drivers^ — namely,  Driver  Williams, 
who  booked  on  at  8.30  a.ra.,  on  the  5th 
of  March,  to  work  till  8.45  p.m.,  and 
Driver  Griffiths,  who  booked  on  at  9.30 
a.m.  to  9.10  p.m.,  their  hours  of  duty  12 
hours  15  minutes  and  11  hours  50  minutes 
respectively,  and  expresses  his  opinion 
that  these  hours  are  too  long  for  any 
driver ;  and  if  he  intends  to  take  any 
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steps  to  make  the  Cambrian  Railway 
Company  shorten  the  hours  worked  by 
their  drivers.  In  terms  of  "  The  Hours  of 
Laboar  (Railway  Servants)  Aot,  1893  "P 

Mr.  BURT  (who  replied)  said  :  Yes, 
Sir  ;  the  Board  of  Trade  have  already 
communicated  with  the  Railway  Com- 
pany in  the  terms  of  the  Act  referred  to. 

POLICE  AT  EVICTIONS  IN  IBBLAKS. 
Mb.  KNOX  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenantof  Ireland 
whether  the  police,  when  their  assistance 
is  asked  in  eases  of  eviction  in  Ireland, 
keep  any  record  of  the  sums  paid  or  de- 
manded for  costs,  and  the  nature  of  the 
costs  alleged  to  have  been  incurred ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Bridget 
M*Govem,  a  widow,  tenant  of  a  small 
monntain  holding  in  the  townland  of 
Tullycrofton,  County  Cavan,  has  paid  to 
the  agent,  Mr.  R.  H,  Johnstone,  of  Bawn- 
boy,  within  the  past  two  years  and  a 
quarter,  four  years'  rent,  together  with 
sums  demanded  for  costs  amounting  to 
nearly  three  years*  rent ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  no  account  of  the  costs  alleged 
to  have  been  incurred,  and  no  receipt  for 
the  sums  paid  as  costs,  was  given  to  her ; 
whether  the  costs  claimed  included  the 
costs  of  a  summoas  to  Petty  Sessions  to 
obtain  possession  in  1892,  though  - no 
such  summons  was  served  on  the  tenant, 
and  who  were  the  Magistrates  who  made 
the  order  for  possession ;  and  whether 
there  is  any  record  from  which  he  ican 
say,  approximately,  in  how  many  cases 
Ur.  Johnstone  has  ordered,  as  landlord 
or  agent,  legal  (vooeedings  against 
tenants  in  the  County  Cavan  within  the 
past  two  years  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  In  cases  of  evic- 
tions the  police,  when  practicable,  ascer- 
tain and  note  the  amount  bnt  not  the 
nature  of  the  costs  alleged  to  have 
been  incurred.  The  police  report  that 
the  facts  are  correctly  stated  in  the 
second  and  third  paragraphs.  It  appears 
that  the  rent  is  only  paid  up  to  the  Ist 
of  May,  1888,  and  that  from  May,  1882, 
to  March,  1 892,  only  three  and  a-half 
years*  rent  was  paid.  I  am  informed 
that  the  costs  claimed  did  not  include  the 
costs  of  a  summons  to  Petty  Sessions ; 
and  that  the  tenant  was  not  summoned  or 
decreed  for  possession  of  the  farm  at 
Petty  Sessions  in  1892.  There  is  no 
record  from  which  the  information  indt- 
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cated  in  the  concluding  paragraph  could 
be  supplied. 

MOOKLiaHTINU  OUTRAaES  IN 
lUELAND. 

Mb.  DANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
laud  for  the  total  number  of  moonlighting 
outrages  ia  Ireland  between  the  22nd  of 
August,  1892,  and  the  31st  of  March, 
1894,  distiugutshiug  between  agrarian  and 
non-agrarian  cases  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  total  number 
of  such  outrages  in  the  period  mentioned 
was  129,  of  which  55  were  agrarian  and 
74  non-agrarian  cases. 

THE  BOTAL  IBISH  CONSTABULARY. 

Mb.  DANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land for  the  actnal  strength  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  on  the  22nd  of 
August,  1 892,  and  at  the  present  date  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  Exclusive  of 
officers  and  head  constables,  in  whose 
numbers  there  is  practically  no  variation, 
the  actual  strength  of  the  Constabulary 
on  the  22nd  of  August,  1892, was  11,764, 
and  ou  the  Slat  of  March,  1894,  11,652 
men.  The  strength  of  the  Force  on  this 
date  could  not  be  given  with  accuracy  at 
such  short  notice. 

ENFIELD  SHALL  ABU8  FACTOSY. 

Mr.  EEIR-HABDIE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
the  authorities  at  Enfield  Small  Arms 
Factory  have  informed  several  of  the 
workmen  that  if  tbey  take  part  in  any 
public  meeting  respecting  factory  affairs 
they  will  be  dismissed  ;  and  whether  this 
prohibition  applies  to  all  matters  apper< 
taining  to  the  working  of  the  factoiy  ; 
and,  if  not,  what  subjects  are  exempted 
from  its  application  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Certain  workmen  have  been  cautioned 
that  participation  in  public  meetings  for 
the  discussion  of  the  policy  of  the  De- 
partment in  the  management  of  its  fac- 
tories is  inconsistent  with  all  discipline, 
and  with  the  proper  working  of  the 
establishment.  They  have  bees  warned 
,  that  it  constitutes  a  virtual  breach  of  the 
Rule  against  making  complaints  through 
any  but  the  proper  channel,  infringement 
of  which  Rule  leads  to  dismissal.  Everf 
workman  has  full  right  of  appeal  to  his 
snperintendent  in  the  case  of  a  personal 
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grievance,  bat  it  would  be  impoBsible  to 
»Uow  workmen  to  take  part  with  out- 
siders in  pnblicly  discuasiog  and  remon- 
strating against  the  general  conduct  of 
the  buBioesB  of  the  Department. 

Mb.  KEIB-HAKDIE  :  Are  not  the 
men  referred  to  citizens  entitled  to 
vote,  and,  aa  such,  are  thej  not  at 
libertj  to  discnss  qaeetious  of  pablio 
policj? 

Mk.  CAUPBELL-BANNEBlf  AK  : 

Certainly,  as  citizens,  tbej  are  eutitled 
to  discuss  questions  of  public  policy  ; 
bat  it  is  obviouslj  impossible  to  allow 
workmen  in  the  factory  to  discuss  ques- 
tions concerning  the  business  of  the  fac- 
twy.  For  instance,  take  the  particular 
ease  of  s  meeting  held  lately  to  discuss, 
on  ex  parte  eridence  entirely,  the  alloca- 
tion of  work  to  the  Department.  This 
brings  the  workmen  into  a  position  of 
antagonism  with  those  who  control  the 
Department,  which  would  causegreat  in- 
conTenience. 

Mr.  KKIR-HARDIE  :  Does  the  pro- 
hibition apply  to  the  meetings  held 
after  the  men  baTe  performed  their  day's 
work'? 

IfB.  CAMFBELL-BANNEBMAN: 
I  suppose  they  coald  not  very  well 
attei^  a  meeting  while  their  work  was 
going  on. 

TRACBBS   IN   THB  ACCOUNTANT 
aBNBBAL'8  OFFICE. 

Mb.  KEIR-HARDIE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  he  has 
received  a  Memorial,  signed  by  a  large 
number  of  second-class  tracers  attached 
to  the  Baoeirer  and  Accountant  General's 
Office,  m  which  a  number  of  grievances 
and  hardships  were  recited,  with  a 
prayer  for  theu-  redress ;  aud  whether 
the  prayer  of  the  Petition  has  been 
granted,  or  what  action  dc^s  he  propose 
to  take  in  connection  therewith  ? 

*  Mb.  a.  MOBLEY  :  Yes ;  I  have 
receiTed  several  Memorials  from  the 
Tracing  Staff  of  the  Receiver  and  Ac- 
countant General's  Branch  of  my  Depart- 
ment, which  have  all  been  answered 
with  the  exception  of  the  last  one, 
whidi  was  only  received  last  month,  and 
to  that  an  official  rei^y  will  be  sent  to 
the  Memorialists  tnrongh  the  usual 
channel,  with  no  unnecessary  delay. 


TBSTBY  MEETINGS. 

Mb.  THORNTON  i  On  behalf  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Widnea  Division  of 
Lancashire,  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
it  fulfils  the  requirements  of  the  Local 
Government  Act  of  1694  to  pass  a  res&a 
lution  at  the  annual  Vestry  meetings  for 
township  business,  of  whidi  meetings  14 
days*  notice  has  not  been  given,  for  the 
division  of  the  parish  into  wards  ? 

Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  Having 
regard  to  the  provisions  in  Sections  18 
(1)  and  84  (3)  of  the  Local  Government 
Act,  it  appears  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  that  a  resolution  passed  by  the 
inhabitants  of  the  pariah  in  Vestry 
assembled,  after  the  usual  notice  for  a 
Vestry  meeting,  is  sufficient,  and  that  14 
days*  notice  of  the  meeting  is  not,  there- 
fore, required. 

BOYCOTTING  AT  KELL8. 
Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S)  : 
On  behalf  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin  University,  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  LoM  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  several  meetings 
reported  to  have  been  recently  held  for 
the  purpose  of  effectually  boycotting  a 
gentleman  at  Kells  for  having  taken  a 
vacant  farm ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
at  such  meetings  resolutions  have  bejon 
passed  denouncing  this  gentleman,  and 
calling  flp  the  people  in  tfae  neighboar- 
bood  to  boycott  him  ;  whether  the  trade 
and  business  of  this  gentleman  have 
suffered ;  and  whether  it  is  intended  to 
take  any  steps  to  put  an  end  to  such  boy- 
cotting ? 

Mb.  J.  MOBLEY :  On  the  2nd  instant 
I  replied  very  fully  to  a  question  addressed 
to  me  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
which  is  practically  identical  with  the 
further  question  now  put.  I  have  nothing 
to  add  to  that  reply,  except  to  say  that, 
so  far  as  the  Inspector  General  is  aware, 
there  has  been  no  change  in  the  position 
of  Bradley,  and  that,  as  I  stated  in  my 
reply  of  the  2nd  instant,  the  police,  by 
my  special  directions,  are  using  the 
greatest  possible  vigilance  to  prevent  any 
acts  of  intimidation  in  the  case. 

THB  COBB  HUBDBB.  * 
Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  On  behalf  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  UniTersi^y 
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I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland,  with  reference 
to  the  murder  of  Donoran,  the  caretaker 
of  ao  evicted  farm  at  Newmarket,  County 
Cork,  whether,  at  the  date  of  the  murder, 
Douoran  was  under  any  special  police 
protection  ;  whether  he  had  beeu  pre- 
viously, and  if  so,  up  to  what  date,  uuder 
^>euial  police  protection  ;  and  whether 
any  special  police  protection  previously 
afforded  had  been  withdrawn  from  htm, 
and,  if  so,  upon  what  grounds  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  :  The  Inspector 
General  informs  me  that  Donovan  was 
specially  protected  by  police  patrols,  and 
that  he  had  been  under  this  form  of  pro- 
tection down  to  the  date  of  his  murder. 
The  repl^  to  the  third  paragraph  is  in 
the  negative. 

Mr.  DANE  :  Will  any  provision  be 
made  for  the  two  infant  orphans  of 
Donovan  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  answer 
that  question  until  I  have  received  a  full 
Report. 

SUFBRANNUATION  OF  ELEMENTARY 
TEACHERS. 

Sir  B.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  when 
he  will  lay  before  the  House  the  Report 
of  the  Departmental  Committee  on  the 
superannuation  of  elementary  teaehers  ; 
and  when  the  decision  of  the  Government 
thereupon  may  be  expected  ? 

Mr.  ACLAKD  :  The  actuaries  upon 
the  Departmental  Committee  hare  been 
engaged  for  some  time  in  preparing  new 
tables.  These  tables,  as  the  hon.  Baronet 
is  aware,  are  of  a  very  complicated 
character.  As  soon  as  they  are  complete 
the  Committee  will  resume  its  sittings, 
and  I  hope  they  will  be  able  to  report 
within  the  next  few  months. 

NAVAL  COURTS  MARTIAL. 

Mr.  HANBUBY  (Preston)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whe- 
ther it  is  intended  to  remove  the  dis- 
abilities of  office  of  the  Boyal  Marines 
in  respect  of  their  exclusion  from  Kaval 
Courts  Martial ;  and  whether  an  under- 
takii^  to  remove  these  disabilities  was 
reeentiy  given  by  the  Admiralty  ? 

The  SKCBETABT  to  thx  ADMI- 
RALTY (Shr  U.  Kat-Shuttlbwobth, 
liancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  The  question 
whether  Marine  officers  sboold  be  mem- 
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bers  of  Naval  Courts  Martial  has  recently 
been  brought  under  our  notice  by  other 
hon.  Members,  and  Lord  Spencer  has 
called  for  Papers  and  information  on  the 
whole  subject,  which  he  will  shortly 
examine  ;  meanwhile,  no  answer  can  be 
given.  The  Board  of  Admiralty  has 
never  passed  any  Minute  in  favour  of  an 
alteration ;  nor  could  such  a  change  be 
made  except  by  passing  a  Bill  to  amend 
the  Naval  Discipline  Act. 

EXPENDITURE  0^1  BARRACKS. 
Mr.  BBODBICE  (Surrey,  Guildford  ) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  what  amount  of  the  £4,600,000 
voted  under  the  Barracks  Act  remained 
unexpended  on  the  Slst  of  March,  1494  ; 
and  what  is  the  estimated  expenditure 
under  the  Act  in  the  present  financial 
year  ? 

•Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNEBMAN  : 
The  amount  taken  under  the  Barrack 
Act  of  1890  was  £4,100,000.  Of  this, 
£2,364,000  remained  unexpended  ou 
March  31,  1894.  The  expenditure 
during  the  carrent  financial  year  is  esti- 
mated at  £700,000. 

THE  LADIES'  OALLEBY. 
Mb.  W.M'LAREN  (Cheshire,  Crewe): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  whether,  in -view  of  the  many  re- 
presentations that  have  beeu  made  to  him 
in  reference  to  the  grating  in  front  of  the 
Ladies*  Gallery,  he  can  see  his  way  to 
order  its  removal  ? 

•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE :  This  is  a 
subject  which  has  frequently  been  brought 
to  the  notice  of  the  House.  I  have  had 
so  many  pressing  appeals  from  hon. 
MembeiB,  as  well  as  from  occupants  of 
the  Gallery  in  question,  that  I  propme, 
subject  to  the  general  approval  of  the 
House,  and  by  way  of  experiment,  to 
remove  the  central  section  of  the  grating  ; 
that  is  to  Bay,  one-third  of  the  whole. 

Lord  B.  CHURCHILL  (Padding- 
ton,  S.)  :  Is  the  hon.  Gentleman  aware 
that  in  former  days  many  Divisions  took 
place  in  the  House  on  this  very  subject^ 
and  has  he  considered  whether  it  would 
be  in  accordance  with  precedent  that  the 
grating  should  be  ranoved  without  taking 
the  opinion  of  the  House  ? 

Sib  D.  MACFABLANE  :  Will  the 
hon.  G^otleman  refer  this  question  to  the 
Committee  which  is  about  to  be  a^^inted 
before  coming  to  any  decision  ? 
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Mb.  TOMUNSON  :  Is  the  right  hoc. 
Gentlemaii  aware  that  there  are  very 
maoj  ladies  who  prefer  the  grating  to 
remain  ? 

Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
May  I  ask  how  will  the  right  ban. 
Gentleman  decide  as  to  the  ladiea  who 
are  to  occupy  the  central  position  ? 

*Mb.  H.  GLADSTONE  :  Hon.  Mem- 
bars  will  observe  that  in  my  answer  I 
said  that  this  proposal  was  subject  to  the 
general  approval  of  the  Hoose.  I  have 
had  UD  immense  number  of  pressing 
appeals  ;  but,  of  course,  If  there  is  any- 
thing like  disagreement  on  the  subject, 
it  must  be  referred  to  the  judgmeut 
of  the  House.  I  will  undertake, 
however,  that  nothing  shall  be  done 
ontil  the  House  has  fully  considered  the 
matter. 

Sib  D.  MACFARLANE  :  Are  we 
to  understand  that  the  question  will  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  before  the 
decision  is  taken  ? 

Mr.  hartley  :  Will  the  Leader  of 
the  House  grant  us  a  day  to  discuss  it  ? 

•Mb.  H.  GLADSTONE  :  It  is  a  ques- 
tion on  which  hon.  Members  are  able  to 
make  up  their  minds,  and  I  do  not  think 
it  is  lone  which  could  be  advanced  by 
examination  before  a  Committee. 

THE  BEHRING  SEA  AWARD  ACT. 
Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  I  beg  to 
Ksk^the  Attorney  General  whether  any, 
and  if  so  what,  steps  have  been  taken  to 
notify  the  sealing  vessels  that  are  now 
at  sea  with  lawful  clearances  to  seal  in 
the  North  Pacific  Ocean,  that  the  neces- 
^'''7  legislative  sanction  has  now  been 
obtained  for  a  close  season  in  Behring 
Sea  to  commence  on  the  Istof  May  next; 
and  whetho*  arrests  are  to  be  permitted 
of  resselB  whioh  have  not  been  so 
notified  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  ;  The  provisions  of  the 
Award  of  the  Tribunal  of  Arbitration 
which  this  country  and  the  United  States 
were  bound  to  carry  out  were  matters  of 
common  knowledge  in  August  last,  but 
every  possible  means  will  be  taken  to  give 
to  sealers  now  at  sea  specific  warning 
that  the  B^uUitionB  will  be  enforced,  and 
twu  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  have  been 
sent  to  tiie  sealing  grounds  for  that  pur- 
■  pose.  Any  British  or  United  States 
vessel  contravening  the  provisions  of  the 
Behring  Sea  Award  Act,  1894,  will  be 
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liable  to  be  arrested  (uid  sent  to  a  British 
Court  for  trial. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  should 
tike  to  ask  the  hon.  Baronet  what  provi- 
sion, if  any,  will  be  made  for  the  case  of 
those  sealers  who  infringe  the  Act  with- 
out having  had  'any  knowledge  of  oi^ 
warning  concerning  it  ?  ^ 

•Sir  E.  grey  said,  he  thought  a\idk 
cases  were  scarcely  likely  to  occur.  It  was 
well  known  such  an  Act  was  to  be  passed, 
and  that  it  was  the  intention  of  both  Go- 
vernments to  enforce  the  Award,  the  terms 
of  which  were  made  public,  and,  there- 
fore, it  was  hardly  possible  any  sealers 
could  have  started  in  ignorance  of  the 
provisions  of  them. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  Then  what 
is  the  use  of  sending  men-of-war  in  search 
of  the  sealers  to  inform  them  ? 

•Sir  E.  GREY  :  It  is  alwajs  desirable 
that  iu  these  matters  the  Government 
should  take  every  precaution  iu  its 
power  to  prevent  any  possible  misunder- 
standing, however  slight  the  chance  of 
it  may  be. 

THE  PROPERTY  TAX, 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer if  the  deduction  of  one-sixth  he 
is  understood  to  propose  to  allow  in 
assessments  of  bouses  to  the  Income  Tax 
or  Property  Tax,  under  Schedule  (A), 
will  in  cases  where  the  bouses  are  let  at 
a  rent  which  includes  rates  (which  rates 
the  landlord  therefore  pays)  be  in  addi- 
tion to  the  present  deduction  allowed  in 
making  the  assessment  In  respect  of  such 
rates  ;  and  if  the  proposed  allowance  of 
one-sixth  will  iu  the  cases  mentioned  be 
on  the  gross  rental  or  on  the  rental  after 
deducting  rates  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt, 
Derby)  :  Where  the  landlord  pays  the 
rates  this  fact  is  taken  into  consideration 
in  the  Income  Tax  assessment,  which,  in 
such  cases,  is  based  on  the  rent,  after 
making  allowance  for  the  rates.  The 
reduction  of  one-sixth  will  be  upon  the 
Income  Tax  assessment. 

VISITS  OF  FOREiaK  OFFICERS  TO 
ENaLISH  DOCKYARDS. 

Mr.  BOULNOIS  (Maryleboue,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, with  reference  to  the  fact  that 
two  Members  of  the  French  Chamber  of 
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Deputies  and  of  the  Committee  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  condition  of  the 
French  Navy,  attended  hy  a  French 
Naval  Attach^,  and  accompanied  on  the 
part  of  the  Admiralty  by  the  Assistant 
Director  of  Torpedoes  and  the  lospector 
of  Dockyard  Accounts,  visited  Ports- 
mouth Dockyard  on  the  20tb  instant, 
and,  under  the  superinteudeuce  of  Rear 
Admiral  Fane,  inspectetl  the  veseels 
under  construction  and  went  over  the 
torpedo  and  Naval  supply  stores  ;  and 
whether  equal  facilities  of  iuspectiug 
vesaels  and  torpedoes  are  afforded  alike 
by  France  and  other  Foreign  Powers  to 
representatives  of  this  country  ? 

SiE  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWOETH : 
My  right  hoo.  Friend  has  requested  me 
to  answer  this  question.  In  compliance 
with  a  request  from  the  French  Govern- 
ment, conveyed  through  the  French 
Ambassador,  two  Members  of  the  French 
Chamber  of  Deputies  being  Members  of 
a  Naval  Parliamentary  Committee  of 
Inquiry,  were  conducted  over  the  dock- 
yard and  stores  at  Portsmouth  as  stated 
in  the  question.  Similar  facilities  are 
afforded  alike  by  France  and  other 
Powers  to  representatives  of  this 
country,  and  every  courtesy  is  invariably 
extended  to  our  Naval  AttachiSs,  and  any 
special  representatives  visiting  foreign 
dockyards. 

THE  BUDGET  PROPOSALS. 

Mr.  COLSTON  (Gloucester,  Thorn- 
bury)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chaucutlor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  the  10  per  cent, 
proposed  to  be  deducted  from  the  rental 
of  land  for  purposes  of  Income  Tax 
assessment  will  be  equally  applicable  to 
tithe  rent-charge  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Where  the 
tithe  rent-charge  is  included  iu  the 
assessment  of  the  land,  the  owner  of  the 
land  will  have  the  benefit  of  the  10  per 
cent,  reduction  on  the  whole  assessment, 
including  the  tithe  rent-charge.  The 
owner  of  the  titbe  rent-charge  in  that 
case,  as  well  as  in  the  case  where  he  is 
directly  assessed,  will  remain  iu  the  same 
position  as  he  is  in  at  present. 

Mr.  BRODBICK:  Will  he  receive 
any  relief  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Certainly 
not ;  he  is  not  entitled  to  it. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  I  beg  to  ask  tjie 
Chancellor  of  the  Excliequer  whether  he 
can  state  what  has  been  the  capital  value 
Mr*  Boulnois 


of  property  ou  which  probate  has  beeu 
granted,  and  the  annual  value  of  real 
estate  returned  for  Succession  Duty  in 
the  last  five  years  ;  and  what  is  the  esti- 
mated capital  value  of  real  estate  to  be 
charged  with  Estate  Duty  annually  for 
the  future  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  The  hon. 
Member  will  find  the  figures  he  asks  for 
at  page  22  of  the  Appendix  to  the  36tb 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  of  Inlaml 
Revenue. 

Ms.  BRODRICK:  Does  that  refer  to 
the  question  in  the  last  paragraph  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  No  ;  I  cannot 
answer  that  paragraph. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  Is  the  Houm  to 
accept  the  right  hon.  Gentlemau^s  esti- 
mate as  not  being  based  on  any  capital 
figure  ? 

SiK  \V.  HARCOURT  :  It  is  based  on 
a  capital  figure,  and  I  have  given  it. 

Mr.  BRODRICK :  I  am  sorry  to 
trouble  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
unless  the  figure  oo  which  the  estimate  is 
made  is  guess  work,  is  the  House  to 
understand  that  the  figures  ore  not  readily 
accessible.  Are  we  to  have  no  means  of 
estimating  the  amount  paid  by  agricul- 
tural land  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  hon. 
Member  must  form  his  own  conclusion 
from  the  particulars  I  havd  indicated. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  I  beg  to  ask  tbo 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  what 
sum  the  interest  at  3  per  cent,  on  Estate 
Duty,  charged  on  real  estate,  is  estimated 
to  amount  annually,  supposing  that  on 
all  agricultural  properties  the  payments 
are  spread  over  eight  years  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  This  is  m 
question  foimded  on  an  hypothesis  ou 
which  the  hon.  Member  is  just  as  capable 
of  forming  an  estimate  as  I  am.  The 
interest  is  so  collected  as  to  be  equivalent 
on  the  whole  to  the  principal  sum  which 
is  originally  charged. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  settled  property 
which  has  paid  Probate  Duty  before  the 
passing  of  the  Budget  Bill  1894  will 
not  be  charged  with  Estate  Duty  under 
that  Bill  till  the  settlement  expires,  he  will 
state  whether  real  estate  which  hott 
already  paid  Succession  Duty  under  tho 
same  conditions  will  bo  relieved  from 
Estate  Duty  for  the  same  period  ? 
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Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  two 
cases  are  not  parallel.  Probate  Duty  is 
paid  in  respect  of  the  ca^iital  valae  of  the 
estate  ;  bat  Saccession  Duty  is  ooly  paid 
on  the  life  interest  of  the  snccessor,  and 
BO  allowance  cati  be  made  in  respect  of 
it  when  the  Biiccessor  dies,  and  the  in- 
terest in  respect  trf  which  the  doty  was 
paid  is  therefore  wholly  exhausted. 

Mb.  BRODRICK  :  Are  we,  then,  to 
understand  that  although  both  classes  of 
property  have  paid  duty  hitherto,  relief 
is  to  be  now  given  to  settled  personalty 
and  not  to  settled  land  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  It  has  nothing 
at  all  to  do  with  the  different  character 
of  the  property  ;  it  is  the  question  of  the 
difference  in  the  permanence  of  it. 

PRISON  OFFIGEKS'  PSNBIONS. 

Hr.  MILDUAY  (DeroD,  Totnes)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether,  in 
aocordance  with  their  Petition,  lie  will 
reconsider  the  possibility  of  assimilatiug 
the  conditions  under  which  prison 
officers  retire  from  the  Public  Service  to 
those  prevalent  in  the  Police  Force  ? 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  (who 
replied)  said  :  The  case  of  warders  can- 
not properly  be  compared  with  that  of 
the  police,  whose  health  is  affected  by 
eonstant  exposure  to  the  weather,  and 
especially  by  night  dnty  in  the  open  air. 
In  1891  the  Prison  Warders  Committee, 
after  inquiry  into  the  claim  of  the 
warders  for  a  higher  scale  of  pension, 
declined  to  recommend  any  increase,  and 
in  view  of  this  decision  I  am  unable  to 
propose  to  Parliament  the  alteration  in 
the  law  which  would  be  necessary  to 
enable  the  Treasury  to  make  any  altera- 
tion in  the  present  scale  of  ordinary 
pensions. 

THE  REQtSTRATION  BILL. 
Sib  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire)  : 
I        to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 

Government  is  in  possession  of  any  in- 
formation which  enables  him  to  state 
or  to  estimate  the  number  of  electors 
who,  being  entitled  to  exercise  the  franchise 
created  by  2  Will.  4,  c.  45,  s.  27,  and 
also  to  vote  under  30  &  31  Vic.  c.  102, 
or  under  48  &  49  Vio.  c.  3,  will  be 
affected  in  respect  of  their  right  to  vote 
by  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  introduced 
by  him  on  the  13th  instant  ? 


Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  advised  that 
that  portion  of  s.  27  of  2  &  3  Will.  4, 
c.  45,  which  conferreil  the  right  to  vote, 
was  repealed  by  the  Act  of  1884  (48  & 
49  Vic.  c.  3),  and  was  not  re-enacted  by 
that  Act.  But  that  Act  by  s.  5  con- 
ferred a  right  to  vote  on  the  oconpier  of 
a  £10  tenement  or  land.  There  is  no 
possibility  of  estimating  the  number  of 
£10  occupiers  who  will  be  affected  by 
Clause  1  of  the  Registration  Bill.  It 
will  probably  be  very  small,  as  the  hirger 
number  of  voters  come  on  the  Register 
as  inhabitant  occupiers.  This  will  be 
observed  from  a  reference  to  the  Parlia- 
mentary Electors  Return  for  England  and 
Wales  recently  issued,  which  shows  that 
while  the  total  number  of  electors  was 
4,846,000,  of  these  the  lodgers  nnmbered 
143,000  only. 

THE  ORDER  OF  BUSINESS. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.)  :  Has  the  Leader  of  the  House  any 
statement  to  make  relative  to  the  course 
of  business  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  hope  the 
Motion  for  the  iutroductiou  of  the  Welsh 
Disestablishment  Bill  may  be  allowed  to 
go  through  to-night.  ["  No,  no  I "] 
Well,  if  it  is  not,  it  must  be  taken  again 
on  Monday  ;  and  I  should  propose  on 
Friday  to  dispose  of  the  question  of  the 
Scotch  Comnuttee,  as  I  hope  that  the 
proposals  which  we  have  to  make  will 
remove  any  difficulties  on  that  head. 
After  that  we  shall  take  the  introduction 
of  the  Scotch  Local  Gnverument  Bill, 
and  theu,  for  the  main  business  of  the 
week,  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Regis- 
tration Bill.  Then  we  desire  also  in 
next  week  to  get  the  Second  Readiag  of 
the  Scotch  Local  Government  Bill,  to 
which  I  do  not  imagine  there  will  be  any 
serious  opposition,  and  whichf  if  agreed 
to,  will  go  to  a  Committee  upstairs.  The 
week  after  will  be  mainly  devoted  to  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Budget  Bill. 
That  is  the  general  view  of  the  Govnu- 
ment  as  to  the  arrangement  of  business, 
and  I  should  be  glad,  subject  to  that 
arrangement,  if  I  should  be  able  to  find 
time  for  a  day  for  the  question  of 
Uganda.  I  do  not  know  how  muoh 
time  may  be  taken  up  by  the  discussion 
on  the  Budget  Bill,  but  I  hope,  if  it  is 
uot  much  protracted,  to  give  a  day  or 
two  for  ordiuary  effective  Supply.  That 
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is  the  general  view,  hut  it  is,  of  course, 
subject  to  alteration. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  Are  we  to 
understand  that  the  Kvicted  Tenants 
Bill  will  not  be  taken  before  Whitsun- 
tide ? 

Sib  W.  HAKCOURT:  I  think  it 
will  be  impossible  to  do  that.  It  most  be 
dearly  UDderstood  what  business  the  Go- 
Temmeut  think  it  esseotial  to  take.  It 
is  the  main  intention  of  the  Government 
to  take  the  Scotch  Bill,  the  Registration 
Bill,  and  the  Budget  Bill. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Will  the  Second 
Beading  of  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill  be 
taken  before  the  Committee  on  the 
Budget  Bill  ?  Have  the  GoTeromeot 
formed  any  intentioD  as  to  the  course  of 
dealing  with  the  Bill  after  Whitsuntide  ? 

Sib  W.  HABCOURT  :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  at  this  moment  make  any  further 
statement.  I  may  be  able  to  do  so  next 
week. 

MOTION, 

EBTABUSHED  CHUBOH'  (WALKS) 
BILL. 

HOTION  FOB  LEAVX. 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THB  home  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Abquitb,  Fife,  E.) :  In  rising  to  make 
the  Motion  which  stands  in  my  name,  to 
ask  for  leave  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  termi- 
nate the  Establishment  of  the  Church  of 
England  in  Wales  and  Monmouthshire, 
and  to  make  provision  in  respect  of  the 
temporalities  thereof,  I  do  not  propose 
to  enter  for  more  than  a  moment  upon 
the  general  considerations  which  affect 
the  qnestion  of  the  maintenance  of  the 
Established  Church  in  Wales.  The  un- 
mistakable evidence  which  was  given  at 
the  last  General  Election  of  the  o^ion 
of  the  large  majority  of  the  Welsh 
people  on  this  subject  in  the  return  of 
no  less  than  81  out  of  84  Members 
pledged  to  diaeatablishment — an  opinion 
which  was  ratified  by  the  Division  which 
took  place  in  this  House  last  Session  on 
the  introduction  of  the  Suspensory  Bill, 
when  the  First  Reading  of  that  Bill  was 
carried  by  a  majority  of  over  50 — is  to 
ns  a  snfficient  and  conclusive  indication 
both  of  local  opinion,  and  of  the  opinion 
of  the  House  of  Commons  on  the  general 
principles  affecting  this  question.  These 

5ir  H'.  Harcourt 


are  matters  which  may  be  fitly  debated, 
and  which,  I  doubt  not,  will  be  debated 
at  becoming  length  and  amplitude,  when 
we  come  to  consider  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill.  I  will  content  myself  now 
with  saying,  in  twa  or  three  sentences, 
what  our  view  upon  this  question  is. 
Tlie  Church  of  England  in  Wales  is  the 
Church  of  a  comparatively  small  minority 
of  the  people.  It  is  as  a  Church — I  do 
not  speak  of  it  as  a  religion,  iHit  as  a 
Church  —  associated  in  the  minds  of 
the  bulk  of  the  Weleh  people  with  in- 
jurious and,  indeed,  I  may  say  with 
humiliating  memories.  It  is  to  them, 
and  has  long  been,  although  it  calls 
itself  and  is  in  law  a  national  insti- 
tution, a  symbol,  not  of  national 
unity,  but  of  national  discQrd.  It 
has  bad  at  its  aide  for  generations  past 
the  social  influence,  the  political  power, 
and  the  great  bulk  of  the  wealth  and 
property  of  the  country,  and  the  control 
— I  might  almost  say  the  monopoly— of 
education  and  culture.  It  hu  in  these 
later  years  enlisted  in  its  service  a  still 
more  potent  auxiliary  in  the  zeal,  devo- 
tion, and  self-sacrifice,  both  of  its  min- 
isters and  of  its  members.  Yet,  Sir,  it 
remains  to-day  what  it  has  been  for  more 
than  a  century  past — an  institution  which 
is  not  accepted  as  a  national  institution 
by  the  vast  bulk  of  the  people,  by  whom 
it  is  regarded  as  an  aggressive  sectarian 
power,  singled  out  by  the  State  from 
among  a  number  of  competing  and  rival 
religious  agencies  as  a  special  object  of 
State  favour,  and  settled  by  the  State  in 
the  exclusive  enjoyment  of  what  they 
regard  as  a  special  patrimony  of  the 
people.  I  do  not  wish  to  argue  the 
general  question  here ;  I  merely  state 
the  position  [Opposition  laughter  and 
ironical  cheers\  as  it  presents  itself  to 
us  ;  and,  in  answer  to  those  cheers,  I  can 
assure  hon.  Members  that  we  are  per- 
fectly prepared  when  the  fitting  time 
comes,  as  it  will  come  when  this  Bill  ia 
presented  for  Second  Beading,  to  go  over 
the  whole  of  the  ground  and  to  maintain 
every  one  of  the  propositions  tliat  I  have 
laid  down  to-day.  My  function  to-day 
in  asking  for  leave  to  introduce  a  Bill  is 
not  to  argue  the  general  question,  but 
to  state  the  plan  which  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  submit  to  the  House  for 
dealing,  in  a  practical  and  effective 
way,  with  the  settlement  of  the  question. 
Th«  first  question  to  which  I  wish  to  call 
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attention  is  as  to  the  area  over  which  the 
process  of  disestablishment  and  disendow- 
meat  ought  to  be  carried.  We  propose, 
of  course,  to  include  in  the  Bill  the  12 
counties  vrhich  constitute  in  point  of  law 
the  Principality  of  Wales  ;  and  we  pro- 
pose further,  as  the  title  of  the  Motiun  I 
am  about  to  make  shows,  to  add  to  these 
the  County  of  Monmouth.  I  do  not  kuow 
that  that  addition  requires  either  justifi- 
cation (ur  even  explanation.  The  district 
that  now  coostitntes  the  County  of  Moo- 
month  ifl  part  of  what  was  anciently 
called  the  Welsh  Marches.  It  was  created 
into  an  English  county,  in  so  far,  that  is  to 
say,  as  it  erer  has  been  an  English  county 
— in  the  reign  of  Henry  Vlll.,  but  it  has 
always  remained  what  it  was  from  the 
first,  predominantly  Welsh  in  the  habits, 
the  sentiments,  and  the  general  character 
of  the  people.  That  fact  was  recog- 
nised recently,  when  the  gentlemen  oppo- 
site sat  ou  this  side  of  the  House,  in  a  mea- 
sure,  which  was  assented  to  by  the  Govern- 
meotof  the  day,  namely,  the  Intermediate 
EdttoaUoD  Act  of  1889.  In  that  important 
matter — a  matter  peculiarly  Welsh,  and 
one  affecdng  Wales  as  distinct  from  Eng- 
land— Monmouthshire  was  expressly  in- 
cluded withiu  ttie  scope  of  the  Bill.  7 
may  further  remind  the  House  in  regard 
to  the  particular  matter  before  us  that 
the  whole  County  of  Moumonth  is 
included  in  the  Welsh  diocese  of  Llaudaff. 
Therefore,  I  thiuk  that  no  further  argu- 
ment is  needed  to  justify  a  Bill  aifeuting 
Welsh  disestablishment  embracing  Mon- 
mouthshire as  well  as  Wales.  The 
adoption  of  this  area  will  necessitate  a  re- 
arrangement of  the  existingstate  of  things 
in  two  important  respects.  Id  the  first 
place,  there  are  a  uumber  of  parishes 
belonging  to  English  dioceses  that  are 
wholly  included,  geographically,  in  Wales ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  there  are  a 
number  of  parishes  belonging  to  Welsh 
dioceses  which  are  wholly  situated 
in  England.  We  propose  to  follow  in 
this  Bill  the  geographical  aud  not  the 
diocesan  boundary  where  the  two  are  not 
coincident.  I  think,  if  we  adopted  any 
other  plan,  we  should  give  rise  to  a  state 
oi  things,  whatever  may  be  the  opinions 
entertained  with  reference  to  these  pro- 

rals,  which  would  be  recognised  both 
opponeuts  and  by  supporters  of  the 
l&Btablished  Church  as  intolerable.  You 
would  have  in  that  case  a  number  of 
oases— disestablished  parishes  in  England 


and  established  parishes  iu  Wales.  But  it 

is  necessary,  in  order  to  carry  into  effect 
the  intentions  of  this  measure,  to  have  the 
whole  of  the  territory  included  within 
the  geographical  bouudary  of  Wales  and 
Monmouthshire  uuder  one  state  of  the 
law,  and  the  other  territory  as  at  present 
under  another  state  of  the  law.  For  this 
purpose  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
will  be  required  to  make  the  necessary 
redistribution  of  parishes.  For  such  a 
step  I  may  point  out  that  there  is  abundant 
precedent.  For  example,  thore  is  the 
Act  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission, 
passed  in  1836,  which  gave  them  such 
powers  ;  and  theActof  liJ47,  which  dealt 
with  the  Bishoprics  of  St.  Asaph,  Bangor, 
and  Manchester.  There  ts  also  the 
Act  of  1878,  which  provided  for  the 
creation  of  new  Bishoprics  and  em- 
powered them  expressly  to  make  such  a 
redistribution  of  areas  as  was  necessary 
to  give  effect  to  the  intentions  of  the 
Legislature.  I  may  state  at  once  what 
the  result  of  this  change  will  be.  There 
are  at  present  12  Welsh  parishes  with  a 
total  population  of  6,600  persons,  and 
with  an  aggregate  valuation,  ecclesias- 
tically, of  some  £2,350,  which  are 
□ow  included  iu  the  English  dioceses  of 
Hereford,  Chester,  and  Lichfield,  and 
which,  under  the  state  of  things  brought 
into  operation  by  this  Bill,  wilt  become 
subject  to  the  Act  of  Disestablishment 
aud  Diseudowmeut.  On  the  other  hand,, 
there  are  14  English  parishes  with  a 
total  population  of  20,600,  and  an  aggre- 
gate yearly  ecclesiastical  valuation  of 
£4,800,  which  are  now  included  in  the 
Welsh  diocese  of  St.  Asaph,  and  which, 
in  consequence  of  the  arrangement  we 
propose,  will  be  transferred  to  English 
dioceses,  aud  will  not  be,  therefore,, 
subject  to  this  Act.  That  is  the  first  re- 
arrangement found  uecessary.  But  there 
is  a  secoud  class  of  boundary  adjustments, 
if  I  may  so  call  them,  which  wUl  have  to 
be  carried  into  effect.  There  are  a 
number  of  border  parishes  cutting  the 
geographical  boundary  between  England 
and  Wales,  and  situated  partly  in  the 
one  country  and  partly  in  the  other.  In 
the  diocese  of  Chester  there  are  two 
such  parishes,  iu  that  of  Hereford  10, 
and  in  that  of  St.  Asaph  three,  making 
a  total  of  15  border  parishes,  which 
together  contain  a  population  of  some 
7,000.  As  to  these,  we  propose  that  the 
Welsh  Commissioners  to  be  appointed 
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under  thii  Bill  shall  have  full  power  to 
determine— barlDg  due  regard  to  Buch 
&cta  ad  the  popnlation,  the  situation  of 
the  parish  church,  and  the  other  special 
circumstaDces  of^  each  case—whether  a 
particular  parish  is  to  be  treated  as 
wholly  within  or  wholly  without  Wales  ; 
and  as  that  is  a  question  which  may  very 
probably  give  rise  to  local  feelings  and 
great  difierences  •of  opinion,  we  propose 
that  any  order  made  by  the  Welsh  Com- 
misaioners  on  the  subject  shall  be  a 
matter  which,  if  anyone  wishes  it,  sbidl 
be  subject  to  the  right  of  appeal  to  the 
Queen  in  Conneil.  So  much  for  the  area 
with  which  the  Bill  proposes  to  deal.  I 
now  come  to  the  date  of  disestablishment. 
In  this  matter  we  propose  to  follow  the 
precedent  of  the  Irish  Church  Act  of 
1869,  and  postpone  the  commencement  of 
the  Act  until  there  has  been  a  reasonable 
time  for  the  Cliureh  on  the  one  side  and 
OD  the  other  side  for  the  Local  and 
Central  Authorities  charged  with  or 
interested  in  the  admiuistratioo  of  -  the 
new  state  of  things  to  aceommodate 
themselves  to  the  situation,  and  to  make 
such  arrangements  as  are  necessary.  I 
do  not  know  whether  I  shall  be  con- 
sidered as  over  sanguine  if  I  assume  that 
this  Bill  will  pass  into  law  in  the 
course  of  the  present  Session.  At 
any  rate,  for  the  purpogee  of  to-day's 
explanation,  I  am  going  to  make  that 
assumption,  and  if  it  is  realised,  the  date 
we  have  put  in  the  Bill  as  the  date  of 
disestablishment,  and  therefore  as  the 
date  on  which  the  new  arrangements  are 
to  take  effect,  is  January  1,  1896.  In 
other  words,  our  proposal  is  this.  We 
shall  give  from  whatever  date  the  Bill 
passes  into  law  a  year,  or  rather  more  than 
a  year,  for  the  different  persons  and 
Pubhc  Bodies  concerned  to  adapt  them- 
selves to  the  new  situation.  During  the 
transitional  state  of  things  which  will 
exist  between  the  passing  of  the  Act  and 
the  actual  date  of  disestablishment,  pro- 
vision has,  of  course,  to  be  made  for 
earrying  on  the  work  of  the  Church.  On 
the  one  hand,  it  is  desirable  and 
obriottsly  necessary  and  right  that  the 
ina«hiD»y  of  the  Church  should  not  be 
broDgbt  to  a  deadlock  and  its  organisa- 
tion fettered  or  seriously  crippled,  whilst, 
on  the  other  hand,  it  is  equally  desirable 
that  no  new  vested  interest'  should  be 
allowed  to  come  in  and  hamper  the  work 
of  disestablishment  and  disendowment. 
Mr,  AsquUh 


We  propose,  therefore,  to  do  what  was 
done  in  1869  in  the  case  of  the  Irish 
Church,  to  make  provision  for  the  case 
of  vacant  Bishoprics.    Under  this  Bill, 
the  Bishops  are  to  be  appointed  by  the 
Crown,  but  only  on  the  recommendation 
of  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  or  three 
Welsh  Bishops,  and  the  new  Bishops  so 
appointed  are  not  to  be  entitled  to  sit  in 
the  House  of  Lords.    As  to  the  various 
livings  that  fall  vacant  during  that  time, 
we  propose  to  fill  them  np  as  now,  and 
by  means  of  the  same  constitutional 
authorities ;  but  while  clergymen  so 
appointed  will  continue  to  fa<^d  their 
appointments  down  to  the  date  of  dis- 
estAblishment,  the  emoluments  attached 
to  their  several  benefices  will  not  be 
treated  as  having  created  any  existing 
inierests  in  their  favour  for  the  purposes 
of  compensation  nt  the  time  whenever 
disestablishment  comes  into  effect.  I  now 
come  to  the  nature  of  disestablishment 
itself.  Supposing  the  date  I  have  named 
as  the  possible  one  for  disestablishment 
to  have  arrived,  I  will  try  to  explain  as 
briefly  as  I  can  what  will  be  the  effect 
of  the  Act  on  the  status,  as  distinguished 
from  the  property,  of  the  Church  and 
its  officers.    By  the  first  clause  of  the 
Bill,  from   that   date,   the   Church  of 
England,  so  far  as  it  is  established  by 
law  in  Wales  and  Monmouthshire,  the 
Church  that  is  which  is  referred  to  in  the 
Bill  as  the  Chnrch  of  Walci*,  wilt  cease 
to  be  so  established.     All  rights  (rf 
patronage,  public  or  private,  are  from 
that  date  to  l>e  extinguished,  and  all 
ecclesiastical  twrporations,  sole  or  aggre- 
gate, are  to  be  dissolved.    No  Bishop  of 
the  Church  of  Wales  is  to  be  summoned 
from  that  time  onwards  to  ait  in  the 
House  of   Lords,  although,  of  course, 
the  existing  Bishops,  although  disquali- 
fied in  one  sense,  will  retain  their  present 
titles  and  precedence,  and  the  necessary 
number  of  Bishops  will  be  made  up  from 
the  English  Bishops  who  have  at  present 
no  seats.     That,  shortly  stated,  is  the 
effect  of  disestablishment  as  distinguished 
from  disendowment.   I  will  now  say  a 
few  words  as  to  the  status  of  the  dis- 
established Church.    We  propose  that 
the  present  ecclesiastical  law  in  Wales 
and  Monmouthshire  shall  cease  from  th»t 
time  to  exist  as  law.    The  Ecclesiastical 
Courts  will  no  longer  have  any  coercive 
jurisdiction.  No  appeals  will  any  further 
be  permitted  from  those  Courts  to  the 
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Queen  in  Coancil.  Convocatioiij  which  That  will  be  the  positioa,  and  those 
is  a  Common  Law  body  not  created  by  will  be  the  power  and  disabilities  of  the 
Statute,  but  purely  a  clerical  body  with  Church  in  Wales  T^ben  diBestabliahed. 
no  power  by  law  to  alter  its  own  oonsti- 
tutioQ,  and  no  power  to  act  in  any  matter 
except  by  authority  from  the  Crown — 
Convocation  will  have  to  be  modified  in 
ita  composition  and  constitution  by  the 
fact  that  the  Biiihops  and  clergy  of 
the  Welsh  Church,  having  ceased  to 
enjoy  the  legal  status  which  they  at  pre- 
sent possess,  will  no  longer  be  quali- 
fied to  ait  or  be  represented  in  it.  But 
we  have  provided,  as  it  was  necessary  to 
provide,  that  the  powers  of  Convocation 
as  a  Common  Law  body,  so  far  as  they 
relate  to  matters  outside  Wales  and  Mon- 
mouthshire, are  not  to  be  affected  or 
impaired  by  the  withdrawal  of  the  Welsh 
Bishops  and  clergy  from  it.  So  far  I  have 
spoken  only  of  what  I  may  call  the  disabling 
effects  of  the  Bill  on  the  status  of  the  dis- 
established Church  ;  I  come  now  to  the 
empowering  provisions  which  we  propose 
to  enact.  Following  the  precedent  again 
of  the  Irish  Act  of  1869,  we  propose 
that  the  present  articles,  doctrines,  dis- 
cipline, and  ordinances  of  the  Church  of 
England  shall  continue,  so  far  as  the 
Church  in  Wales  is  concerned,  until 
they  are  modified  by  an  authority  to 
which  I  will  pr^ntly  refer.  They  are 
to  continue,  of  course,  not  with  the  force 
of  law  and  not  with  any  coercive  sanction, 
but  as  binding  on  the  members  of  the 
Church  by  the  effect  of  mutual  agree- 
ment. So  far  as  they  relate  to  property, 
and  so  long  as  that  property  continues  to 
be  enjoyed  by  virtue  of  the  Act  by  officers 
or  members  of  the  Church,  the  obligation 
to  hold  the  property  in  accordance  with 
the  articles,  regulations,  and  discipline 
of  the  Church  will  be  enforceable  in  the 
Temporal  Courts  just  in  the  same  way  as 
though  the  property  so  enjoyed  were 
held  upon  an  express  trust.  The  Bishops, 
clergy,  and  laity  are  to  have  power  to 
hold  Synods,  and  to  frame  constitutiout 
for  the  government  of  the  Church  in 
Wales,  either  as  a  whole  or  according  to 
the  diocese.  Finally,  we  propose  to 
enable  them  to  appoint  a  body  to  repre- 
sent them,  and  to  hold  property  on  their 
behalf.  That  body,  which  is  called  in 
the  Act  the  representative  body  of  the 
Church  in  Wales,  may,  when  it  is  con- 
stituted, be  incorporated  by  the  Queen  as 
a  Corporation,  with  power  to  hold  pro- 
perty in  land  without  licence  in  mortmain. 


Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH:  Do  you 
follow  the  Irish  precedent  ? 

Mb.  ASQUITH:  Yes;  we  do  not 

incorporate  the  Irish  Act,  because  it  is 
by  no  means  clear  that  the  Church  would 
see  fit  to  exercise  the  power  the  measure 
would  give  them  to  appoint  such' a  body. 
We  follow  the  language  and  intention 
of  the  Irish  Act,  providing  if  and  when 
the  Welsh  Church  appoints  such  a  body 
then  they  shall  incorporate  it.  I  pass  now 
to  a  much  more  complicated  and  difficult 
question — the  question  of  disendowmeot 
and  the  effect  of  the  Bill  npon  the  status 
and  the  property  of  the  C  hurcb ,  as  to  which 
I  am  afraid  I  shall  have  to  trespass  con- 
siderably on  the  time  and  the  indulgence 
of  the  House.  I  shall  have  to  go  into 
matters  both  as  to  principle  and  detail 
which  would  hardly  be  intelligible  with- 
out a  lengthy  explauatiou.  The  pre- 
liminary quesliou  I  will  ask  is,  "  What 
is  the  property  in  title,  in  kind,  and  in 
value  with  which  we  have  to  deal  ?" 
On  the  question  of  title  I  need  hardly 
remind  the  House  that  the  Church  of 
England  as  a.Church  is  nut,  in  point  of 
law,  the  owner  of  property  of  any  sort 
or  kind  whatever.  The  Church  is  not  a 
Corporation,  and  although  it  is  a  great 
spiritual,  and  has  l>een  a  great  political, 
power  in  this  country,  yet  it  is  not  recog- 
nised by  law  aud  is  not  capable  of  owning 
or  exercising  proprietary  rights.  All 
ecclesiastical  property  in  this  country, 
whether  in  England  or  in  Wales,  is  an 
endowment  of  some  particular  benefice 
or  office.  That  is  a  fact  which  is  very 
familiar,  though  it  is  sometimes  disguised 
from  popular  apprehension,  particularly, 
I  think,  by  the  operations  of  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners.  The  Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners,  as  the  House  is 
aware,  have,  under  their  Acts  and 
the  powers  given  to  them  by  the 
Legislature,  succeeded  to  the  owner- 
ship aud  occupation  of  a  very  large  quan- 
tity of  property,  particularly  capitular  and 
episcopal  property,  in  England  and  Wales. 
The  income  of  that  property  goes  Into 
theur  common  fund,  which  to  a  large 
extent,  is  not  earmarked  or  specifically 
appropriated  to  any  particular  purpose, 
and  out  of  that  fund  so  composed  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  are  in  the 
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habit  of  makiDg  graota,  sometimes  fixed 
and  sometimes  variable,  in  support  of 
endowroeots,  both  of  sees  or  beDefices. 
But  the  fact  remains  that  the  whole 
eccleaiaBtical  property  of  this  country  is 
property  annexed  to  and  belonging  to 
particular  benefices,  particular  offices, 
and  particular  sees.  That,  I  think,  is  a 
fact  which  it  is  most  important  to  bear 
in  mind,  both  in  the  description  of  the 
property,  in  the  first  instance,  and  next 
when  we  come  to  consider  the  best 
method  of  applying  it.  That  being  the 
nature  of  the  title  which  the  Church  has 
to  the  property  .which  its  members  enjoy, 
I  hare  now  to  ask  the  House  to  consider 
what  are  the  classes  and  what  is  the 
value  of  the  property  held  or  enjoyed  by 
beneficed  officers  in  Wales  and  Monmouth- 
shire. I  regret  that  information  on  this 
subject,  80  far  as  it  is  accessible  to  the 
public,  is  only  to  be  gathered,  and  gathered 
in  a  somewhat  fragmentary  and  imperfect 
manner,  from  two  Returns — and,  so  far  as 
I  know,  only  two — made  to  this  House 
within  recent  years.  One  is  the  Return 
of  the  revenues  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  on 
June  23,  1891  ;  and  there  is  another 
short  Return  made  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners,  I  think,  on  the  Motion  of 
my  hou.  Friend  the  Patronage  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis),  show- 
ing the  income  aud  grants  in  Wales,  and 
dated  May  6,  1889.  I  shall  hope  to  pre- 
sent to  the  House,  when  the  Bill  is  in- 
troduced, two  additioual  Returns,  one  of 
which  will  be  the  summary  of  the  first 
to  which  I  have  referred,  so  far  as  it  re- 
lates to  Wales  and  Monmouthshire,  and 
another  which  will  bring  the  second  up 
to  the  present  date.  The  first  point  I 
have  to  make  clear  is  that  you  must  dis- 
tinguish carefully  between  the  ecclesiasti- 
cal revenues  which  arise  from  Wales  and 
the  ecclesiastical  revenues  which  are 
handed  over  to  and  enjoyed  by  the 
Church  in  Wales.  The  House  will  pre- 
sently see  that  they  are  two  very  distinct 
things.  I  begin  first  with  the  question 
of  the  ecclesiastical  revenue  derived 
from  Wales.  The  Return  divides  this, 
as  it  does  all  the  property  of  the  Church, 
into  twocat^;ori68 — aucientendowmeuts, 
and  what  are  called  private  benefac- 
tions since  1 703.  I  shall  have  something 
to  say  later  on  as  to  these  private  bene- 
factions, but  for  the  moment  I  will  omit 
the  comparatively  small  sumof  £13,600a 
year,  to  which  they  amount,  and  it  seed 
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not  be  serionsly  considered.  The  ancient 
endowments  separate  ^emselves  into  three 
classes.  First  of  all,  there  are  endowments 

of  parochial  benefices,  which  constitute  the 
great  bulk  of  the  whole.  The  total  gross 
proceeds  of  those  endowments  for  Wales 
and  Monmouthshire  is  £233,000  a  year, 
and  of  this  simi  no  less  than  £179,000  is 
derived  from  tithe-rent  charge.  The 
second  class  consists  of  endowments  of 
cathedral  and  collegiate  churches  not 
transferred  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners and  still  directly  received  by 
the  capitolar  bodies.    They  amount  to 
the  small  sum  of  £3,360  a  year.  The 
third  head  of    revenue  derived  from 
Wales  is  the  income  received  by  the 
Ecclesiastical      Commissioners.  That 
amounts  to  a  gross  total  for  Wales  and 
Monmouthshire    of  £42,300,  of  which 
£27,000  consists  of  tithe-rent  charge.  I 
must  here  point  out  that  of  this  £42,300 
paid  over  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners from  Wales  £12,500  goes  at  pre- 
sent to  English  bishoprics  and  chapters  ; 
it  is  money  which  is  paid  out  of  Wales 
and  does  not  return  to  Wales.  From 
the  figures  I  have  it  appears  that  the 
total  gross  ecclesiastical  income  derived 
from    Wales    and    Monmouthshire  is 
£279,000  ;   but  that  does  not  give  the 
actual  income   of   the   Welsh  Church. 
In  the  first  place,  it  is  a  gross  total  from 
which  probably   not   less   than  25  per 
cent,  ought  to  be  deducted  for  the  cost 
of  collection  and  other  things  before  we 
an-ive  at  the  net  ftmount.  It  is  further,iaB 
I  have    pointed    out,  diminished  by 
£12,500  paid  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners to  English  chapters  and  bene- 
fices. That  is  one  side  of  the  account. 
But  on  the  other  there  is  equally  to  be 
borne  in  mind   that  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  make   grants  in  Wales 
out  of  their  common  fund  very  largely  in 
excess  of  the  sums  paid  over  by  them  ia 
England  out  of  Welsh  tithes  on  Welsh 
laud.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the  figures 
are  not  in  a  condition  to  be  presented  to 
the  House  conveniently,  because  in  one 
Return   we    are  dealing   with  grosa 
revenue,   and    in  the  second  Return 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissiraen  them- 
selves were  dealing  with  net  revenue. 
The  Return  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners of  1889  shows  a  total  net 
receipt  by  them  from  Wales  of  £28,700. 
That  is  to  say,  the  gross  sum  £42,300  of 
which  I  spoke  represents  a  net  sum  of 
£28,700.   On  the  otuer  banl,  it  shows  a 
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balance  of  pajments  by  them  to  Wales  of 
£67,600.  In  other  words,  there  ie  a 
balance  overpaid,  if  I  may  use  the  ex- 
pression, out  of  the  English  Revenues  to 
Wales  of  about  £40,000  a  year.  I  need 
not  say  that  in  the  view  of  the  Govern- 
meut  that  overpayment  made  to  Wales 
oaDDOt  be  treated  as  part  of  the  property 
of  the  Welsh  Church.  I  do  not  think 
that  any  of  those  who  represent  and 
strongly  advocate  the  cause  of  disestab- 
lishment and  disendowment  in  Wales  are 
at  all  anxious  to  claim  that  sum.  What 
they  are  anxious  for,  as  I  understand,  is 
that  everything  at  present  derived' from 
Wales  in  the  shape  of  either  income  from 
land  or  tithe-rent  charge,  however  appro- 
priated now,  shall  be  secured  in  the  future 
for  the  benefit  of  Wales ;  and  whatever 
in  excess  is  paid  over  to  Wales  by  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  shall  go 
back  to  the  source  from  which  it  comes 
and  be  at  the  disposal  of  the  Revenues  of 
the  English  Chureh.  The  result  is,  that  the 
whole  of  that  sum  of  £279,000  ought  to 
be  regarded  as  Welsh,  though  a  part  of  it 
now  goes  to  England  ;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  Wales  must  surrender  to  England 
— «nbject,  of  course,  to  existing  in- 
terests— the  additional  sum  of  about 
£40,000  a  year,  by  which  the  contribu- 
tion of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  to 
Wales  exceeds  what  they  receive  from 
Wales.  In  order  to  give  effect  to  that 
amusement  the  Bill  proposes  as  fol- 
lows : — That  as  soon  as  the  Act  passes, 
the  E(»:lesiastical  Commissioners  and  the 
Governors  of  Queen  Anne*s  Bouncy, 
who  are  also  interested,  shall,  in  the  first 
place,  ascertain  what  income  vested  in 
them  arises  from  property  situated  in 
Wales  and  Monmouthshire.  Having 
ascertained  that,  they  are  to  cast  upon 
this  income  the  burden  of  paying  the 
Welsh  episcopal  and  capitular  reveuues, 
amounting  to  £32,800  a  year,  which  is 
just  about  sufficiently  met  by  the  net 
income  derived  by  the  Commissioners  from 
Wales,  together  with  the  endowments 
directly  received  by  the  Welsh  capitular 
bodies  to  which  I  have  already  )  iferred. 
The  other  payments  now  made  1  f  them 
to  England  out  of  Welsh  prope;  .y  they 
will  shift  on  to  English  property  in  their 
possession,  with  the  result,  of  course, 
that  the  English  Church  and  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissiouers,  as  repre- 
senting the  Church,  will,  as  the  existing 
interests  faXX  in,  be  the  gainers  to  the  ex- 
tent of  nearly  £40,000  a  year,  while  Wales 


will  have  charged  on  exclusively  Welsh 
property  the  existing  interests  of  both  the 
Bishops  and  the  Incumbents  as  long  as 
they  exist,  and  when  these  interests  fall 
in,  the  whole  of  this  property  will  be  set 
free  for  appropriation  to  purely  Welsh 
purposes.  The  general  effect  of  that 
arrangement  will  be  that  we  shall  have 
two  funds  to  deal  with.  In  the  first 
place,  we  shall  have  the  endowments  of 
parochial  benefices  in  Wales,  at  present 
paid  directly  oat  of  the  tithe  and  land  to 
the  Incumbents,  and  amounting  to  a 
gross  total  of  £233,000  a  year.  The 
second  fund  will  be  the  endowments  at 
present  paid  to  the  episcopal  and 
capitular  officers  in  Wales,  which 
amounts,  if  added  to  the  £42,300  received 
by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners, 
to  a  gross  total  of  £45,660  a  year.  I 
will  ask  the  House  to  bear  in  mind  that 
we  have  these  two  funds  to  deal  with — 
first,  the  local  and  parochial  fund  of 
£233,000  a  year,  representing  the  present 
income  f  om  benefices ;  and  secondly,  a 
central  f\  nd  at  present  appropriated  to 
the  payment  of  Bishops  and  chapters 
which  amount  to  £45,660.  I  now  come 
to  the  more  interesting  question — How 
are  we  to  deal  with  these  funds  ?  Before 
I  explain  our  proposals  to  the  House,  I 
must  say  one  or  two  words  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Irish  precedent,  from  which, 
as  the  House  shortly  will  perceive,  we 
propose  in  dealing  with  this  qnestion  to 
make  a  somewhat  wide  departure.  The 
object  of  the  Irish  Church  Act,  and  the 
scheme  of  disendowment  embodied  in 
that  Act,  was  to  '*  wind  up,"  if  I  may  use 
a  secular  expression  as  applied  to  eccle- 
siastical affairs,  the  property  of  the 
Church  by  the  machinery  of  liquidation. 
The  Commissioners  appointed  under  that 
Act  were  intended  to  be,  and  were,  in 
fact,  a  merely  temporary  body  appointed 
for  a  temporary  purpose.  Their  business 
was,  on  the  one  side,  to  ascertain  the 
liabilities,  and  on  the  other  side  to  realise 
the  assets  of  the  Irish  Church.  As  far  as 
the  liabilities  were  concerned,  although 
in  the  first  instance  vested  interests  were 
provided  for  by  giving  to  the  holders  of 
them  life  annuities,  yet  the  scheme  of  the 
Act  was  that  these  annuities  should  be 
commuted  by  the  payment  of  a  capital 
sum  to  the  representatives  of  the  Church 
Body,  which  was  then  to  make  arrange- 
ments by  mutual  agreement  between 
itself  and  the  individual  annuitants. 
And  so  anxious  were  the  irameM  of  the 
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Aot  to  bring  about  that  result,  and 
to  get  rid  of  the  system  of  annual 
payments  by  substituting  a  capital  sum, 
that  a  bonus  of  no  less  &an  12  per  cent, 
vaa  offered  by  the  Act  to  every  diocese 
in  Ireland,  in  which  no  less  than  three- 
fourths  of  the  clergy  consented  to  com- 
mute their  annuities  before  January  1, 
1873.  The  House  is  aware  from  the 
returns  of  the  Trtsh  Church  Commis- 
sioners that  no  diocese  in  Ireland  proved 
able  to  resist  that  temptation ;  aod  in  the 
case  of  every  diocese  the  annuities  were 
commuted  before  the  time  prescribed  by 
the  Actt  and  the  bonnses  were  added  to 
the  capital  sum.  The  result  was  that,  as 
far  as  the  liabilities  of  the  State  to  the 
Church  were  concerned,  before  the  ex 
piration  of  four  years  from  the  passiug 
of  the  Act,  all  the  aaouities  were  practi- 
cally represented  by  one  large  capital 
sum.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Commia- 
siooers,  acting  under  the  powers  aud  io 
pursuance  ef  the  iotenttoo  of  the  Act, 
dealt  in  a  similar  manner  with  the  assets. 
They  realised  the  assets.  The  tithe 
rent-charge  was  offered,  as  it  was  bound 
to  be  by  the  Act,  for  redemption  by  the 
landowners  on  vwy  favourable  terms, 
with  the  result  that  the  great  bulk  has 
been  extinguished  and  is  now  repre- 
.sented  by  a  capital  sum.  The  land 
vested  iu  the  Commissioners  was  sold  by 
them  with  a  right  of  pre-emptioo  to 
the  occupying  tenants.  The  result  was 
that  you  had  two  lump  sums — on  the 
one  hand,  the  capital  value  of  the 
liabilities  of  the  State  to  the  Church  Body 
in  respect  of  dispossessed  and  disendowed 
Incumbents  ;  aud,  on  the  other  baud,  the 
oapital  value  realised  by  the  sale  of  the 
tiuie  rent-charge  and  the  land  and  of 
other  assets  of  the  Church.  What  has 
been  the  history  of  this  transaction  ?  The 
House  need  not  be  assured  that  I  am  not 
going  to  detain  it  by  critii;iam  or  adverae 
comment  on  the  policy  of  that  Act.  I 
do  not  doubt  that  under  the  circumstances 
of  that  time  it  was  the  best  arrangement 
open  to  the  Government.  But  the  history 
of  it  does  not  encourage  us  to  undertake 
similar  operations.  You  have  had  now 
for  nearly  25  years  in  Ireland,  subject  to 
the  liability  to  repay  compensation  to  tlie 
dispossessed  clergy — you  have  had  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Government  and  of  Par- 
liament a  huge  capital  sum  which  has 
offered  irresistible  temptation  in  almost 
every  emergency.    It  has  constituted 
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what  I  may  call  a  kind  of  emergency 
reservoir,  which  has  been  tapped  and 
drawn  upon  by  successive .  Governments 
and  Parliaments — and  drawn  upon  not 
later  than  last  week  (or  the  last  attenuated 
remnant  of  the  fund  at  least)  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  a 
most  legitimate  and  wise  purpose.  It 
has  been  drawn  upon  with  such  persist- 
ence, continuity,  and  effect  that  I  believe 
I  may  honestly  aud  accurately  say  that 
now,  less  than  25  years  after  the  disen- 
dowment  of  the  Irish  Church,  there  is 
practically  none  of  that  sum  available  for 
any  purpose  whatever.  I  have  here  a 
list  of  the  various  successful  •  attacks 
which  have  been  made  upon  the  Irish 
Church  Fund.  This  is  a  history  most 
pregnaut  in  warning  aud  instructiou  for 
the  future.  It  began  in  1878  with  the 
Intermediate  Education  Act,  which  took 
£1,000,000;  next  year  the  Natioual 
school-teachers  took  £1,300,000 ;  in 
1 880,  for  the  relief  of  distress,  £  1 ,250,000 ; 
in  1881,  for  arrears  of  rent,  £950,000  ; 
and  in  the  same  year  an  annuity  to  the 
Royal  University  of  £20,000  a  year  ;  iu 
1883,  for  distressed  unions,  £30,000  ;  and 
iu  the  same  year,  for  sea  fisheries, 
£200,000 ;  in  1886,  for  poor  relief  and 
piers  and  roads,  £20,000  ;  and  in  1891, 
for  the  Congested  Districts  Board, 
£1,600,000.  In  addition  to  this,  you 
have  the  estimated  capital  charge  of 
£600,000  for  the  annual  grant  to  the 
Royal  Uuiversity,  which  makes  a  total, 
without  counting  the  last  grant  made  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  of  £6,870,000, 
representing,  I  suppose,  the  whole  of 
this  surplus,  which  has  been  disposed  <A 
by  Parliament  in  much  less  than  » 
generation.  I  am  not  questioning  either 
tbe  policy  of  the  original  Aot  or  the 
wisdom  of  each  of  these  successive 
applications  of  the  surplus  ;  but,  having 
to  deal  with  a  new  case  and  having  this 
history  before  our  eyes,  we  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  would  be  wiser  and 
more  politic  to  adopt  a  different  method. 
I  will  state  to  the  House  shortly  what 
are  the  principles  upon  which  we  pro- 
pose to  proceiid.  In  tbe  first  place,  we 
propose  to  make  such  provision  in  the 
Act  as  will  prevent  the  alienation,  and 
will,  on  the  contrary,  preserve  and  saf^ 
guard  for  national  and  public  purposes, 
the  corpus  of  the  property  which, 
when  the  process  of  disendowment  is 
complete,  will  pass  from  the  Church  to 
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the  oKtioiu  In  the  aeoond  place — and 
this,  to  miad*  is  a  more  important 
principle  than  the  other — inatead  of 
creatlog  o»e  central  general  fund  applic- 
able to  the  country  ae  a  whole,  we  propose 
that,  aa  far  as  this  property  is  at  present 
attached  to  localitiea  and  parishes,  it  shall 
ip  futare  be  applied  and  enjoyed  locally 
and  parochially.  Since  1869,  when  the 
Irish  Church  Act  was  passed,  changes 
have  been  made  by  the  Legislature  with 
the  ooDSfioit  of  b^h  parties  in  the  State 
in  oar  system  of  local  government  which 
makes  this  a  much  easier  task  to  accom- 
plish than  it  would  have  been  then.  We 
have  DOW,  in  every  area  of  the  country, 
parish  district  and  county,  an  organ  and 
representative  of  local  government.  We 
propose  to  take  advantage  of  the 
machinery  to  provide  for  the  local  appro- 
priation of  the  funds,  which,  it  they  are 
thrown  into  a  common  resa^voir,  we  are 
oonvinced  will  be  squandered  and  wasted, 
—funds  which  may  be  utilised  with  the 
greatest  poesible  benefit  aa  long  as  they 
are  administered  by  the  localities  from 
which  they  are  drawn.  It  follows,  there- 
fore, that  we  shall  not  propose  the  estab- 
lishment and  aggregation  of  one  central 
fund  of  the  revenues  of  the  Welsh 
Church,  and  as  a  corollary  to  that  it  will 
not  be  in  our  power,  and  certainly  not  in 
our  disposition,  to  propose  any  capitalisa- 
tion of  the  interest  of  those  persons  for 
whom  we  intend  to  provide  in  view  of  the 
dispossession  which  disestablishment  and 
disendowment  involve.  We  propose  to 
ooDStitute,  following  the  precedent  of 
Ireland,  a  Ctunmlssion  of  three,  of  whom 
two  will  be  paid.  Onr  purpose  is  that 
the  chairman  shall  receive  £1,500  a  year, 
and  one  of  the  Commissioners  £I,0OO  a 
year.  The  third  will  not  be  paid  at  all. 
\J^ugiU«r.'\  We  think  that  we  may  be 
able  to  find  some  patriotic  Welshman  to 
take  the  offioe.  To  these  Commissioners 
we  propose  to  give  the  same  powers  as 
were  possessed  by  the  Irish  Church  Com- 
missioners for  enforcing  the  production 
of  evidence  and  making  and  executtug  of 
orders,  and  the  framing  of  rules  of  pro- 
cedure. But  we  do  not  propose  that 
they  shall  be  a  temporary  Commission. 
It  is  an  essential  part  of  our  scheme  that 
there  should  not  be  an  immediate  liquida- 
tion either  of  the  assets  or  of  the  liabilities 
of  the  Wehih  Church. .  That  being  so, 
there  must  be  a  continuing  body  to  super- 
intend  and  take  an  aetive  part  in  the 


work  I  of  administration.  The  Commis- 
sioners will  have  the  necessary  borrowing 
powers  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on 
their  operations,  and  will  bo  required,  as 
were  the  Irish  Commissioners,  to  lay  their 
accounts  before  Parliament. 

Mr.  COURTNEY:  Who  will  pay 
them  P 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  They  will  be  paid 
out  of  the  funds  of  the  Welsh  Church. 
To  these  Welsh  Commissioners  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners  will  deliver  up 
all  books  and  documents  relating  to  any 
Welsh  property  over  which  they  have 
control.  I  now  come  to  the  question  of 
vesting  the  property.  In  the  first  place, 
between  the  passing  of  the  Act  and  the 
date  of  disestablishment,  it  will  be  the 
duty  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
to  ascertain  what  property  vested  in  them 
is  derived  from  Wales,  to  what  extent 
that  property  at  present  bears  charges 
of  English  episcopal  and  capi  cnlar  endow* 
ments,  and  to  readjust  those  charges  so 
that  what  at  present  falls  on  the  Welsh 
property  shall  in  future  fall  on  Eng- 
lish property.  Welsh  property  now  in  the 
hands  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
will  be  burdened  solely  and  exclusively 
with  the  charges  for  Welsh  purposes. 
When  the  adjustment  has  been  made  and 
at  the  date  of  disestablishment  the  pro- 
perty so  charged,  together  with  all  pro- 
perty belonging  to  the  Chnrch  in  Wales, 
will  vest  immediately  in  the  Welsh  Com- 
missioners. It  will  vest  subject  to  two 
burdens.  In  the  first  place,  it  will  be 
subject  to  all  iuterests  upou  it  and  to  the 
existing  linterests  of  every  Incumbent  and 
holder  of  an  ecclesiastical  office  in  Wales. 
We  do  not  propose  that  the  Commis- 
sioners shall  retain  in  their  hands  the 
bulk  of  this  property,  but  that  they  shall 
transfer  the  greater  part  of  it  to  the 
various  authorities  in  Wales.  In  the  case 
of  the  churches,  we  propose  that  all  <A 
them,  except  the  cathedrals,  shall,  on  the 
application  of  the  representative  body  <^ 
the  Church,  be  vested  by  the  Commis- 
sioners in  that  body,  subject  to  all  public 
and  private  rights  which  now  exist,  and 
to  the  effective  use  and  enjoyment 
attached  thereto.  In  that  respect  we  are 
following  strictly  the  Irish  precedent. 
The  cathedrals  cannot  be  regarded  as 
being  in  the  same  position  as  the 
churches,  and  we  believe  that  they 
ought  to  be  treated  as  national  monu- 
ments.  Having  been  vested  in  the  Com- 
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missionerB,  they  will  be  retained  hj  them 
with  the  obligation  to  muntain  them  and 
keep  them  in  repair,  an  obligation 
which  might  be  onerous  if  thrown  upon 
the  representative  body.  But  on  the 
request  of  the  representative  body  it 
will  be  the  duty  of  the  Commis- 
sioners to  permit  the  cathedrals  to 
^continue  to  be  used  for  the  purpose  of 
'Divine  service.  [^Opposition  laughter.'] 
I  do  not  see  why  that  should  excite 
laughter,  but  my  impressiou  is  that  some 
hon.  Members  representing  Wales  believe 
that  we  hBTO  gone  to  extreme  limits  in 
going  as  far  as  we  hare  done  in  this 
matter.  With  reference  to  a  «mall  head 
of  property  which  it  is  not  right  to  pmit 
— namely,  the  movable  chattels,  such  as 
pkkte  and  furniture  used  in  connection 
with  Divine  worshi|) — we  propose  that 
they  shall  be  vested  lu  the  representative 
body.  I  now  come  to  anothw  and  more 
difficult  matter — the  question  of  parson- 
age houses.  In  Ireland  the  parsonage 
or  glebe  houses  were  offered  to  the  repre- 
sentative body  for  what  turned  out  in 
practice  to  be  a  nominal  sum.  They 
were  allowed  to  retain  them  for  a  certain 
number  of  years*  purchase  of  the  value  of 
the  site,  without  counting  the  value  of 
the  buildings.  As  the  glebe  houses  were 
offered  on  these  terms  ;  and  as  the  Incum- 
bents were  allowed  to  treat  the  full  value 
of  the  houses  as  part  of  the  sum  in 
respect  of  which  they  were  entitled  to 
compensation,  the  State  made  a  bad 
bargain.  The  Irish  Commissioners 
thought  that  it  would  have  been  much 
better  if  the  houses  had  been  handed  over 
free  of  charge  to  the  representative  body. 
In  the  case  of  Wsles  and  of  England  the 
Kcclesiastical  Commissioners  say  that 
certainly  two-thirds  of  the  cost  of  the 
parsonage  houses  may  be  regarded  as 
having  been  drawn  from  private  bene- 
factions and  from  payments  made  bv 
the  clergy  out  of  their  own  incomes. 
The  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  have 
made  and  do  make  very  considerable 
grants  for  this  purpose  in  Wales,  and  we 
tiiink  that  on  the  whole  it  will  be  right,  as 
re^^ards  the  interests  of  the  Church,  and  no 
injustice  to  the  intoresta  of  the  com- 
munity, to  hand  over  these  parsomu^e 
houses  to  the  representative  body  of  the 
Church,  In  making  that  statement  I 
mast  again  distinguish  between  the 
ordinary  parsonage  houses  occupied  by 
Incumbents  and  the  episcopal  and  capttnUr 
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residences.  As  reguds  these,  we  propose 
tlwt  they  should  be  retained  by  the 
Welsh  Commissioners,  who  should  con- 
tinue to  permit  their  nee  as  ecclesiastical 
residences  subject  to  the  obligation  on  the 
representative  body  to  maintain  and  keep 
them  in  repair.  Before  I  finish  what  I 
have  to  say  as  to  what  is  to  be  left  to 
the  representative  body,  I  must  jnst 
mention  the  subject  of  private  bene- 
factions. They  amount  in  Wales  to  a 
comparatively  small  sum — ^I  think  not 
mnch  more  than  £18,000  a  year.  Bnt 
private  benefactions  are  defined  in  this, 
as  in  the  Irish  Act,  as — 

"  Propert  J  which  has  been  given  hj  any  pri- 
vate  pwaon  ontof  his  own  resOQioeaoroonttsts 

of  or  is  prodaced  by  monej  lalaed  by  [thvBte 

aubflcription^  and  does  not  come  within  the 
description  of  Charch  or  ecclesiastical  resi- 
dence, for  which  proviBion  is  otherwise  made 
by  this  Act." 

A  very  serious  and  difficult  question  in 
connection  with  private  benefactions  is 
to  determine  the  date  from  which  pro- 
perty so  left  shall  be  so  considered.  In  in- 
troducing the  Irish  Church  Act  of  1869 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  the  Member 
for  Midlothian  suggested  that  the  date 
should  be  that  of  1660.  We  have  con- 
sidered the  various  dates  that  should  be 
taken  in  reference  to  Wales,  and  think 
that  the  date  should  be  a  later  one. 
We  have,  on  the  whole,  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  we  ought  to  take  as  onr 
date  1703,  when  Queen  Anne's  Bounty 
was  established,  because  it  was  only  from 
that  year  that  it  became  possible,  tiurough 
the  machinery  of  Qneen  Anne's  Bounty, 
for  private  persons,  without  offending 
against  the  laws,  to  invest  in  propoiy  <n 
that  description  for  eccleeiaatittl  pur- 
poses. I  know  it  is  very  possible  that  we 
may  be  met  with  the  suggestion  that  we 
are  going  back  too  far,  and  that  we  ought 
to  take  a  more  recent  date ;  but  the  more 
you  investigate  this  question  the  more 
you  will  find  that  it  is  a  question  not 
worth  disputing.  The  number  oi  private 
benefactions  given  in  the  course  of  tiie 
18th  century  to  Wales  were  very  small. 
The  number  which  exists  in  Wales  at  the 
present  moment  is  very  amall.  The  total 
annual  value  is  not  more  than  £13,000, 
and  I  think  in  a  matter  tiiia  kind, 
where  there  is  any  doubt,  we  ought  to  let 
the  balance  incline  in  the  direction  of 
generosity  ;  and  I  am  myself  clearly  of 
opinion  that  the  whole  of  these  private 
benefactions  sinoe  1703  ma^  properly  Mid 
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legitimately  be  made  over  to  the  repre- 1 
seDtative  body.  I  now  come  to  some 
other  heads  of  property  with  regard  to 
which  that  canaot  be  said.  First,  I  take 
the  burial-grounds.  We  propose  that  the 
burial-grounds  shall  be  vesteil,  subject  to 
all  public  and  private  rights  of  burial,  iu 
rural  parishes,  in  the  Parish  Council,  or 
where  the  parish,  from  the  number  of  its 
popuIaUoD,  has  no  Parish  Council,  in  the 
chairman  and  orerseers  of  the  parish ; 
and  in  other  oases — that  is  to  say,  urban 
districto — in  the  case  of  county  boroughs 
in  the  Council  of  the  borough,  aud  in 
the  case  of  county  districts  in  the  Dis- 
trict Council  of  the  district.  I  do  not 
think  that  that  is  a  proposal,  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  Burial  Law,  and  the 
rights  which  Parliament  has  conferred  ou 
Noneouformists,  and  their  rights  of 
sepulchre  in  the  parish  churchyards  of 
the  country  with  their  own  Religions 
Service,  to  which  any  reasonable  excep- 
tion can  be  taken.  I  now  come  to  the 
glebe,  and  there,  subject  to  the  interests 
of  the  existing  incumbents,  we  propose 
that  the  glebe  shall  be  vested,  in  the  rural 
parishes,  in  the  Parish  Council  or  the 
chairman  and  overseers,  or,  in  urban 
districts,  in  the  Council  of  the 
borough  or  District  Council.  Lastly,  I 
have  to  deal  with  tithe  rent-charge.  We 
propose  that  tithe  rent-charge,  which  is, 
after  all,  the  most  valuable  asset  of  the 
Church  in  Wales,  shall  be  vested  in  the 
County  Council  of  the  county  within 
which  the  lands  out  of  which  it  arises 
are  situated.  We  think  the  cost  and 
trouble  of  colleotion  will  be  too  trreat  to 
make  it  practicable  to  rest  the  tititie  rent* 
charge  in  the  Parish  Council,  and  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  the  County  Council 
to  collect  it.  Thus  the  interests  of  the 
different  parishes  will  be  duly  safe- 
guarded. '  All  the  other  classes  of 
property  will  remain  in  the  Commis- 
sioners, who  will  have  full  powers  of 
management.  Neither  they  nor  any  of 
the  Local  Authorities  will  be  able  to  sell, 
alienate,  or  exchange  the  property  with- 
4>at  the  consent  of  the  Looid  G-ovemment 
Board.  Now  I  come  to  the  question  of 
the  manner  in  which  we  propose  to  treat 
existing  interests — that  is  to  say,  of 
Bishops,  clergy,  and  laymen  who  have 
valuable  interests  in  the  endowments  of 
the  Church  in  Wales.  Before  I  proceed 
to  detail,  I  will  found  myself  upon  a 
definition  which  is,  I  believe,  the  best 


which  has  ever  been  given  of  a  vested 
interest  In  an  ecclesiastical  property,  aud 
which  is  to  be  found  iu  a  speech  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian, delivered  in  this  House  on  March 
1,  1869,  Iu  moving  for  leave  to  dis- 
establish the  Irish  Church. 

"  The  vested  interest  of  the  incumbent," 
said  my  right  hon.  Friend — and  he  uses 
the  terra  *Mncumbent"  to  describe  not 
merely  the  parish  clergy,  but  the  Bishop 
or  bolder  of  the  ecclesiastical  office  or 
benefice — 

"  is  qnite  distinct  from  hig  expecUtion  of  pro- 
motion ...  It  is  a  title  to  receive  a  certain  net 
incomefromthepropertyoftheChurch  .  .  .  The 
vested  interest  with  which  we  have  to  deal  is 
the  right  of  the  incumbent  to  be  secured  in  the 
receipt  of  a  certain  annual  income  from  the 
property  of  tbe  Church  in  consideration  of  the 
discharge  of  certain  duties  to  which  he  ia  booiuL 
as  the  equivalent  he  gives  for  that  income,  ana 
subject  to  the  laws  by  which  he  is  bound  of  the 
Religious  Body  to  which  he  belongs." 

It  is  in  that  sense,  and  in  that  sense  only, 
that  we  propose  in  this  Bill  to  recognise 
existing  vested  interests  in  tbe  Church 
in  Wales.  Wherever  a  person,  be  he 
clergyman  or  be  he  layman,  at  present 
enjoys  a  freehold  office  In  the  Church  in 
consideration  of  the  performance  of  ser- 
vice or  of  duty  to  the  Church,  he  ought, 
in  our  opinion,  to  receive  under  this 
measure  depriving  him  of  his  office, 
changing  his  status,  and  disestablishing 
the  Church,  to  be  placed  in  the  same 
position  pecuniarily  as  he  was  before 
Parliament  made  that  change  in  his 
status  and  tbe  status  of  the  Church,  In 
our  judgment,  you  cannot  justly  give  less 
than  that  to  the  person  who  is  at  present 
in  the  exercise  and  enjoyment  of  tbe 
particular  office  from  which  we  propose, 
in  the  interest  of  the  community  at 
large,  to  displace  him.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  although  he  is  enjoying  a  freehold 
;  office,  and  is  entitled  to  the  emoluments 
which  belong  to  it,  he  holds  and  enjoys 
that  office  conditionally  on  the  perform- 
ance of  the  duties  that  are  attached  to 
it,  and  be  is  not  entitled  to  go  on  receiv- 
ing what  he  has  hitherto  received,  except 
in  so  far  or  so  long  as  he  continues  to 
perform  the  duties  for  which  the  stipend 
and  pecuniary  emoluments  are  given. 
That,  I  think,  is  a  fair  and  just  prin- 
ciple. We  therefore  propose  that,  so 
long  as  the  holder  of  any  existing  bene-  ' 
fice  or  office  performs  the  duties  of 
the  office  which  he  held  at  the  date  of 
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disestablishment,  or  is  odIj  preveDted 
from  so  doing  by  some  cause  otber  than 
his  own  wilful  default,  he  shall  be  en- 
titled to  receive  the  same  emoluments — 
neither  more  nor  less — as  he  would  have 
been  if  the  Church  had  not  been  diseu- 
dowed.  The  practical  effect  of  that  will 
be,  as  regards  the  parsonage  and  glebe, 
that  the  incambent  wilt  remain  in  posaes- 
fiion  so  long  as  he  lives  and  performs  the 
duties  of  the  cure,  and  he  will  continue 
to  receive  the  rents  and  profits  as  regards 
the  tithe  rent-charge,  which  is,  after  all, 
the  largest  ingredient  in  the  income  of 
the  Welsh  clergy.  He  will  no  longer 
collect  the  tithe  renb-charge,  but  will 
receive  from  the  Welsh  Commissioners 
the  net  proceeds  of  that  charge  as 
far  as  is  appropriate  to  his  particular 
parish,  after  deduction  of  the  costs 
of  collection.  I  said  a  lew  moments 
ago  that  the  tithe  rent  -  charge  is 
to  be  vested  in  the  County  Council. 
We  think  it  very  undesirable  to  bring  the 
County  Council  and  the  existing  incum- 
bents into  the  direct  relation  of  pay- 
masters and  recipients.  Accordingly,  so 
long  as  these  existing  interests  continue, 
it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  County  Council, 
when  it  has  collected  the  tithe  and  de- 
ducted from  the  sum  received  the  neces- 
sary expenses  of  collection,  to  pay  over 
to  the  Commissioners  so  much  of  their 
tithe  as  is  needed  to  meet  the  interests 
which  have  not  expired  and  to  secure  the 
performance  of  the  duties.  The  amount 
required  by  the  Commissioners  will  be  a 
debt  from  the  County  Council  to  the 
Commissioners,  undwill  be  charged  upon 
the  County  Fund.  We  do  not  think 
there  will  be  any  reluctance  on  the  part 
of  the  County  Council  to  perform  this 
duty.  What  they  will  be  doing  will  be 
keeping  alive  and  collecting  a  fund  in 
the  whole  of  which  they  have  a  direct 
reversionary  interest,  and  parts  of  which 
will  be  falling  into  their  possession  year 
after  year.  It  will  be  said,  I  have  no 
doubt,  that  this  is  a  slow  process,  and 
that  it  will  postpone  for  an  indefinite 
period  the  ultimate  enjoyment  by  the 
Welsh  people  of  the  property  of  the 
Church.  I  agree  that  that  is  so,  and  so  far 
as  that  is  a  drawback  it  is  a  drawback 
we  must  acknowledge  and  put  up  with. 
For  what  is  the  alternative  ?  The 
alternative  Is  to  adopt  the  Irish  plan  and 
to  ^  in  for  a  system  of  commutation. 
You  cannot  compel  a  man  to  commute  ; 
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and,  in  order  to  induce  him  to  do  so,  you 
will  have  to  do  what  the  Legislature  had 
to  do  in  the  case  of  Ireland,  and  that  is, 
offer  him — I  will  not  call  it  a  bribe — ^bnt 
better  terms  in  the  shape  of  some  bonus 
or  additional  pecuniary  inducement  than 
ex  hypothen  a  compensated  person  is  en- 
titled to  by  law.  What  was  the  cost  in 
the  case  of  the  Irish  Church  ?  The 
figures  are  very  instructive.  In  the  case 
of  the  Irish  Church  the  original  estimate 
of  the  cost  of  buying  out  existing  in- 
terests was,  as  presented  to  this  House 
by  my  right  bou.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Midlothian  after  the  most  careful  compu- 
tation, £5,700,000.  But  what  was  the 
actual  cost  ?  It  was,  including  an  added 
bonus  of  12  per  cent.,  £7,550,000.  In 
other  words,  the  estimate  was  exceeded 
by  a  sum  of  nearly  £2,000,000  sterling. 
I  may  point  out,  further,  that  commnto- 
tion  necessarily  involves  a  liquid  central 
fund  from  which  the  necessary  balance  to 
meet  the  capital  charge  can  be  drawn.  If 
you  are  securing  to  each  parish  its  share 
in  the  endowments  of  the  Church,  it  would 
be  a  task  of  inextricable  confusion  and 
insuperable  difficulty  to  apportion  the 
capital  charge  so  that  each  particnlar 
parish  shall  bear  its  own  share  both  of 
principal  and  interest.  Although  I  admit 
the  drawbacks  of  the  plan  we  propose,  I 
consider  the  arguments  againat  the  alter* 
native  plan  of  commutation  to  be  far 
stronger.  At  the  same  time,  we  feel  that  a 
system  absolutely  stereotyping  existing 
interests  might  bear  hardly  both  on  the 
Churchand  on  the  Welsh  people.  Itwould 
bear  hardly  upon  the  Church,  because  a 
man  would  be  tied  to  the  living  where  he 
happened  to  be  at  the  time  disestablish* 
ment  took  place.  He  could  not  leave 
that  living.  He  could  not  be  promoted, 
however  deserving  be  might  be  and  bow- 
ever  much  his  services  might  be  required 
elsewhere,  without  losing  the  emolnments 
for  his  life  and  without  the  church 
coming  under  the  obligation  of  providinfr 
the  endowment  for  the  living  which  he 
leaves.  On  the  other  hand,  it  might  bear 
hardly  on  the  Welsh  people  in  parishes 
where  there  was  a  mere  handful  of  people, 
and  where  there  was  no  real  use  in  keep- 
ing  op  Church  services,  having  regard  to 
the  spiritual  requirements  of  the  popula* 
tion.  Those  seem  to  us  to  be  very  scnous 
evils,  and  we  therefore  propose,  by  way 
of  meeting  them,  an  alternative  nnder 
which  the  incumbent  who  comes  under 
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the  operation  of  this  Act  may  exchange 
his  existing  interest,  bo  long  as  he  con- 
tinues to  discharge  the  duties  of  the 
benefice,  for  a  compensation  annuity  on  a 
lower  scale,  and  in  the  Schedule  we  have 
proTided  sneh  scale.  If  the  incumbent 
is  50  years  or  upwards,  he  is  to  receive 
threo-foorths  of  the  net  emolaments  of 
his  benefice ;  if  he  is  less  than  50,  a 
reduction  of  l-50th  will  be  made  for 
every  year  wanting  to  make  up  his  age 
to  50  years.  To  take  a  typical  case, 
if  the  in  come  of  a  benefice  is 
£066  6s.  8d.,  the  incumbent  who  Is  50 
years  old  would  receive  an  annuity  of 
£500  ;  if  he  is  40,  he  would  receive 
£400  ;  if  30,  £300;  and  so  on  in  propor- 
tion. We  think  it  desirable,  if  that 
alternative  is  taken  advantage  of,  that 
the  consent  of  the  Church  Body  should 
be  necessary.  Otherwbe  we  might  have 
an  incumbent  taking  his  stipend  on  the 
lower  scale  and  walking  off  to  some 
other  benefice.  I  must  now  say  one 
word  with  reference  to  curates.  Curates 
do  not  fall  within  the  definition  of  a 
vested  interest  which  I  quoted.  They 
are  not  holders  of  freehold  offices.  They 
hold  at  the  will  of  the  person  who 
employs  them.  In  the  case  of  Ireland 
curates  were  compensated,  hut  we  have 
not  followed  that  precedent.  In  Ireland 
the  curates  were  divided  into  two  classes 
— ^permanent  and  non-permanent.  The 
permanent  curate,  if  I  may  say  so  with- 
out offence,  was  permanent  in  an  Irish 
sense,  and  was  treated  as  permauent  if 
he  had  been  in  enjoyment  of  bis  cure  for 
five  years  or  less.  He  was  to  have  an 
annuity  equal  to  his  income,  which  con- 
tinned  BO  long  as  be  discharged  spiritual 
duties  in  Ireland  ;  but  the  non-permanent 
curate  was  to  receive  a  gratuity  accord- 
ing to  a  scale  prescribed  by  the  Act. 
My  rifht  hon.  Friend  the  jfemher  for 
Midlouitan,  tn  introducing  the  Irish 
Cfanrch  Bill,  said  be  did  not  propose  in- 
compensating  curates  to  invade  tb' 
public  or  national  fuud.  Tbe  st*  - 
sequent  history  of  the  matter  is 
very  curious.  Curates  were  to  be 
compensated  if  they  were  curates  in 
1871;  that  was  two  years  after  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Act,  and  in  the  course  of  that 
period  there  was  an  extraordinary  and 
uoprecedented  multiplication  in  the  num- 
ber of  curates.  Never,  in  fact,  has  a 
country  been  so  prolific  in  the  production 
of  curates  as  Ireland  was  at  that  time, 


for  between  1869  and  1871  the  number 
of  curates  increased  from  563  to  921. 
There  were  others  who  were  not  treated 
as  permanent,  but  these  921  all  obtained 
compensation  under  the  Act,  on  the  footing* 
that  they  were  entitled,  so  long  as  tbey 
discharged  spiritual  duties  in  Ireland,  to 
continue  to  receive  au  annuity  equal  to 
the  income  they  received  at  the  date  of 
disestabliBbment ;  and  yet  of  the  whole 
921  there  were  only  153  whose  annuities 
were  deducted  from  the  annuities  paid 
to  the  incumbent,  bo  that  a  curate  was 
able  in  Ireland  to  get  a  life  annuity  for 
himself,  and  yet  he  was  not  permanent 
enough  for  that  annuity  to  be  charged 
iipon  the  life  interest  of  the  incumbent. 
£r  hypothesis  he  had  been  permanently 
serving  prior  to  the  Act.  The  result  of 
the  measure  was  that  by  the  12  per  cent, 
bonus  given  a  sum  of  no  less  than 
£1,730,000  was  paid  to  the  curates  in 
Ireland  to  them  out.  When  the 
House  considers  that  not  one  of  them 
possessed  a  freehold,  and  came  within  the 
definition  of  a  vested  interest,  which  I 
have  read,  I  think,  in  this  respect,  the 
precedent  of  the  Irish  Church  is  one 
which  we  should  do  well  not  to  follow. 
I  believe  the  arrangement  under  which 
the  curates  were  made  permanent  for  one 
purpose  and  not  for  another  was  not  due 
to  the  framers  of  the  Bill,  hut  wag  one  of 
those  amendments  on  the  scope  of  the 
Act  to  which  we  are  constantly  indebted 
to  the  more  mature  and  dispassionate 
wisdom  of  a  revising  authority  elsewhere. 
We  do  not  think  the  curates  have  any 
claim  to  be  treated  as  having  a  separate 
claim  for  compensation.  If  the  curate's 
salary  is  paid  out  of  the  incumbent's  in- 
come, so  long  aB  the  incumbent  gets,  as 
he  will  under  this  Bill,  secured  to  him  for 
life  his  present  income,  if  he  is  minded  to 
continue  tbe  sendees  of  the  curate,  he 
will  be  able  t<  pay  him  exactly  what  he 
does  now,  an(i  the  curate's  position  will 
not  be  injuriously  affected  at  all.  If,  on 
tbe  other  hand,  the  cnrate  is  paid  ^m 
other  sources,  as  a  number  are  paid  in 
Wales,  partly  out  of  grants  contributed 
by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  the 
Commissioners  will  be  empowered,  so 
far  as  existing  interests  are  concerned, 
and  no  further,  to  continue  to  make  those 
grants  ;  and  I  do  not  know  any  reason 
why  they  should  discoutinue  them,  or 
why  tbe  liberality  of  Churchmen,  which 
makes  up  the  difference,  should  nm  dry 
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in  consequence  of  the  passing  of  this  Bill. 
There  is  one  othra-  class  of  peiBons  and 
one  other  only  with  which  I  have  to  deal 
before  I  pass  from  the  queBtion  of  vested 
interests,  and  that  is  the  lay  patrons  of 
the  Church.  Id  this  Bill,  as  in  the  Irish 
Act  of  1869,  DO  public  patron  will  be 
entitled  to  receive  compensation  for  the 
loss  of  his  patronage.  We  have  endea- 
voured to  ascertain  what  are  the  facts 
and  figures  in  relation  to  patronage  in 
Wales,  and  upon  a  rough  calculation  we 
arrive  at  the  following  result : — Out  of 
about  970  benefices  626  are  in  the  hands 
oE  what  may  be  called  public  patrons — 
that  is  to  say,  either  Bishops,  chapters, 
and  incumbents,  the  Crown  and  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  or  the  Colleges  of  Oxford 
and  Cambridge.  The  residue,  344,  or  a 
little  more  tban  one-tliird  of  the  whole, 
are  in  private  patronage.  Here,  again, 
the  experience  of  the  Irish  Act  is  very 
useful.  Under  seutioo  18  of  the  Irish 
Act  private  patrons  '.vere  to  be  compen- 
sated for  loss  of  their  advowsons,  and  if 
they  were  not  satisfied  with  ijie  sum 
awarded  to  them  by  the  Commissioners 
they  were  entitled  to  refer  the  matter 
to  arbitration.  ■  We  learn  from  the 
Commissioners  that  the  sale  of  advowsons 
was  a  very  rare  thing  in  Ireland — was,  in- 
deed, so  rare  that  in  several  cases  no 
evidence  showing  the  market  value  could 
be  obtained.  If  the  amount  offered  by 
the  Comroisaioners  was  not  agreed  to  the 
oase  was  referred  to  arbitration,  and  as, 
in  some  cases  selected  as  typical,  the 
arbitrator  largely  augmented  the  sum 
fixed  by  the  Commissioners,  the  Com- 
mission felt  bound  to  adopt  that  scale  in 
dealing  with  the  remainder,  and  con* 
sequently  tbey  were  obliged  to  allow  a 
much  higher  compensation  than  had  been 
contemplated.  And  even  where  they 
■allowed  compensation  on  the  principle  of 
the  typical  cases,  yet  the  amount  was 
atill  increased  on  reference  to  arbitration 
of  301  cases  in  which  a  total  sum  of 
£778,000  was  awarded  for  advowsons 
which  were  hardly  marketable  and  in  re- 
spect to  which  no  evidence  of  market 
■ndoe  could  be  obtained.  Three  hundred 
owners  of  advowsons  si»H»eded  in  secur- 
ing no  less  than  £750,000  sterling  No 
wonder  that  the  Commissioners  observe 
in  their  Report  of  1880  that — 

"The  experience  of  the  working  of  the 
ArUtntion  cUuse  with  respect  to  advowsoiu  is 
calcalated  to  raise  a  doulrt  whether  such  a 

Mr*  Asquiih 


tribunal  is  an  elijfible  one  where  the  claimaat 
iB  an  indlridaal,  and  where  the  defendants  re- 
present the  public  fnuds." 

I  think  that  since  the  passing  of  the  Act 
of  1869  opinion  has  changed — I  will  not 
say  advanced — but  it  has  been  largely 
modified  ou  this  subject,  and  I  believe  it 
has  changed  quite  as  much,  if  not  more, 
within  the  Church  itself  as  in  the  opinion 
of  persons  outside.  We  have,  moreover, 
but  few  valuable  advowsons  in  Wales. 
I  am  told  that  sales  are  exceedingly  rare, 
and  that  those  that  have  been  actually 
effected  have  been  at  prices  upon  a  low 
and  meagre  scale.  Since  the  Act  of 
1869  we  have  a  precedent  which  we 
propose  to  follow  partly,  because  the 
precedent  was  set  by  a  Conservative 
Gorernmeot  and  passed  by  a  Parliament 
in  which  there  was  a  large  Conservative 
majority — I  refer  to  the  abolition  of  the 
rights  of  patronage  in  the  Scotch  Church 
in  1874.  We  propose  to  follow  exactly 
the  precedeot  of  that  Act.  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  right  or  consistent  with 
precedent  to  take  away  this  class  of  pro- 
perty, however  insignificant  in  value, 
without  giving  the  owners  a  right  to 
compensation.  We  propose  that,  as  in 
the  case  of  the  Scoton  Church,  any 
patrons  may  claim  compensation,  but  I 
doubt  very  much  whether  a  large  num- 
ber will  claim  compensation.  P*  Oh, 
oh  I  "]  Well,  in  Scotland,  hardly  any 
one  did.  There  were  only  one  or  two 
cases  in  which  claims  were  mstde  under 
the  Act.  [An  hou.  Member  :  There 
was  no  confiscation  in  Scotland.]  An 
hon.  Member  says  that  in  that  case  there 
was  no  confiscation  ;  but  there  was  con- 
fiscation exactly  in  the  same  sense,  and 
neither  more  nor  less  than  in  this  Bill. 
The  Legislature  for  public  purposes  took 
away  rights  of  property  previously 
guaranteed  by  law.  What  we  propose 
is  to  follow  the  procedure  of  the  Scotch 
Act  and  to  require  any  patron  who 
chooses  to  make  a  claim  to  send  in  his 
application  within  six  months  of  the 
passing  of  the  Act.  We  propose  further 
to  provide,  as  it  was  provided  in  the 
Scotch  Act,  that  the  compensation  shall 
not  in  any  case  exceed,  although  it  may 
be  less,  one  year's  emoluments  of  the 
benefice  on  the  avraage  of  its  emolu- 
ments in  the  three  years  prior  to 
the  passing  of  the  Act.  ["Oh,  ohl*'] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  much 
shocked ;  but  we  are  following  the  pre- 
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cedent  of  their  own  Goverument.  We 
propose  that  this  sum,  whatever  it  may 
be,  whether  it  amounts  to  or  falls  short 
of  ODB  yearns  emoluments,  shall  not  be 
paid  until  the  occurrence  of  a  vacancy, 
aud  then,  on  the  falling-Iu  of  the  vested 
interest,  that  the  patron  shall  be  allowed 
3  per  cent.  Int«^t  during  the  time  he  is 
leapt  out  of  his  monej.  As  to  the  other 
lay  officers  of  the  Church,  they  are  few  in 
number,  and  I  need  only  say  that  pro- 
visions are  made  to  compensate  them  for 
any  loss  they  may  sustain,  I  now  come 
to  the  ultimate  application,  subject  to  the 
claims  of  existing  interests,  of  the  fund 
which  will  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Welsii  people.  I  have  already  said 
that  the  property  with  which  we  have  to 
deal  may  be  divided  into  two  classes. 
First,  what  I  called  parochial  property, 
which  is  now  annexed  to  particular 
benefices;  and,  secondly, central  property 
now  held  by  episcopal  and  capitular 
bodies,  and  vested  iu  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners.  As  to  both  properties 
alike  we  have  enumerated  in  the  Schedule 
of  the  Bill  the  purposes  to  which  they 
may  l>e  applied  by  the  authorities  whom 
I  shall  afterwards  describe.  The  Schedule 
says  that  the  purposes  to  which  the  pro- 
perty may  be  applied  are  as  follows  : — 
The  erection  or  support  of  cottage  or 
other  hospitals,  or  dispensaries,  or  con- 
valescent homes,  the  provision  of  trained 
nurses  for  the  sick  poor,  tlie  foundation 
and  maintenance  of  public,  parish,  or 
district  halls,  institutes,  and  libraries,  the 
provision  of  labourers'  dwellings  and 
allotments,  the  support  of  technical  and 
higher  education,  including  the  establish- 
ment and  maintenance  of  a  National 
Library,  Museum,  or  Academy  of  Art, 
and  any  other  public  purpose  of  local  and 
general  utility  for  which  provision  has 
not  been  made  by  Statute  out  of  public 
rates.  These  being  the  ultimate  purposes 
to  which  the  fund  is  destined,  the 
machinery  of  its  application  will  vary 
according  as  it  belongs  to  one  or  other 
of  the  categories  I  have  described.  In 
the  case  of  the  parochial  funds  the  pro- 
perty will  be  applied  under  schemes  to 
be  made  by  the  County  Councils  for  the 
various  counties  and  to  be  approved  by 
the  Commissioners.  It  will  be  an  In- 
struction contained  in  the  Act,  which 
will  have  to  be  followed  in  the  framing 
and  carrying  out  of  these  schemes,  that 
the  Interests  of  the  particular  parish  out 
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of  which  the  parochial  fund  arises  shall 
be  maiuly  and  primarily  considered. 
With  reference  to  the  central  fund,  de- 
rived from  episcopal  and  capitular  re- 
venues, the  admiuistration  will  remain 
in  the  hands  of  the  Commissioners  them- 
selves. It  will  be  a  small  fund  compared 
with  the  other,  but  yet  I  think  it  may  be 
usefully  applied  to  purposes  of  a  general 
character  connected  with  tlie  interests  of 
the  Principality  as  a  whole.  That  fund 
is  to  be  charged  in  the  first  instance  with 
the  expenses  of  administering  the  Act ; 
aud  the  surplus  is  to  be  applied,  under 
schemes  to  be  framed  by  the  Commis- 
sioners themselves,  subject  to  appeal  to 
the  Queen  in  Council,  with  a  provision 
that  not  less  than  two-thirds  is  to  be 
devoted  to  technical  aud  higher  education, 
including  in  particular  the  establishment 
and  maintenance  of  a  National  Library, 
Museum,  and  Academy  of  Art.  The 
Commissioners  are  to  have  power  to  vest 
propOTty  in,  or  to  appropriate  it  to  the 
use  of,  the  newly -constituted  University 
of  Wales  or  any  joint  committee  of  the 
Connty  ConucilH. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  May  they  borrow  on  security  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  The  Commissioners 
may  borrow ;  not  the  County  Councils. 
There  are  no  borrowiug  powers  given  to 
anyone  but  the  Commissioners. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  schemes 
to  be  framed  by  the  County  Council  may 
contemplate  borrowing? 

•Mr.  ASQUITH  :  No  ;  that  is  not  the 
intention.  The  schemes  to  be  framed 
by  the  County  Councils  will  be  schemes 
appropriating  the  income  from  property 
which  will  be  vested  in  them  or  in  the 
parishes.  The  borrowing  powers  will  be 
confined  to  the  Commissioners.  We  hope  in 
this  way  to  safeguard,  as  a  possession  for 
ever  and  not  as  a  mere  dwindling  fund  to 
be  drawn  upon  to  meet  the  transient  ex- 
igenciesof  the  hour,  this  national  property, 
so  that  it  may  be  applied  to  purposes' of 
local  and  general  interest  for  which  at 
present  no  provision  or  no  adequate  pro- 
vision is  made  by  the  law  of  the  land. 
We  have  sought,  as  far  as  we  could,  to 
conciliate  and  harmonise  all  these  local 
aud  general  interests.  We  recognise  to 
the  full  that  as  to  the  bulk  of  the  pro- 
perty the  locality  has  the  first  claim,  and 
that  the  fund  should  be  applied  to  the 
benefit  of  the  locality.  We  do  not  think 
we  are  either  flying  in  the  face  of  Welsh 
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BentimeDt  or  doing  injustice  to  the  cUims 
of  localities  i£  we  reserve  this  ceatral 
fund,  at  present  devoted  to  no  local  pur- 
poses, for  application  to  purposes  in 
which  Wales  as  a  whole  is  interested,  and 
of  which  no  local  community  can  be 
expected  to  bear  the   burden.  The 
localities   have  the   first   claim ;  but 
they  are  only  tributaries  to  the  great 
general  stream  oE  Welsh  national  life.  I 
apologise  to  the  House  for  the  great 
length  at  which  I  have  addressed  it. 
There  are,  of  course,  in  the  Bill  a  number 
of  minor  provisions  with  which  I  have 
not  attempted  to  deal,  as  they  would 
encumber  the  already  too  cumbersome 
exposition  of  the  BUI  which  I  have  given 
to  the  House.   I  yrUl  venture  to  appeal 
to  the  House  to  reserve  detailed  criticism 
until  they  see  the  Bill  itself  in  print.  To 
1869,  on  the  introduction  of  the  Irish 
Church  Bill — a  Bill  of  greater  complexity 
than  this — Mr.  Disraeli,  who  was  then 
the  Leader  of  the  Conservative  Party, 
stated,  I  suppose  with  the  general  con- 
currence of  his  Party,  that  in  his  opinion, 
provided  ample  time  were  given  between 
the  First  Reading  and  the  Second  Readibg 
for  the  full  consideration  of  the  provisions, 
it  would  be  wiser  and  better  not  to  enter, 
on  the  necessarily  imperfect  exposition 
of  a  Minister,  upon  a  criticism  of  the 
plan  of  the  Government ;  and  I  find  from 
Hansard  that  so  literally  and  faithfully 
was  that  advice  followed  that  the  House 
positively  had  the  advantage  of  rising 
that  eveniag  at  half-past  8  o'clock.  I  do 
not  feel  justified  in  anticipating  any  such 
good  fortune  on  the  present  occasion. 
But,  without  in  any  way  deprecating 
natural  and  legitimate  criticism,  I  do  feel 
that  minute  criticism  may  veiy  well  be 
postponed  until  the  Bill  is  in  the  hands 
of  Members.    We  present  this  Bill  to 
Parliament  in  the  firm  belief  that  if  it  be 
carried  it  will  not  hinder,  but  it  will 
rather  help,  the  work  of  the  Church  in 
Wales.    ["  Oh,  oh !"]   I  know  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  will  not   give  us 
the  credit  for  that  belief.    They  cannot 
conceive  that  in  a  matter  of  this  kind  we 
can  be  actuated  by  higher  motives  than 
the  most  miserable  and  transient  con- 
siderations of  petty  Party  expediency. 
We  believe  that  in  submitting  this  Bill  to 
Parliament  we  are  taking  the  best  step 
that  statesmanship  can  devise  to  put  an 
end  to  a  state  of  things  which,  so  long  as 
it  lasts,  will  be  a  constant  source  of  em- 


bitterment  and  animosity  amongst  the 
various  sections  of  the  community  which 
constitute  the  Principality,  and  which,  as 
a  source  of  embitterment  and  animosity, 
must  largely  hamper  the  efforts  which 
they  are  all  making  to  improve  and 
advance  the  religious  and  spiritual  con- 
dition of  the  people.  We  rest  our  posi- 
tion upon  the  broad  principles  of  justice. 
We  cannot  believe  it  to  be  to  the  interest 
oE  the  Church — we  know  it  is  not  to  the 
interest  of  the  State — to  maintain  in  the 
country  in  a  position  of  privilege  and 
ascendency  a  Church  which  represents 
the  religious  opinions  of  a  small  minority, 
and  which  enjoys  exclusively  property 
which,  in  our  view,  is  national  property, 
to  be  appropriated  to  national  purposes, 
by  no  other  title  than  an  historical  title 
the  origin  of  which  will  not  bear  careful 
examination,  and  which  certainly  has  not 
beeu  strengthened  in  its  hold  upon  the 
convictions  and  confidence  of  the  Welsh 
people  by  the  events  which  have  since 
occurred.  We  think  that  in  this  Bill  we 
do  no  injustice  to  the  Church.  We 
preserve  jealously,  aye,  and  I  will  even 
say  generously,  every  interest  which  is 
entitled  to  recognition  or  consideration  at 
the  hands  of  Parliament.  Subject  to 
that,  we  set  free  for  purposes  of  great 
and  lasting  public  benefit  a  property  to 
which  the  Welsh  people,  and  the  Welsh 
people  alone,  have,  in  our  opinion,  a 
legitimate  title. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
terminate  the  Eatablishment  of  the  Church  of 
England  in  Wales  and  Honmouthshire,  and  to 
make  provision  in  reapect  of  the  temporaUties 
thereof."— (Jfr.  Secretary  Agquith,") 

•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  whatever  our  opinions 
may  be  as  to  the  policy  Her  Majesty*8 
Government  have  adopted,  or  as  to  the 
views  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  expressed,  I  think  we  shall  all  agree 
that  we  are  deeply  indebted  to  him  for 
the  able  and  lucid  manner  in  which  he 
has  explained  this  Bill.  But  in  the 
whole  course  of  my  Parliamentary  ex- 
perience I  never  remember  a  measure  of 
such  importance  presented  to  the  House 
of  Commons  supported  by  so  little  argu- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
to  the  introduction  the  Irish  Chnreh 
Bill  in  1869,  and  to  the  brief  po-iod  occu- 
pied by  the  Debate  on  the  First  Read- 
ing.    Has  he  forgotten  that  the  whole 
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qnestion  of  principle  had  been  threshed 
out  in  Debates  occupying  days  and 
weeks  in  this  House  before  the  introductioo 
of  the  Bill  ?  Has  he  forgotten  that  the 
subject  had  been  brought  before  the 
country  at  a  General  Election,  at  which 
the  eloctom  had  prooounced  in  favour  of 
that  poLioj,  and  that  therefora  all  that 
remained  for  the  Minuter  to  do  was  to 
explain  to  the  Honse  of  Commons  the 
mode  in,  which  he  proposed  to  give  effect 
to  it  ?  In  the  matter  which  they  have 
taken  up  to-night  I  think  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  attempted  to  deal  with 
as  grave  and  difficult  a  question  as  could 
becoDsidered  by  Parliament.  It  is  nothing 
less  than  an  alteration  in  those  rela- 
tions between  Church  and  State  which 
have  existed  in  this  country  longer  than 
the  House  of  Commons  itsedf,  and  which 
are  more  demily  intertwined  with  every 
root  of  the  history  of  our  social  and 
national  life  than,  perhaps,  auy  part  of 
our  political  system.  I  cougratulate,  at 
any  rate,  Her  Majesty's  Goverumeut  that 
in  approaching  this  question  they  have 
approached  it  in  a  different  manner  to 
that  of  last  year.  The  unfortunate  fate 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  last  year 
was  this — that  he  had  to  produce  a 
miserable  Suspensory  Bill^  which,  if  it 
had  become  law,  would  have  been  on  the 
point  of  expiring  at  the  present  moment. 
It  would  luve  done  ab^lutely  no  good 
to  the  adTocates  of  diseatablishment  and 
disendowment,  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
it  would  have  conferred  no  slight  injury 
and  annoyance  on  the  members  of  the 
Church — a  Bill  which  fell  still-born  at 
the  moment  of  its  introductioo,  and 
which  everybody  knew  would  not 
proceed  any  further,  because  it  was  ob- 
viously only  a  sop  to  induce  the  Welsh 
BadicaU  to  support  the  Government  in 
their  Home  Rule  policy.  It  had  that 
effect,  and  it  wasted  a  night  of  our 
Parliamentary  time,  and  that  is,  I 
think,  a  sufficient  epitaph  for  the 
Bill.  The  Bill  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposes  to  lay  before  the  House  to- 
night is  a  very  diffurent  measure.  What 
is  the  reason  for  the  changed  course  the 
Government  have  adopted  in  regard  to 
this  great  question  ?  Some  men  attri- 
bute it  to  the  pressure  of  their  Welsh 
aupporters.  We  hear  very  often  a 
g<x>d  deal  of  talk  from  the  Welsh 
supporters  of  the  Government  as  to 
what  thej  will  do  in  certain  contin- 


geocies.    That  talk  has  never  yet  pro- 
ceeded to  deeds,  and  I  believe  it  never 
wilL    I  do  not  think  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  been  influenced  in  their 
changed  attitude  to  this  question  by  any 
fear  of   a  Welsh  revolt ;   but  I  do 
think  they  have  been  influenced  by 
a  certain  change  that  has  occurred  in 
the  composition  of  tiie  Government. 
We  all  know  hotr  long  and  steadfastly 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Midlothian  resisted  this  policy  of 
disestablishment  and  disendowment  in 
Wales  as  against  a  Church  of  which  he 
was  certainly  an  attached  member.  We 
know  that  he  would  have  been  a  most 
reluctant  supporter  and  a  still  more  re- 
luctant promoter  of  such  a  Bill  as  has 
been  laid  before  the  House  to-night.  He 
has  gone  from  the  position  which  he 
occupied,  and  we  have  in  his  place  a 
Prime  Minister  who."  cares  for  none  of 
these  things,''  who  is   ready  to  sup- 
port one  Established  Church  iq,  any 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  or  several 
Established  Churches,  or  none  at  all, 
but   who   has   a   holy   horror   of  an 
Established    Church    whose  members 
vote  against  his  political  opinions.  Then, 
in  the  Leader  of  this  House  we  have  a 
very  able  man,  who,  I  remember,  a  good 
many  years  ago  said  that,  in  his  opinion, 
he  was  a  purblind  politician  who  could 
not  see  that  in  the  event  of  disestablish- 
ment the  residuary  legatee  would  be  the 
Church  of  Rome.    I  do  not  think  thaL 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  liked  that, 
prospect  then  ;  I  wonder  how  he  likes 
it  now  ?    He  has  been  sitting  for  some 
time  past  on  the  fence,  and  has  now  com- 
fortably come  down  upon  the  disestablish- 
ment side.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  is  a  politician  of  a 
diflerent  calibre.    I  believe  in  intro- 
ducing this  Bill  he  is  expressing  his 
own  opinion  and  that  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  Cabinet ;  that  it  is  in- 
troduced because  they  believe    in  a 
policy  of  disestablishment  and  disendow- 
ment on  account  of  its  own  merits.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  assents  to  that 
proposition.    I  am  glad  to  hear  it,  for 
the  fact  removes  this  subject  from  that 
wretched    position    in    which   it  has 
hitherto  been  placed  by  gentlemen  on  that 
Bench  —  namely,  that  they  supported 
disestablishment  and  disendowment,  not 
with  referenee  to  the  merits  of  tlie  ques- 
tion, but  merely  because  a  majority  of 
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the  electors  of  one  part  of  tlie  United 
Kingdom  require  it.  We  know  now  tbe 
case  we  have  to  deal  with,  and  tbe 
country  will  know,  too,  what  is  tbe 
policy  of  tbe  Government.  But,  Sir,  if 
this  measure  is  promoted,  as  it  is  now,  on 
its  merits,  we  are  entitled,  and  the  country 
is  entitled,  to  call  upon  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  for  some  exposition  of  tbe 
arguments  by  which  it  is  to  be  justified. 
It  is  surely  no  light  matter  to  alter 
the  connection  between  Church  and 
State  in  this  country  which  has  existed 
for  so  many  ages,  and  whicb,  if  abolished, 
will,  I  believe,  be  a  serious  loss  to  the 
great  bulk  of  tbe  people  of  this  country, 
and  will  benefit  none,  not  even  those  who, 
in  my  opinion,  are  moved  by  envy  and 
jealousy  to  agitate  for  it  now.  It  is 
snrely  no  ligbt  thing  tiiat  you  should  say 
to  tbe  Cburcb  that  she  has  no  title  what- 
ever to  tbe  endowments  which  she  never 
received  from  tbe  State,  but  which  were 
given  to  her  by  pious  donors  in  genera- 
tions past ;  that  you  shoald  state,  as  if 
it  were  a  matter  that  did  not  admit  of 
argument,  tbat  the  State  has  a  right  to 
take  away  tbat  wbicb  the  State  never 
bestowed  ;  and  tbat  revenues,  which  you 
admit  are  dealt  with  in  a  way  which 
does  very  much  good,  should  be  taken 
away  from  the  twdy  tbat  poBsesses 
them,  when  you  are  absolutely  UDable  to 
show  how  they  can  be  devoted  to 
any  better  purpose.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman last  year  spoke  of  those  who 
opposed  this  policy  on  its  merits  as 
belated  controversialists.  I  will  ven- 
ture to  say  for  myself,  and  I  think 
I  may  for  many  others,  tbat,  in  our 
opinion,  disendowment  spells  the  same 
thing  as  plunder  and  sacrilege  ;  and  I 
know  no  other  meaning  that  can  be 
attached  to  those  two  last  words  than 
such  a  proposition  as  that  laid  before  the 
House  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to- 
night. Tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  seems 
to  consider  tbat  because  the  Liberal 
Party  is  pledged  to  this  policy,  and  be- 
cause, forsooth,  nearly  the  whole  of  the 
Representatives  in  this  House  from 
Wales  desire  it,  that  therefore  this  is 
Bufficieut  jnstification  for  its  introduction. 
I  think  we  may  fairly  answer  that  by 
saying  that  the  Conservative  Party  is 
pledged  against  it,  and  that,  in  our 
opinion,  which  I  think  would  he  ac- 
cepted by  any  fair-minded  man  who 
has  heara  tbe   speech  of  the  right 
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boo.  Gentleman,  this  is  not  a  matter 
which  relates  to  Wales  alone.  It  is 
a  matter  which  vitally  affects  the 
Church  of  England,  and  upon  which  the 
votes  of  tbe  great  majority  of  English 
Members  are  opposed  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  quoted  tbe  Irish  precedent,  but  that  is 
only  begging  the  question,  unless  yon  can 
show,  what  I  think  cannot  be  shown, 
that  the  oases  are  identical,  or  what  I 
think  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
seems  to  doubt,  that  the  disestablishment 
and  disendowment  of  tbe  Church  has 
been,  on  the  whole,  an  unmixed  benefit 
to  Ireland.  Tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
condescended  to  certain  statements  which 
I  cannot  call  arguments,  because  some  of 
them  were,  I  think,  at  variance  with 
historical  facts  and  others  of  them 
answered  each  other.  He  referred  to 
the  Church  in  Wales  as  somethiug  like 
an  alien  Church.  It  has  been  conclusively 
proved  in  this  House  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
tbat  the  Church  in  Wales  is  as  much  tbe 
Welsh  Church  as  the  Church  in  England 
is  tbe  English  Church.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  spoke  of  it  as  a 
symbol  of  national  discord.  Why 
is  it  a  symbol  of  national  discord  ? 
Is  it  because  the  Church  in  past  genera- 
tions in  Wales  did  uot  do  its  duty  to 
tbe  people  among  whom  it  was  placed  ? 
["  Hear,  hear  I  "]  The  sentiment  is 
cheered.  Does  not  even  tbe  hon.  Member 
who  cheers  it  know  that  if  there  was  a 
deadnesB  in  tbe  Church  of  Wales,  as 
undoubtedly  there  was  100  years  ago, 
that  was  the  fault,  not  of  the  Church 
or  of  its  ministers,  but  of  the  Govern- 
ments of  tbts  country  in  London,  who 
prevented  tbe  Church  by  their  action 
from  doing  the  work  which  it  might 
otherwise  have  done  ?  That  fact, 
again,  has  been  conclusively  proved 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid* 
lothian.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
contend  that  it  is  solely  a  Welsh  Church  ? 
Tbe  right  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian 
has  again  conclusively  proved  that  the 
Church  has  been  one  in  Knglaad  and 
Wales  for  many  centuries  of  its  history, 
and  it  is  our  intention  on  this  side  of 
tbe  House  by  all  tbe  exertions  in  our 
power  to  keep  her  so.  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  that  the  Chnrch 
is  to  blame  for  the  ceal  and  assidairf 
which  she  now  devotes^^o  her  xrork  ? 

Digitized  by  VjOOglC 


1489      EttahtisAed  Church     {26  Apkil  1894}  (WtUet)  BUI.  1490 


He  did  not  say  anythiDe  of  the  kind,  but 
that  is  the  real  root  of  the  attack  dow 
made  upon  her.  He  charged  her  with 
including  but  a  small  minority  of  the 
population.  Well,  Sir,  siie  is  making 
ever/  exertion  to  inclnde  a  majority 
within  her  fold.  If  she  does  so,  what  is 
said  of  her  ?  If  she  points  to  enormously 
increased  nambers  in  her  schools,  in  the 
number  of  persoos  confirmed,  and  in  her 
oommuntcaots,  she  is  told  that  she  is 
proselytising  and  kidnapping.  She  is  told 
th^t  she,  the  Church  of  the  rich,  is 
making  an  aggression  on  the  Church  of 
the  poor.  She  is  blamed  because  she 
did  nothing  in  the  past  and  because 
she  does  too  much  now,  and  the  re- 
ward that  the  light  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
poses to  her  ministers  for  the  zeal  and 
activity  which  he  admite,  is  that  they 
shall  he  deprived  of  payment  for  the  work 
which  they  do.  I7ow,  there  is  one 
stock  argument,  and  as  far  as  I  know 
one  argument  only,  which  I  need  notice 
at  any  greater  length  iu  connection  with 
this  matter.  It  is  this,  that  because 
□early  all  the  Members  of  Parliameut 
from  Wales  are  in  favour  of  this  policy, 
therefore  it  should  be  adopted  by  Parlia- 
ment. In  the  first  place,  I  would  venture 
to  suggest  that  the  proportion  between 
the  number  of  Represeutatives  from 
Wales  who  are  in  favour  of  this  policy 
and  those  who  are  agunst  it  is  very 
different  from  the  proportion  between 
the  nnmber  of  electors  who  voted  in 
favour  of  it  and  the  number  who  voted 
against  it. 

An  hon.  Member  :  No  ! 

SiE  M.  HICKS-BEACH :  Oh  I  but 
it  is  so.  There  were  one-third,  and  more 
than  one-third,  of  the  electors  of  Wales 
at  the  last  General  Election  who  voted  for 
candidates  who  would  have  been  opposed 
to  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. 

Major  JONES  (Carmarthen,  &c.)  :  I 
may  say  that  many  of  the  Unionist  can- 
didates were  iu  favour  of  disestablish- 
ment. 

*SiB  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  The  hon. 
Member,  if  he  objects  to  my  statements  or 
can  prove  that  they  are  incorrect,  will 
have  an  opportunity  of  replying.  Bnt  I 
go  on  to  say  that  even  if  he  were  right  as  to 
the  proportion  of  those  Welsh  electors  who 
voted  for  this  policy  as  compared  with  those 
who  voted  against  it,  I  think  we  have 


seen  some  recent  symptoms  in  a  certain 
Welsh  county,  which  I  do  not  think  hon. 
Members  from  Wales  will  deny,  that 
these  proportions  may  be  considerably 
altered  when  another  General  Election 
comes  npon  us.  But,  taking  the  matter 
as  it  stands,  supposing,  if  you  liksi  that 
less  than  one-third  of  the  Welsh  electors 
are  against  the  disestablishment  and  dis- 
endowmeut  of  the  Church,  is  that  any 
reason  why  the  Church  is  to  l>e  dis- 
established and  disendowed  in  Wales — 
tlie  Church  which  is  not  only  of  Wales, 
but  also  of  England  ?  Now,  there  h 
nothing  which  Parliament  has  ever  done 
for  Wales  which  justifies  such  an  argu- 
ment as  that.  I  know  there  have  been 
matters,  such  as  intermediate  educatiou, 
turnpikes,  and  Sunday  closing,  in  which 
Parliament  has  legislated  separately  for 
Wales,  but  each  and  all  of  those  subjects 
are  matters  which  really  might  be  left 
to  be  legislated  for  by  the  County  Coun- 
cil of  any  county  in  the  Kingdom. 
They  are  purely  local  matters  ;  they  have 
no  importance  whatever  beyond  the  im- 
mediate locality  concerned.  That  is  not 
the  case  with  the  policy  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  proposed  to- 
night. That  is  a  policy  dealing  with 
the  whole  interests  of  England  and 
Wales.  They  cannot  deny  it.  It  is  so  ; 
and  the  only  argument  on  which  the 
claim  can  be  justified  that  the  majority  pf 
the  Welsh  electors  or  of  the  Welsh 
Members  shall  decide  the  policy  of  Par- 
liament on  the  subject  of  the  Church  in 
Wales  is  that  Wales  is  entitled  to  be 
dealt  with  and  considered  as  a  separate 
nationality.  Now,  I  am  sure  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  not  prepared 
to  admit  that  Wales  can  be  considered 
and  dealt  with  as  a  separate  nationality. 
They  have  given  no  sign  whatever  that 
any  of  them  are  prepared  to  make  any 
pioposals  upon  that  snbject  to  the  extent 
to  which  they  went  last  Session  with 
regard  to  Ireland,  but  even  if  they  did, 
they  declined  to  allow  the  Irish  Legis- 
lature to  deal  with  questions  of  the  esta- 
blishment and  endowment  of  a  Church, 
and  how  can  they  claim  for  Wales,  on 
which  they  do  not  propose  to  coxd&c 
Home  Rule,  greater  powers  to  decide 
questions  of  the  establishment  and  endow- 
ment of  a  Church  than  they  proposed  in 
the  case  of  Ireland  ?  I  hope  I  shall  not 
give  offence  to  hon.  Members  from  Wales, 
who,  I  know,      very  sensitive  upon  the 
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enbject,  but  I  vonld  ventvre  to  deny 
littt,  histcnicallj-,  Wales  bu  mj  claim  to 
be  considered  as  a  separate  natiooallty  at 
all.  Wby,  as  we  bave  beard  to-night 
from  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman,  Wales 
bas  not  even  any  recognised  national 
boundary.  Nobody  can  tell  where  the 
boundary  of  Wales  ends  and  where  tbe 
boundary  of  England  begins.  Tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  obliged  by  his  Bill  to 
include  Monmouthshire  in  Wales,  although 
civilly  Monmouthshire  is  outside  it. 
When  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  talked 
of  Monmoudishire  as  predominatingly 
Welsh,  it  occurred  to  me  that  if  he  had 
eonsnlted  the  figures  of  the  last  Census  I 
think  be  would  bave  found  something 
like  this  result — that  whereas  about 
217,000  perBona  in  Moumouthshire  speak 
English  only,  only  one-sixth  of  that 
number  speak  Welsh  or  are  bi-lingual, 
and  I  think  only  something  like  8,000 
speak  Welsh  onlv, 

*Mh.  ASQUITH  :  I  did  not  say  Welsh- 
speaking.  What  I  said  was  of  predomi- 
natingly Welsh  habits  and  sympathies. 

Sib  M.  HICKS-BEACH:  But  if  a 
person  cannot  speak  Welsh,  is  he  or  is  he 
not  a  Welshman  ?  All  I  wish  to  argue 
is  this — that,  so  far  as  boundaries  are 
concerned,  there  is  no  dividing  national 
boundary  for  Wales.  But  Wales  bas  not 
the  essentials,  and  never  had  the  essentials, 
of  a  separate  national  existence.  Wales 
has  never  had  a  capital  common  to  both 
North  and  South  Wales.  Even  now,  if 
Welsbmen  desire  to  meet  in  conference 
from  North  and  South  Wnles,  they 
have  to  meet  at  Shrewsbury.  Wales 
has  never  bad  a  separate  govern- 
ment— a  single  government  for  the 
whole  country,  or  a  single  Legis- 
lature for  tbe  whole  country.  She 
never  has  bad  a  separate  national  exist- 
ence, and  therefore  I  contend  that  to  claim 
that  this  question  shall  be  decided  with 
reference  to  tbe  Church  on  the  ground 
of  separate  Welsh  nationality  is  to  set  up 
a  claim  which  the  policy  and  actions  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  abso- 
lutely negatived,  and  which  nothing  in 
history  can  support.  I  really  feel  myself 
debarred  from  going  at  length  into  argu- 
ments against  ikB  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman.  We  are  on  the  defence. 
It  is  for  those  who  attack  tbe  institu- 
tion which  we  defend  to  produce  in 
the  first  place  their  arguments  against 
it.    Beyond  a  few  set  phrases,  which 
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I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
picked  up  from  some  d  his  Welsh 
allies,  and  which  I  cannot  imagine  he 

really  believes  himself,  he  gave  us  no 
argument  whatever  on  behalf  of  this 
measure.  I  will  turn  for  a  few  minutes 
to  the  consideration — I  hope  not  too  de- 
tailed consideration,  which  I  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot  be 
entered  upon  with  advantage  now — of 
some  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  Id 
the  first  place,  with  regard  to  the  dis- 
establishment part  of  the  measure.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  based  himself 
on  the  model  of  the  Irish  Act.  But  1 
do  not  think  he  laid  sufficient  stress  on 
the  complete  difference  ytia  Establish- 
ment between  the  circumstances  with 
which  he  has  to  deal  in  this  case  and 
those  with  which  the  Irish  Act  bad  to 
deal.  The  Irish  Church  was  a  separate 
Church — ecclesiastically  a  completely 
separate  Church.  She  was  united,  it  is 
true,  by  Act  of  Parliament  with  the  Eng- 
lish Church,  but  by  Act  of  Farliamest 
only.  She  was  completely  separate  in 
every  other  way,  and  therefore  it  was  a 
very  much  simpler  and  easier  matter  for 
Parliament  to  deal  with  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Irish  Church  than  it  is  for 
Parliament  to  deal  with  tbe  disestablish- 
ment of  what  is  not  a  Welsh  Church  at 
all,  but  four  dioceses  in  Wales  which 
form  part  of  the  Church  of  England. 
Now,  Sir,  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
admits  that  disestablishment  in  this  BUI 
means  tbe  complete  abolition,  so  far  as 
these  dioceses  are  concerned,  of  all  eccle- 
siastical law,  of  the  provincial  courts,  of 
Convocation,  of  patronage,  of  Chureh 
discipline, of  power <{ver  Church  ritual  and 
ceremonies — of  the  whole  law,  in  fact, 
which  governs  a  Church.  These 
dioceses,  with  respect  to  that,  are 
to  be  completely  cut  off  by  disestablish- 
ment from  the  rest  of  the  Church  of 
England.  What  is  to  be  their  relation  tu 
the  Church  of  England  in  tbe  future  ? 
Now,  that  is  a  very  important  question, 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  so  far 
a»  I  heard,  bas  not  attempted  to  explain. 
He  practically,  as  far  as  I  conid  see, 
proposes  to  establish,  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, ecclesiastical  anarchy  in  Wales. 
No  doubt  be  leaves  it  open  to  a  Church 
Body,  if  a  Church  Body  be  constitntedy 
although  he  does  not  propose  to  con- 
stitute one  by  the  Bill — he  leaves  it  open 
to  a  Church  Body  to  constitute  itMlf» 
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M&.  toe  its  members  to  subjeot  themselTeB, 
if  the;  ohoose,  to  anr  laws  ihef  may 
desire.   But  I  think  we  are  entitled  to 
some  fuller  explanation  than  we  have  yet 
■received  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — 
though  I  hope  be  will  not  supose  I  am 
in  any  yrsLj  finding  fault  with  thefultaess 
with  which  he  has  explained  his  Bill — 
of   the   manner   in   which   these  four 
dioceses  are  to  govern  themselves  ;  by 
what  law  they  are  to  be  governed  ;  and 
what  is  to  be  their  precise  relation  to 
their  brethren  in  the  English  Church  ? 
The  Church  of  Ireland  is  a  separate  and 
independent  body.  Are  these  four  Welsh 
.dioceses  to  be  a  separate  and  independent 
Church  ?    If  that  be  so,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wantonly,  and   I   will  add 
-wickedly,  mutilates  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land.   I  am  talking  not  of  temporalities 
but  of  ecclesiastical  and  spiritual  affairs. 
What  right  has  he  to  suggest  to  Parlia- 
ment that  Parliament  should  strike  off 
these  four  dioceses,  qua  their  ecclesiastical 
and   spiritual    government,  from  the 
Chnrch    of   England,   leariog  them 
and  their  members  stripped  in  the  wilder- 
ness, competing  on  what  he  is  pleased 
to  call  a  footing  of  equality  with  those 
different  denominations,  well  organised 
and  well  endowed,  whom  he  takes  care  to 
leave  alone  ?    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man poses  as  the  friend  of  the  Church  in 
Wales.    I  wish  he  would  go  to  one  of 
these  Welah  denominations  who  know 
pretty  well  the  value  of  endowments  aud 
suggest  to  them  that  it  would  be  for 
their  spiritual  interest  that  they  should 
hand  over  their  endowments  to  him  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Parish  and  County 
Councils.    I  wonder  what  sort  of  an 
opinion  that  denomination  would  entertain 
of  the  friendship  of  the  right  bou.  Gentle- 
man.   Let  me  now  come  to  the  question 
of  disendowment.  On  that  I  think  I  may 
congratulate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
not  having  followed  the  letter  or  in  many 
cases  the  spirit  of  the  advice  of  a  certain 
well-known  individual  in  North  Wales — 
namely,  Mr.  Gee.     Mr.  Gee,  who,  I 
believe,  is  a  personage  not  wiUiont  con- 
siderable electoral  influence,  pat  out  last 
year  a  very  sweeping,  a  very  audacious, 
and,   in   some   respects,   a   very  r  id  i  - 
ouloos  proposal  for  the  disestablishment 
and  disendowment  of  the  Church.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  good  enough  to 
allow  the  parish  churches  to  be  handed 
over  to  the  Church  body,  but  he  will  not 


jive  OTer   the    cathedrals,  althongh, 
perhaps,  there  is  no  part  of  EngUnd 
where  more  has  been  done  for  the 
cathedrals  by  the  voluntary  contributions 
of  members  of  the  Church  than  has  been 
done  in  Wales.    Has  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ever   been   at   Llandaff  or  St. 
David's  ?     Does  he  know  that  these 
buildings  which  he  proposes  to  hand 
over   to    the   new    Welsh  Commis- 
sioners he  proposes  to  establish,  and  who 
will  not,  I  should  imagine,  be  a  body  very 
friendly  to  the  members  of  the  Church^ 
bave  been  almost  completely  rebuilt  in 
this  generation  by  the  offerings  of  Charch- 
men  ?  I  know  he  proposes  that  the  cathe- 
drals should  be  permitted  to  be  used  for 
divine  service  by  the  new  Church  body. 
Is  anybody  else  to  be  permitted  to  use 
them  ?  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  quite 
sure  that  that  demaud  will  not  be  made  ? 
If  the  cathedrals  are  to  be  preserved  at 
the  expense   of  these  funds,  which  he 
calls  national  funds,  as  national  monu- 
ments, and  if  that  demaud  is  made  how  is 
he  prepared  to  meet  it  ?  Let  me  tell  him 
how  Mr.  Gee  would  advise  him  to  meet 
it.    Mr.  Gee  has  a  very  delightful  little 
proposition  on  this  matter.    He  pro- 
poses that  the  churches  shall  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  Parish  Councils,  that  tbe 
use  of  them  is  to  be  granted  to  tbe  new 
Church  body,  but  that  the  parishioners 
shall  be  empowered  to  withhold  them  in 
case  doctrines  are  taught  or  ceremonies 
introduced  which  they  consider  incon- 
sistent with  the  Protestant  character  of 
tbe  Church.    The  parishioners  and  the 
Parish  Councils,  if  the  proportions  given 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  are  correct, 
will  be  mainly,  if  not  entirely,  composed 
of  those  who  do  not  believe  in  the  teach- 
ing of  the  Church.    And  this  is  what  is 
called  in  Wales  religious  liberty.  That  is 
the  proposal  actually  made  by  those  who 
support  a  society  that  has  been  founded 
for  tbe  liberation  of  religion  from  State 
patronage  and  control.    Well,  Sir,  I  con- 
gratulate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that, 
although  he  has  been  obliged  to  borrow 
from  Mr.  Gee  to  some  extent  with  regard 
to  tbe  cathedrals,  be  has  not  gone  bo  far 
as  bis  teacher  with  regard  to  the  parish 
churches.  Then  I  come  to  the  advowsons, 
I  have  no   very   great  opiuion  of  a 
person  who  would  sell  an  advowson  and 
put  the  proceeds  into  his  own  pocket. 
But    I    will    say    this.  Advowsons 
have  always  been  recognised  in  tbia 
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couDtrj  afl  property.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  both  last  year  and  this  year 
recognised  advowsone  as  property,  and 
to  tell  a  person  that  you  will  take  his 
property  away  and  give  him  in  return  at 
some  distant  date  one  year's  purchase  of 
that  property  is  very  like  confiscation. 
But  I  will  go  to  a  more  impoitanl 
matter.  This  fill!  differs  from  the  Irish 
Church  Bill  in  one  very  important 
respect.  As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
pointed  out,  the  Irish  Church  Act  had  a 
great  and,  as  I  think,  proper  and  just 
regard  to  the  position  in  which  the  dis- 
established and  disendowed  Church  would 
be  left  by  the  Act  coming  into  operation. 
It  did  its  best  to  provide,  so  far  as  could 
be  done  with  full  recognition  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  disestablishment  and  disendow- 
ment,  that  the  services  of  the  Church 
might  be  carried  on,  no  doubt  at  great 
sacrifices  on  the  part  of  those  who 
were  interested,  after  the  process  of 
disestablishment  and  disendowroent 
had  taken  place,  and  therefore  it  pro- 
vided for  a  scheme  of  commutation  of 
life  interests  coupled  with  a  bonus  of 
12  per  cent,  where  three-fourths  of  the 
whole  clergy  in  any  diocese  were  willing 
to  commute,  which  enabled  the  new 
Church  body  in  Ireland,  by  the  voluntary 
sacrifices  nf  her  Bishops  and  clergy,  to 
raise  funds  for  her  future  mainte- 
nance without  trespassing  upon  the 
principle  established  by  the  Act  of  Par- 
liftment.  Now,  the  right  hon.  Gontle- 
man  proposes  nothing  whatever  of  this 
kind  bj  his  Bill.  That  is  a  blot  in  the 
Bill  which  is  a  gross  inequity  as  against 
the  Church  in  Wales.  By  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  own  contention, 
— for  he  pointed  out  that  the  revenue 
of  the  Church  after  all  is  only 
£280,000  a  year— the  Church  in  Wales 
is  a  poor  Church.  He  knows  perfectly 
welt  that  in  the  agricultural  districts  of 
Wales  the  Church  is  a  poor  Church,  and 
that  in  the  large  towns  the  growing 
populations  made  it  difficult  for  her 
to  keep  up  with  the  demands  upon 
her,  and  yet  he  will  not  take  the  pre- 
cedent ready  to  his  hand,  and  enable 
her,  by  a  fair  and  just  proposal,  to  secure 
the  continuance  of  her  services  and  pro- 
vide for  her  future  needs.  But  what 
about  the  curates  ?  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  really  think  that  his  proposal 
with  regard  to  curates  is  qnite  nir  ? 
Suppose  an  unfortunate  young  man,  who 
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has  spent  considerable  money  in  his  edn- 
cation  for  the  Church,  is  curate  to  an 
old  rector,  and  suppose  the  old  rector  dies 
before  the  day  arrives  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  fixes  as  the  commence- 
ment of  this  Act,  what  is  the  position  of 
the  curate  ?  He  gets  no  compensation 
at  all,  and  although  I  do  not  want  to 
dwell  on  this  matter  now,  yet  I 
must  say,  while  quite  admitting  that 
there  were  abuses  in  this  matter  in 
connection  with  the  administration  of  the 
Irish  Act,  against  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  done  well  to 
guard,  yet  I  do  not  think  he  has  gone  far 
enough  to  give,  I  will  not  say  generous, 
but  just  treatment  to  the  curates  in 
Wales  who  have  entered  the  service  of 
the  Church.  In  the  question  of  glebes, 
T  think  the  Home  Secretary  has  followed 
Mr.  Gee. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  never  seen 
Mr.  Gee*8  proposals. 

•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  some  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  advisers  must  have  been 
cunningly  insinuating  into  his  mind  some 
of  Mr.  Gee's  ideas.  But  I  wish  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take  the 
opportunity  of  stating  whether,  in  making 
over,  as  I  admit  he  does  most  fairly  and 
justly,  to  the  new  Church  body  the  par- 
sonages he  also  intends  to  conple  with 
these  parsonages  the  gardens  and  curti- 
lages, which  are  necessary,  of  course,  to 
the  enjoyment  of  the  actual  residence. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  That  will  be  so. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH:  I  am 
very  glad  to  hear  it.  Now  I  come  to  the 
very  important  question  of  the  way  iu 
which  these  funds,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  got  hold  of  them,  are  to 
be  dealt  with.  He  was  rather  hard,  1 
think,  upon  the  precedent  of  the  Irish 
Act.  He  said  the  funds  of  the  Irish 
Church  had  been  wasted  and  squandered. 
He  suggested  that  there  had  been,  on 
the  part  no  doubt  of  the  GoTeronient  on 
both  sides,  a  continued  species  of  Parlia- 
mentary bribery.  ["  No,  no."]  Well, "  wast- 
ing "  and  "  squandering  "  are  very  strong 
words,  and  those  words,  at  any  rate,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  used.  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  suppose  that  the 
funds  which  he  considers  to  have  been 
wasted  and  squandered  by  Parliament  in 
Ireland  are  considered  to  have  been 
wasted  and  squandered  by  those  who  re- 
present Ireland  in  this  House  ?    I  am 
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qnite  mn  that  there  is  not  one  of  the 
nutten  to  which  the  Church  fnods  in 
Ireland  hare  been  deroted  which  the 
Irish  Members  have  not  at  the  time 
accepted  with  practical  uoanimitj  as 
a  benefit  to  Ireland.  What  I  have 
beard  with  r^ard  to  these  funds  from 
Irtflh  Members  is  this — that  the  existence 
of  this  Irish  Church  Fund  has  on  more 
than  one  occasion,  perhaps  oh  manv 
occaaiooB,  relieved  Parliament  of  the 
necessity  of  imposing  upon  Imperial 
taxation  that  which  'in  all  fairness 
to  Ireland  ought  to  bare  been  paid 
for  hj  the  Imperial  Exchequer.  Now, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes 
•to  hand  over  the  tithe  to  Parish  and 
County  Conneils.  Does  he  think  they 
will  waste  and  squander  these  funds  less 
than  Parliament  has  done  in  the  case  of 
Ireland  ?  Does  he  think  that  they  will 
always  be  incorrnptly  administered  in  a 
spirit  free  from  PArty  or  religious  bias 
and  with  a  sole  riew  to  the  common  good 
•of  the  whole  of  the  Welsh  people  ?  Kay, 
further,  to  what  pnrpose  are  they  to  be 
devoted?.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  ns  a  list.  He  told  us  they  were  to 
be  devoted  to  parish  rooms,  libraries, 
labourers^  dwellings,  and  allotraents. 
But  every  one  of  these  matters  has  been 
now.  provided  for  by  Act  of  Parliament 
as  expenditure  which  might  properly  be 
imposed  by  the  Local  Authorities  ou  the 
ratepayers.  He  proposes,  in  regard  to 
the  central  fund,  that  it  should  be  devoted 
to  technical  and  higher  education.  That, 
again,  is  a  matter  to  which  Parliament 
has  made  considerable  contributions  in 
the  past,  and  is  likely  to  make  even 
greater  contributions  in  the  future.  What 
his  proposition  really  eraonnts  to  is  that 
the  funds  of  the  Church  in  Wales  are  to 
be  devoted  lo  relieving  the  ratepayers  on 
the  one  side  and  the  taxpayers  on 
the  other.  So  far  as  relief  to  the  rate- 
payers is  concerned,  we  have  argued  con- 
tinually that  those  who  now  pay  rates 
are  nnfiiirly  burdened  by  the  present 
system,  under  which  local  taxation  is 
realty  charged  on  one  kind  of  property 
only.  But  the  reply  to  that  has  always 
been,  especially  from  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  "  Why,  yon  are  asking 
relief  for  the  landlords.  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  really  suggest  that  it 
would  not  be  wasting  and  squandering 
the  Church  funds  to  use  them  to  relieve 
the  rates  from  burdens  which  must 


eventnidly  come— although,  in  the  first 
instance,  they  will  be  paid  by  the  rate- 
payera — upon  the  owners  of  real  property 
in  the  country  and  in  the  towns  ?  I  am 
qnite  sure  of  this — that  if  he  were  to 
put  it  to  the  owners  of  real  property  in 
Wales  whether  they  would  desire  that 
their  Church  should  be  robbed  in  order 
that  its  funds  might  be  devoted  to  their 
relief,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
receive  a  very  emphatic  reply  in  the 
negative.  I  maintain  that  this  propmal 
to  devote  the  Church  property  to 
what,  I  suppose,  the  Government  con- 
sider to  be  a  more  useful  and  a  more 
valuable  purpose  than  that  to  which  it  is 
at  present  applied  is  a  mere  waste  and 
squandering  of  funds  which  ought  to  be 
applied  to  the  purposes  to  which  they 
are  at  present  devoted,  which  you  have 
no  right  to  take  away,  and  which  you 
admit  are  used  to  the  great  advan- 
tage of  the  country.  These  funds  of 
the  Church,  whether  looked  upon  as 
national  property,  or,  as  I  look  upon 
them,  as  property  which  the  Church 
holds  in  trust  for  the  po'formance  of  its 
duties,  are  in  either  case  a  portion,  and 
a  not  very  large  portion,  of  the 
wealth  of  the  country  saved  from  the 
grasp  of  individual  selfishness  and  de- 
voted to  public  ends.  The  effect  of  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  be,  through  a  system  of  jobbery  and 
favouritism,  to  give  them  back  again  for 
the  benefit  of  individuals.  I  thank  the 
House  for  having  borne  with  me  so  long, 
I  will  only  say,  in  conclusion,  that  I  can 
conceive  no  stronger  condemnation  of 
this  proposal  to  mutilate  the  National 
Church  of  our  country — a  Church  that 
has  borne  a  most  glorious  part  in  our 
history  for  generations — and  to  deprive 
it  of  the  funds  necessary  for  its  work  in 
those  populous  towns  and  in  those  widely- 
spread  country  districts  where  no  other 
existing  religious  organisation  can  replace 
it,  than  the  fact  that  the  Government  can 
find  nothing  better  to  do  with  those  funds 
than  to  devote  them  to  such  purposes  as 
those  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposes. 

*SiB  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN 
(Denbighshire,  E.^  said  that,  whatever 
difference  of  opinion  there  might  be  as 
to  this  Bill,  there  was  one  point  on  which 
all  would  be  agreed — namely,  that  it  was 
not  very  convenient  to  discuss  at  any 
length  the  detaiU)  of  a  Bill  one  had  not 
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seeD.  Of  course^  the  Hubject  was  a 
diffionlt  one.  It  brktled  with  diffi- 
colties  i  bat  be  bad  always  thought 
-diat  the  busiiieaft  of  statflsmen  was 
to  oTercome  difficulties,  and  he  bad,  be 
confessed,  great  confideuce  io  the  states- 
manahip  of  the  right  boo.  Geutleraan  the 
Home  Secretary.  One  thing  wan  certain, 
tliat  if  the  Bill  had  come  dowa  from 
Heaven  it  oould  not  have  been  made 
satisfactorv  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 
He  (Sir  G.  Osborne  Morgan)  would  not 
for  a  moment  contend  that  the  Bill  did 
not  need  unendment,  bat  there  would  be 
many  opportunitiei^too  many,  he  feared 
-—for  proposing  and  discussing  Amend- 
ments. The  Bill  appeared  to  him  to  be 
a  just,  a  liberal — too  liberal  some  might 
call  it — and  a  statesmanlike  measure. 
It  was  free  from  two  great  vices  which 
disfigured  the  Irish  Church  Act— namely, 
the  compounding  clauses  and  the  prepos- 
terous mode  of  compensating  curates. 
Speaking  for  himself,  he  believed  the 
proposals  for  the  transfer  of  property  to 
Ixxil  and  Parochial  Bodies,  as  well  as 
for  the  ultimate  application  of  the  surpi  us, 
were  such  as  would  strongly  commend 
themselves  to  the  people  of  Wales.  More 
than  that  he  could  not  at  present  see  hie 
way  to  say  ;  but  if  he  might  venture 
upon  a  little  piece  of  advice  to  the  friends 
of  the  Church  in  Wales,  he  would  say 
that  they  would  do  wisely  to  think  twice 
before  they  rejected  the  Bill,  because  it 
was  possible  that  the  Church  might  go 
further  and  fare  worse.  Having  said 
that,  he  came  to  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  He  knew  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  thoroughly  in  earnest  in 
this  matter,  and  he  bad  listened  to  his 
speech — as  he  always  did — with  the 
greatest  interest  and  attention,  bat  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  been  labouring  under 
a  great  disadvantage.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  appeared  to  have  got  his  facts 
at  second-hand,  and  those  who  spent  their 
lives  in  Wales  knew  how  easy  it  was  for 
gentlemen  who  did  not  understand  a  word 
of  the  Welsh  language  to  paj.  a  flying 
visit  to  some  fashionable  wateting-placo 
in  the  Friucipality,  and  coUecl  a  parcel 
of  facts  on  the  one  side  and  gossip  on 
tiie  other,  and  out  of  all  this  to  build  up 
a  mass  of  half-truths  which  were  really 
mcHre  misleading  than  positive  fahtaboods. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  spoke  cf  the 
activity  the  Church  of  Wales  bad  dis- 

Sir  G.  O^orne  Xiorgan 


played,  and  it  was  true  that  it  had  shown 
great  activity.  It  had  made  great  pro- 
gress, it  had  collected  la^e  sums  of 
money,  knd  spent  a  great  deal  in  buitdiDg 
churehes  and  parsonages.  All  credit  to 
it  for  that ;  but,  after  all,  it  was  not  to  be 
wondered  at,  for  although  the  Church  in 
Wales  did  not  represent  more  than  a 
fourth  of  the  population,  it  certainly 
possessed  three-fourths  of  its  wealth.  But 
he  thought  that  when  they  came  to  a  future 
stage  oi  the  Bill  he  should  be  able  to 
show  that  what  the  Church  in  Wales  bad 
given  out  of  its  abundance  to  the  support 
of  religion  was  as  nothing  to  what  the 
Nonconformists  had  given  out  of  their 
comparative  penury.  The  right  hon« 
Baronet  had  forgotten  one  fact — namely, 
that  the  zeal  and  activity  of  the  Church  in 
Wales  had  chiefly  shown  itself  in  what,  for 
the  want  of  a  better  phrase,  he  would  call 
a  brick  and  mortar  progress.  ['*  Ob  1  "J 
Hod.  Gentlemen  might  cry  "Oh  ! "  but  he 
would  give  them  the  opinion  of  a  dis- 
tinguished Churchman  on  this  matter* 
At  a  Church  Congress  in  South  Wales 
the  late  Dean  of  Bangor  had  said — 

"  The  Church  has  made  material  progress  at 
late ;  cbarcbea,  paraonsges,  and  kuiooIs  have 
been  built.  But  now  many  of  the  chonshea  are 
empty?" 

Those  words  were  used  some  years .  ago, 
but  they  were  equally  true  to-day.  On 
every  possible  occasion  when  this  sub- 
ject had  been  debated  a  good  deal  had 
been  said  about  the  parish  of  Brymbo — 
though  why  that  should  be  selected, 
except  as  a  delicate  compliment  to  him- 
self, he  did  not  know.  It  was  not  a 
typical  Welsh  place  at  all,  and  it  bad  a 
very  lai^e  English  colony  residing  in  it. 
It  was  a  great  industrial  centre,  and  the 
principal  employer  of  labour  was  a 
fanatical  Churchman.  The  Vicar  of  the 
parish  had  collected  considerable  funds — 
sufficient  to  enable  him  to  build  one 
church  and  to  re-build  another.  No 
doubt  be  had  collected  a  good  deal  of 
money  from  his  parishioners,  but  in  addi- 
tion to  that  he  had  sent  round  an  appeal 
to  people  outside — to  nearly  every  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament,  for  instance— declaring 
that  this  parish  was  the  one  black  spot 
in  Wales.  The  Vicar  stated  that  there 
was  only  one  parish  church  in  the  place, 
omitting  to  mention  that  there  werenine  or 
ten  Nonconformist  chapels.  In  this  way 
a  considerable  sum  of  money  bad  been 
collected,  and  one  church  had  been  built 
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and  aooUier  re-built.  Bat  what  had  been 
the  rasnlt?  Why,  that  the  parieb 
church  which  he  attended  regularly 
was  never  more  than  three-parts  full, 
while  every  Sunday  teeming  oongrega- 
tiouB  might  be  Been  flowing  out  of  the 
Noncouformiat  chapels.  He  was  here 
reminded  of  some  lines  with  which,  no 
doubt,  his  Scotch  friends  would  be 
familiar — 

*'  The  wee  kirk,  the  free  kirk, 
The  kirk  without  the  steeple, 
The  auld  kirk,  the  cauld  kirk, 
The  kirk  without  the  people." 

The  right  hou.  Baronet,  when  he  spoke 
of  the  progress  of  the  Welsh  Church, 
forgot  to  state  one  most  important  fact. 
The  places  in  which  the  Chnrch  had 
made  most  progress  had  been  exactly 
those  in  which,  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses, it  was  an  unendowed  Church — 
where,  in  fact,  she  had  to  do  what  of 
course  she  would,  have  to  do  in  every  case 
if  the  Bin  passed — that  was  to  say,  rely 
upon  the  voluntary  efforts  of  her  members. 
The  House  might  take  it  that  in  Wales 
the  progress  of  the  Church  was  in  exact 
inverse  proportion  to  the  assistance  which 
she  received  from  the  State.  Where  she 
depended  upon  voluntary  effort  she 
was  making  progress  ;  where,  on  the 
contrary,  she  had  to  depend  upon 
tithes  and  endowments,  the  was  going 
backwards.  Was  not  that  the  strongest 
possible  argument  for  the  Bill  ?  Be- 
sides that,  he  woald  say  that  the 
progress  which  the  Cbnrch  had  made 
was  absolutely  nothing  to  the  pro- 
gress which  had  taken  place  in  what 
he  might  call  the  demand  for  disestablish- 
ment. He  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
for  one  person  who  20  years  ago  was 
an  advocate  of  disestablishment  in  Wales 
there  were  at  least  100  now.  When,  24 
years  ago,  Mr.  Watkin  Williams  brought 
this  question  before  the  House,  seven 
Welsh  Members  voted  for  disestablish- 
ment and  13  against  it.  Instead  of  the 
opponents  of  disestablishment  being 
two  to  one,  they  were  now  only 
two  to  28,  and  if  they  took  Monmouth- 
shire, they  were  three  to  81.  It  was 
easy  to  say  that  if  a  certain  number  of 
voters  had  voted  the  other  way  the  pro- 
pntion  would  bare  been  much  decreased. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  if  only  100,  or  to 
speak  more  correctly,  only  109— Con- 
servative voters  had  "  voted  the  other 
way,"  there  would  not  have  been  one 


single  Welsh  Representative  of  the  Church 
Defence  Party  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. He  vonld  appeal  to  the  Liberal 
Unionists  to  hear  what  the  Duke 
of  Devonshire  had  said  on  this  question 
of  disestablishment.  Speaking  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland,  he  said  he  thought 
the  question  whether  the  Establishment 
in  Scotland  should  be  muintained  or 
not  was  a  question  which  must  be  decided 
by  the  votes  of  the  Representatives  of 
the  people  of  Scotland.  Taking  that 
Hartiogtonian  test,  he  thought  the  case 
of  Wales  was  much  stronger  than  iJie 
case  of  Scotland  or  Ireland  waB-»not  that 
he  was  opposed  to  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Church  in  Seotlaad;  he 
would  vote  for  its  disestablishment 
to-morrow  just  as  25  years  ago  he 
voted  for  the  disestablishment  of 
the  Irish  Cbnrch.  But  -if  they  com- 
pared the  proportion  of  Members  of  the 
two  countries,  they  would  find  that  the 
proportion  of  Welsh  Members  who  were 
in  favour  of  disestablishment  was  in- 
finitely greater  than  the  proportion 
Scotch  Members  in  favour  of  Scotch 
diaestablishment ;  greater  than  the  pro- 
portion of  Irish  Members  who  voted  for 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church ; 
and  it  was  even  greater  than  the  pro- 
portion of  Irish  Members  who  were  now 
in  favour  of  Home  Rule,  l^ow,  he  asked 
himself  what  had  produced  this  extra- 
ordinary change  of  opinion  P  Hon. 
Members  opposite  would  say  it  was  the 
result  of  political  agitation. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  Hear,  hear  ! 

Sib  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  said, 
he  was  going  to  state  that  such  an  assex* 
tion  was  nonsense  ;  yet  he  did  not  want 
to  say  anything  offensive  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  yet  it  did  seem  a  snpei^ 
ficiai  way  of  looking  at  the  matter.  Did 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  believe  that 
any  amount  of  agitation,  political  or 
otherwise,  could  turn  a  majority  of  two 
to  one  into  a  minority  of  two  to  28  .''  The 
explanation  of  the  change  which  had 
taken  place  in  public  opinion  in  Wales 
was,  that  the  matter  had  been  discussed 
over  and  over  again  ;  that  the  people  had 
been  educated,  and  that  ttiree  points  had 
clearly  come  ont.  Those  three  points 
were :  That  the  Chnrch  in  Wales  was 
the  church  of  the  minority ;  that  the 
Chnrch  in  Wales  was  the  church  of  the 
rich  ;  and  that  the  Church  in  Wales  was 
the  church  of  the  stranger.    Those  three 
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propositions  he  iras  prepared  to  maintain 
against  all-comers.    As  to  the  first  point, 
he  reallj  did  not  think  that  anybody 
florioDsly  supposed  that  the  Church  in 
Wales  was       church  of  the  majority. 
He  had  heu^  of  people  who  ooDtended 
that  the  members  of  the  Church  were 
more  numerous  than  the  members  of  any 
denomination  taken  singly  ;  but  he  never 
heard   of    anybody   seriously  arguing 
that  the   number  of   members  of  the 
Church     was   really   more   than  the 
numbers   of  all  the  difierent  denomi- 
nations    put     together.    Two  autho- 
rities, indeed,  had  attempted  to  show 
that  there  was  actually  a  majority  for 
the  Church  in  Wales,  but  they  arrived 
at  this  conclosion  in  rather  peculiar  ways. 
A  right  rer.  Prelate,  who  seemed  to 
be  tormented  by  a  caeoethes  tcribendi, 
and  would  probably  to-morrow  pour  out 
his  soul  over  as  many  columns  of  The 
Times  newpaper  as  the  editor  could  afford 
to  give  him,  had  alleged  that  the  Church 
had  a  majority  in  Wales,  but  he  had 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  by  a  singular 
method.    He  had  goae  to  the  statistics 
of  three  leading  Nonconformist  Bodies, 
and  having  ascertained  the  number  of 
enrolled    or    registered    members  to 
be  800,000   or   900,000,  or  48  per 
ceat.  of   the   population,  he  jumped 
to     the    coDcluslon   that   the  other 
52  per  cent,  were  all  Churchmen.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  might  as  well  have 
gone  to  the  headquarters   of  the  Blue 
Bibbon  Army,  and,  having  ascertained 
that  a  certain  number  of  membera  were 
enrolled  as  wearers  of  the  blue  ribbon, 
jiave  put  down  every  other  man,  woman, 
and  child  in  the  United  Kingdom,  in- 
cluding the  late  Attorney  General,  who 
was,  he  believed,  a  total  abstainer,  and 
the  hoD.Baronet  the  Member  for  Cocker< 
month,  as  habitual  drunkards.   Then  the 
faon.  Member  for  Oswestry  arrived  at  a 
similar  result  by  a  different  process.  He 
went  to  the  St.  Asaph  Workhouse,  and 
ascertained  that  of  the  134  pauper  in- 
mates there,  96  were  Cburchpeople,  13 
Calvinist  Methodists,  9  Baptists,  6  Inde- 
pendents, 5  Wesleyans,  and  5  Roman 
Catholics — in  all,  38.  Having  discovered 
that  in  the  workhouse  the  people  were 
as  96  to  38,  or  about  3  to  1,  he  treated  it 
as  a  mierooosm  of  the  whole  Principality, 
and  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  pro- 
portion of  Churchmen  was  the  s-une  out- 
side.    A  clergyman — ao  Englishman 
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who  had  spent  a  large  part  of  his  life  in 
inspecting  schools  in  Wales,  the  Rev. 
Robert  Temple writing  a  short  time 
ago,  said — 

"Now, th««  cannot,  I  think,  be  the  least 
doubt  that  the  Church  of  Bngkmd  is  in  Wales 
greatly  ontnamhered  the  NoacoDformists. 
One  of  the  strongest  opponents  of  disestabliah- 
ment  is  reportod  to  have  said  lately  that  the 
difference  was  three  to  one,  and  my  lon^  ac- 
quaintance with  the  Principality  and  my  ob- 
servation at  elections  of  all  kindi,  and  most 
especially  of  Sdiool  Board  elections,  lead  me 
to  the  same  eondiufoii.  Montgomeryshire, 
where  I  inspected  schools  from  October,  1868,  to 
March,  1893,  is  by  no  means  an  extremely  Non- 
conformist country,  and  its  boroughs  return  a 
Conservative  Member ;  but  even  there  the  Non- 
conformists have  a  majority  on  every  existing 
School  Board,  and  If  School  Boards  were  made 
universal  I  do  not  believe  there  would  be  a 
Chuich  niaj<»ity  in  five  parishes,  at  the  outside, 
out  of  BO." 

In  the  face  of  such  facts,  and  with  the 
testimony  of  one's  senses,  how  could  any- 
thing be  gained  by  a  religious  census  ? 
They  might  as  well  say  that  a  man  conid 
not  tell  whether  he  was  hot  or  cold  with- 
out looking  at  a  thermometer.  They 
objected  in  1890  to  the  religious  census 
because  all  the  "absenters"  would  be 
put  down  as  Church  members,  and  they 
knew  that  every  gaunt  Primrose  dame 
would  go  to  every  poor  dependent  over 
whom  shehadiofiuenee  withacensus  paper 
in  one  hand  and  a  notice  to  quit  in  the 
other.  [«0h  I  "]  "  He  jests  at  scare 
who  never  felt  a  wound,'*  but  they  knew 
how  much  petty  persecution  of  that  kind 
went  on  in  Wales.  But  the  Church  in 
Wales  was  not  only  theChurch  of  the  few, 
but  the  Church  of  those  who,  presumably, 
were  best  able  to  pay  for  their  own 
worship.  They  all  knew  Sydney 
Smith's  dictum  about  carriage-horses 
driving  to  church.  In  Wales  it  was 
said  that  they  could  tell  whether  a 
mui  was  a  Churchman  or  Noncon- 
formist by  the  hoar  at  which  he  diued 
and  the  number  of  servants  he  kept. 
Over  and  over  again  he  had  been  at  a 
church  attended  solely  by  the  squire,  his 
family,  and  his  dependants,  and  he  meant 
by  that  those  people  who  waited  upon 
providence  and  hoped  to  gain  something 
by  being  members  of  the  Church.  When 
he  thought  of  the  prizes  which  tha 
Chnrch  of  England  offered  in  bishoprics, 
deaneries,  canonries,  and  livings,  aggre- 
gating something  like  £270,000  a  year, 
and  how  until  lately  tt^  whole  disposi- 
tion of  local  charities  was  in  the  hands 
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of  the  parson,  he  was  literally  amazed 
that  so  many  NoDCouformists  had  re- 
mained true  to  the  faith  of  their  fathers. 
X<et  them  recollect  the  wise  saying  of 
Mr.  Leckj — "  A  riobly-eiidowed  Churoh 
maj  make  mvaj  coDTertB,  but  it 
makes  more  hypocrites.**  A  great 
deal  had  been  said  of  the  origin  of 
the  ancient  British  Church  as  com- 
pared with .  tlie  Kugtish  Church.  Mr. 
Justice  Vaugban  Williams  recently  de- 
livered a  most  erudite  and  able  and 
interesting  lecture,  in  which  he  showed 
that  the  oid  British  Church  had  been 
altogether  distinct  in  its  origin,  ritual, 
and  conBtttution  from  the  Anglican  in- 
troduced from  Borne  by  St,  Augustine. 
That,  no  doobt,  from  an  academical  point 
of  view,  was  an  exceedingly  interesting 
qoeBtioD,  but  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  what  they,  as  practical  legislators, 
wanted  to  consider  was,  not  the  relation 
of  the  Welsh  Church  or  the  British 
Church  to  the  English  Church,  in  the 
7th  or  13th  century,  but  the  relation 
of  the  English  Church  to  the  Welsh 
people  in  the  19th  century.  Looked  at 
from  that  point  of  view,  be  said  deli- 
berately that  the  Church  in  Wales  was  an 
alien  Church.  The  Church  of  England, 
with  its  stereotyped  ritoaland  hierarchical 
constitution,  was  utterly  unBuited  to  the 
genius  of  the  Welsh  people.  In  one  word, 
it  was  too  cold  for  an  emotional  people,  too 
aristocratic  and  Bishop-ridden  for  a  demo- 
cratic people.  Professor  Goldwin  Smith 
had  said  that  the  Celtic  peasant  might  be 
a  fervent  Catholic,  as  he  was  in  Brittany 
and  Ireland  ;  a  fervent  Presbyterian,  as 
he  was  in  the  Highlands  ;  a  fervent 
Methodist,  as  he  was  in  Wales  ;  but  a 
staid  and  decorous  Anglican  never.  In 
England,  as  the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bory  had  said,  the  mission  <d  the  Chnrch 
had  been  to  guide  and  qnioken  national 
life.  Would  anybody  say  tiiat  of  the 
Church  in  Wales?  So  far  from  arousing 
national  life,  the  tendency  of  the  Church 
in  Wales  had  been  to  deaden  national 
life.  If  there  bad  been  one  thoroughly 
national  movement  in  Wales,  it  had  been 
the  movement  in  favour  of  higher  and 
intermediate  education.  In  almost  every 
county  in  Wales  Schemes  bad  been 
eIab(H»ted  to  carry  ont  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  lor  intermediate  education. 
Those  Scb«neB  had  been  most  earefalty 
flODsidered  and  adopted ;  bnt  what  had 
been  the  attitude  tA  the  Bishops  and  clergy 


towards  the  Schemes  ?  Look  at  the  records 
iu  the  House  of  Lords.  In  five  cases 
Motions  had  been  made,  always  by  a 
Bishop,  to  set  either  the  whole  or  a  vital 
part  of  the  Schemes  aside.  In  three 
cases,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  those  Motions 
hod  been  saccessful ;  in  two,  thank  God ! 
they  had  failed.  He  was  not  going  into 
the  merits  of  these  Motions  ;  but  this  ho 
did  say,  and  he  could  quote  the  Prime 
Minister  in  his  support- — that  they  showed 
a  deliberate  attempt  to  go  counter  to  the 
express  wishes  of  the  people.  The  result 
of  that  had  been  that  in  Wales  the  cause 
of  disestablishment  had  become  the  cause 
of  nationality.  They  all  remembered 
that  about  a  year  ago  a  very  remarkable 
meeting  was  called  to  protest  against  the 
Suspensory  BUI  at  the  Albert  Hall.  It 
was  attended  by  19  Bishops,  34  Peers, 
and  a  perfect  army  of  rejected  Parlia- 
mentary candidates.  It  was  said  at  the 
time — and  he  believed  with  truth — that 
so  many  defeated  candidates  had  never 
been  gathered  together  under  the  same 
roof.  But  where  were  the  Representa- 
tives of  Wales  ?  Was  there  a  single 
Welsh  Member  present  ?  Was  there 
even  a  single  cbairman  of  a  Welsh 
County  Council  ?  IS.o;  and,  so  far  as  he 
could  gather  from  the  speeches  made  at 
that  meeting,  which  were  very  able  and 
eloquent,  not  a  single  man  showed  that 
he  cared  one  red  cent  about  the 
wants  or  the  wishes  of  the  Welsh  people. 
Tbey  were  as  much  ignored  as  if 
they  had  been  Zulus  or  Hottentots.  That 
roused  indignation  down  iu  Wales,  even 
among  the  rank-and-file  of  the  Welsh 
clergy.  But  what  could  they  do  ?  Their 
promotion  depended  on  the  Bishops.  In 
one  diocese  it  was  an  understood  thing 
that  men  were  promoted  to  offices  of 
trust  and  profit,  not  for  preaching  the 
Gospel,  but  for  fighting  Dissent.  If  a 
(^lergyman  could  only  show  that  he  had 
from  his  pulpit  denounced  Dissent  as  the 
greatest  of  national  sins,  or,  failing  that, 
if  he  could  show  that  he  had  written  aa 
insolent  letter  to  a  Welsh  Member,  he  was 
sure  of  promotion.  He  (Sir  G.  Osborne 
Morgan)  had  listened  to  sermons  which 
mode  him  doubt  if  he  lived  in  a  Christian 
country,  but  he  would  not  quote  from 
sermons  or  from  speeches.  He  prefeired 
written  or  printed  testimony,  like  the- 
late  Mr,  Mereweather,  who  used  to  say 
tbat  he  believed  iu  a  future  state  of 
pauiflhment,  because  in  tJiis  world  men 
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were  not  made  accountable  for  what  they 
said,  but  only  for  what  they  wrote.  The 
Quarterly  Review  was  an  aecred  ited  organ 
of  the  Church  Party.  It  was  supposed 
to  be  written  by  gentlemen  and  scholars. 
He  wished  he  could  say  that  of  the 
article  on  The  Church  in  fVales, 
from  which  he  was  going  to  quote.  If 
thfl  writer  had  been  referring  to  the  very 
lowest  and  most  degraded  type  he  could 
not  have  spoken  in  more  oifi^sive  terms 
than  be  did  about  tbe  leading  Welsh 
Nonconformists.  Of  these  men — men  of 
the  purest  and  most  holy  lives,  whose 
friendship  he  (Sir  G.  Osborne  Morgan) 
valued — the  writer  said  that  their  daily 
lives  commanded  no  respect.  Then  he 
went  on  to  speak  of  "  a  hideous  travesty 
of  Christian  life,"  and  of  the  interest 
which  Welsh  congregations  took  in 
Church  matters  as  the  "  iuterferenoe 
of  uneducated  vulgarity  in  spiritual 
matters."  Uneducated  vulgarity  was  bad 
enough,  but  what  was  teu  times  worse 
was  educated  vulgarity,  and  For  genuine 
vulgarity,  for  downright  snobbishness,  he 
woulil  commend  them  to  the  author  of 
this  article.  The  writer  also  said,  what 
was  probably  true,  that  the  newspapers 
of  Wales  were  almost  entirely  in  the 
bands  of  Nonconformists.  Why  was 
that  ?  Simply  because  the  people  who 
read  them  were  Nonconformists.  He 
believed  that  out  of  17  papers  printed  in 
tbe  vernaoalar,  only  two  were  carried 
on  by  Churchmen,  and  they  were  kept 
alive  partly  by  large  subsidies  and 
partly  by  abuse  of  his  hen.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Carnarvon  Boroughs.  The 
writer  also  declared  that  the  old  spirit  of 
law  and  order  was  almost  entirely  dis- 
appearing, and  "  irreligious  and  lawless- 
ness "  had  taken  their  place.  Irreligious 
and  lawlessness  I  By  their  fruits  they 
would  know  them.  Surely  the  author 
of  this  egregious  nonsense  knew  pofectly 
well  that  the  people  of  whom  be  was 
speaking  were  people  in  whose  country 
the  places  of  worship  and  Sunday 
scbools  were  always  fail,  and  tbe 
gaols  were  almost  always  empty,  and 
whose  amusements  were  the  purest 
and  the  most  elevating  in  the  whole 
world.  The  proportion  of  crime  to  the 
population  in  Wales  was  about  half  what 
it  was  in  England,  and  at  the  last  Assizes 
it  took  four  or  five  counties  to  make  two 
prisoners.  A  Judge  recently  complained 
to  him  that  he  had  to  trav^  50  miles  in 
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North  Wales  to  try  one  prisoner,  and  she 
was  an  Englishwoman.  It  was  often 
said  that  if  the  Church  were  disestablished, 
religion  would  be  utterly  crushed  in 
Wales  ;  and  that  if  she  were  not  main- 
tained by  tithes  and  endowments,  she 
could  not  be  maintained  at  all.  Alt  he 
could  say  was  that  if  the  Church  could 
only  be  maintained  by  such  means,  the 
sooner  she  ceased  to  be  maintained  the 
better.  It  was  an  eztoiordinaij  thing 
that  those  who  used  that  argument  did 
not  see  what  a  handle  they  were  putting 
iu  the  hands  not  only  of  the  enemies  of 
all  forms  of  religions  establishments,  but 
the  enemies  of  all  religion  whatever.  He 
would  quote  as  his  last  extract  a  passage 
from  Herbert  Spencer,  who  asked 

"  Is  Christianity,  after  so  many  eentaries,  so 
little  rooted  in  men's  heaiti  that  but  for  the 
Oovemm^ife  wateiing*pots  it  would  wither 

away  7  " 

The  right  hon.  Grentleman  opposite 
said  that  the  Welsh  dioceses  were  dioceses 
of  the  province  of  Canterbury,  and  that 
if  they  disestablished  the  Welsh  Church, 
they  were  bound  to  go  on  and  dis- 
establish the  English  Church.  If  so, 
so  much  the  worse  for  the  Established 
Church  of  England.  But  there  was 
nothing  more  absurd  than  to  say  that 
Wales  was  not  entitled  to  be  treated  as  a 
separate  nationality,  when  Parliament 
had.  over  and  over  again-^Parliament, 
led  even  by  the  Government  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  a  Member— had 
acknowledged  their  right  to  be  dealt 
with  as  a  separate  nationality.  Nothing 
would  be  more  unjust  or  absurd  than  to 
say  that  they  in  Wales  who  were  ripe  for 
disestablishment  ought  to  wait  till  they 
in  England  who  were  not  ripe  were  ready 
for  it.  But  he  did  not  think  that  that 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
likely  to  make  much  impression  on  the 
Liberal  Members.  They  had  eome,  rightly 
or  wrongly,  to  the  cooclusion  Uiat  the 
question  •xA  disestablishment,  even  in 
England,  was  only  a  question  of  time. 
How  could  it  be  otherwise  ?  li  there 
was  anything  certain,  it  was  that  Uie 
whole  tendency  of  the  age  was  toward 
perfect  freedom  of  opinion  in  religion, 
and  it  was  absnrd  to  speak  of  re- 
ligious freedom  when  one  set  of  religious 
opinion  was  hedged  round  by  arti- 
ficial reverence  and  exalted  and  pro- 
tected at  the  expense  of  the  rest* 
Iiook  book  on  the  lost  60  yeamj  the 
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repeal  of  the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts, 
Catholic  Emancipation,  the  admission  of 
Jews  to  Parliament,  Chnrch  rate  aboli- 
tion, Burial  Law  reform,  the  admission  of 
Nonconformists  to  the  UniTersities — all 
those  measures  were  hotlj  resisted,  but 
thej  bad  all  been  carried  ;  and  what  were 
they  but  so  many  stages  which  marked 
the  progress  they  were  making  towards 
perfect  religious  freedom,  and  they  could 
not  have  perfect  religious  freedom  witbout 
perfect  religious  equality.  He  would  only 
say,  in  conclusion,  that  he  had  too  much 
confidence  in  tbe  sense  of  justice  which 
distinguished  Englishmen  to  believe  tliat, 
when  all  these  facts  were  laid  before 
them,  they  would  any  longer  turn  a  deaf 
ear  to  the  all  bat  unanimous  demand  of  the 
BepresentatiTes  of  a  people  who,  despite 
their  poverty^  despite  their  disconrage- 
ment,  despite  the  frowns  of  the  wealthy 
and  the  sneers  of  the  educated,  had 
managed  to  make  for  their  own  spiritual 
needs  a  prorisiou  which  might  put  to 
shame  the  richest  and  the  proudest  Cburch 
Establishment  io  the  world. 
•Mb.  BUCKNILL  (Surrey,  Epsom) 
said,  that  those  who  had  taken  the 
trouble  of  studying  the  Debates  which 
for  a  long  series  of  years  had  taken  place 
in  the  House  of  Commons  in  regard  to 
Diseotablishment  most  hare  been  much 
astonished  at  the  two  modern  or  new 
arguments  which  had  been  put  forward 
by  the  present  Government.  Those  two 
arguments  were  first  heard  in  the  speech 
made  by  the  Home  Secretary  last  Session, 
and  they  had  been  repeated  to-day.  First 
of  all,  the  Home  Secretary  said  that  the 
proposed  disestablishment  and  disendow- 
ment  of  the  Church  in  Wales  was  for  the 
good  of  the  Church  in  Wales,  and, 
flecondly,  he  said  tliat  the  Irish  case  was 
aaexactprecedent  fordisendowment.  If  it 
were  the  £act  that  disestablishment  and 
disendowment  would  strengthen  the 
Church,  was  it  not  passing  strange  that 
the  g^eat  Badical  Party,  the  amenders 
of  abuses  and  righters  of  wrongs 
which  they  posed  as  being,  had  taken 
so  long  a  time  to  find  out  that  by 
disestablishing  and  disendowing  the 
Church  they  were  playing  the  part  of  her 
best  friends  ?  At  tbe  beginning  of  the 
century  it  was  said  tbat  tbe  abuses  of 
nepotism  and  absenteeism  were  in  ex- 
istence in  tlie  Church  in  Wales.  Was  not 
that,  then,  the  tune  for  the  great  Radieal 
Fartytoeomefonrard  and  generously  offhr 


to  hold  out  its  helping<-haud  to  the  Church  ? 
But  nowadays,  when  all  men  knew,  and 
all  men  who  were  honest  would  aidmit 
tbat  the  Chnrch  in  Wales  was  doing  its 
best,  was  fall  of  Tigoor  and  vitality,  and 
was  honestly  working  side  by  side  with 
ite  NoueonformiBt  brethren,  in  peace  and 
with  benefit  to  those  who  received  the 
administrations  of  both,  how  odd  it  was, 
how  strange  that  at  such  a  time  the  Go- 
vernment, for  the  first  time  as  a  Govern- 
ment, should  step  forward  and  seek  to 
disestablish  and  disendow  that  Church. 
It  strained  the  imagination  to  think 
that  those  who  put  forward  snch 
an  argument  could  be  really  serious. 
But  it  did  not  stop  there  ;  tbey  had 
another  excuse,  which  was  that  they 
were  impelled  to  do  that  which  they  were 
seeking  to  do  in  obedience  to  the  mandate 
of  national  sentiment.  National  senti- 
ment might  be  a  good  dictator  ;  he  could 
understand  a  mandate  of  national  senti- 
ment which,  for  tbe  benefit  of  our 
country  and  fatherland,  would  be  a 
dictator  which  they  would  be  bound  to 
obey,  but  he  could  also  conceive  a 
national  sentiment,  so-called,  that  it 
would  be  nnwise  to  listen  to.  Of  what 
stuff  was  this  national  sentiment  made  : 
was  it  a  national  sentiment  found  in 
Ireland  or  Scotland  ?  Let  them  take 
Ireland.  He  would  like  to  know  how 
many  of  the  ordinary  Irish  voters  ever 
heard  about  the  Protestant  Church  in 
Wales  at  all  in  their  lives  ;  how  many 
times  they  had  been  addressed  from  tbe 
pulpit  or  by  candidates  who  asked  for 
their  support  to  help  disestablish  the 
Church  in  Wales  ?  There  was  no 
such  national  sentiment  in  Ireland,  and 
he  ventured  to  say,  though  here  he  was 
uot  on  such  strong  ground,  it  was  Tory 
uncertain  whether  there  was  any  such 
national  sentiment  in  Scotland.  In  Eng* 
land  the  Government  knew  too  well  how 
the  matter  stood.  If  thore  was,  therefore, 
a  national  sentiment  it  was  amongst  the 
Welsh  people  only ;  and  was  that,  he  asked, 
a  sentiment  springing  from  an  objection 
on  principle  to  the  religious  principle  ? 

Mr.  W.  ABRAHAM  (Ghunorgan, 
Rhondda)  :  Hear,  hear  I 

Mr.  BUCKNILL  said,  very  well, 
if  it  was,  all  he  could  say  was 
that  he  conld  quote  a  very  strong 
anthority  to  show  that  the  affinnatioii 
gireit  by  the  hon.  Mnnber  below  tfa« 
Gangway  was  not  owreet.  Hewonld  toke 
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the  words  of  a  mao  who,  he  beUereil,  knew 

more  about  tbo  history  of  the  Church  in 
Wales  thitu  auy  other  Member  of  this 
House — he  meant  the  right  hoo.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Midlothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone).  When  he  beard 
Mr.  Watkin  Williams  say  in  this  House 
in  1870  that  the  Scriptures  declared 
against  the  principle  of  National  Estab- 
lishment, what  did  the  right  hoo.  Gen- 
tleman say  ?     He  said — 

"  If  my  hon.  Friend  will  permit  me  to  bbj 
to  without  iotendinf  him  any  disrespect,  I 
must  toy  he  has,  in  my  opinion,  entirely  tailed 
ta  prove  that  auch  is  the  case.  Sufficient  proof 
of  what  I  say  is  to  be  found  in  thii — that 
although  it  is  true  that  Welsh  Nonconformity 
haA  taken  root  and  become  a  Dational  nenti- 
ment  in  the  country  more  than  Iialfa  century 
ago,  he  would  have  found  it  difficult,  if  not 
im^iossible,  to  discover  the  slightest  trace  of 
controversy  with  regard  tu  disestablishment. 
It  has  not  been  a  qneittion  with  r^td  b> 
national  establishment  nl  religion.  That  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  growth  of  Welsh 
tlissent." 

Ue  preferred  that  statement  of  the  right 
faon.  Gentleman  to  Uie  assertion  he 
heard  just  now  from  the  hon.  Member 
below  the  Gangway. 

Mr.  W.  ABRAHAM:  Twenty-four 
years  ago. 

Mr.  BUCKNILL  :  Yes  ;  and  he  was 
obliged  for  the  interruption.  If  the  prin- 
ciple laid  down  by  the  right  hoo.  Gentle- 
man was  good  then,  it  was  good  now. 
The  Home  Secretary  did  not  preteud 
that  there  was  any  good  cause  for  assert* 
ing  there  were  any  such  abuses  in  the 
Church  in  Wales  now  as  existed  in  the 
early  part  of  the  century ;  therefore,  if 
the  only  cause  for  objection  to  the 
Establishment  was  by  reason  of  the  short- 
comings that  were  said  to  exist  then, 
how  about  IBP-l,  when  they  knew  they 
had  disappeared,  aud  that  the  Church 
was  working  with  the  utmost  of  its 
ability  to  do  that  which  was  right  aud 
proper  ?  ["  No,  no  I  "]  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber might  say  "  No,  no  1 "  but  he  chal- 
lenged him  to  get  up  afterwards  aud  draw 
attention  to  a  single  ciroomstance  that 
jusUfied  his  saying  the  Cfaurrh  was 
not  doing  its  duty  in  the  Principality  of 
Wales  at  the  present  moment.  There- 
fore, he  was  justified  in  saying  that  ob- 
jection on  principle  to  the  establishment 
of  a  National  Establishment  was  not  a 
good  one,  and  they  must  look  fur- 
ther for  a  valid  objection  to  support 
those  who  were  desirous  of  disestablish- 
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lag  and  disendowing.  He  wondered  if 
it  had  anything  to  do  with  money  ?  What 
did  Mr.  Watkin  Williams,  who  was  one 
of  their  bestand  foremost  of  their  speakers, 
say  OD  this  subject  ?  He  said  that  if  bo 
could  not  procure  the  diseodowment  of 
the  Church,  he  would  prefer  to  see  her 
unmolested ;  in  other  words,  he  did  uot  care 
about  her  being  disestablisbed  unless  he 
could  get  her  disendowed  ;  if  lie  could  do 
that,  and  could  get  his  hands  on  the 
money,  he  would  do  his  best  to  dis* 
establish  tlie  Cbnrch.  If  that  wus  u 
principle  of  which  anyone  was  proud, 
all  he  could  say  was  that  he  begged  to 
differ.  Then,  might  he  quote  thu 
language  of  a  statesman  of  long  ago, 
but  who  was  once  a  Leader  of  the 
Whig   Party,  and  who  spoke   in  the 

greseuce  of  the  right  hon.  Guntleman  the 
[ember  for  Midlothian,  who  supported 
him  afterwards — he  meant  the  opinion  of 
the  late  Lord  Palmerston  with  regard  to 
the  Irish  Church  ?  It  was  in  the  jmr 
1856,  and  it  was  then  thought  tfaut  a 
Resolution  was  an  easy  way  of  getting 
an  opinion,  without  much  coming  of  it, 
as  to  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Church.  During  the  Debate  Lord 
Palmerston  said — 

"  I,  for  <me.  am  decidedly  of  opinion  that  a 
Church  establishment  is  a  proper  part  of  the 
organisation  of  a  civilised  country.  Entertain- 
ing a  deep,  a  settled,  and  a  rooted  conviction 
that  a  Church  establishment  is  essential  in 
every  country  in  which  it  Is  thought  desirable 
that  religion  should  be  diffused  oin  inculcMed 
on  the  minds  of  the  population,  being  perfectly 
determined  never  to  agree  to  the  substitution 
of  the  voluntary  system  for  thatof  an  establish- 
ment, I  foel  compelled  to  vote  against  the  pro- 
position." 

Then  in  the  necessities  of  the  case  they 
most  find  some  precedent  for  disendow- 
ment.  The  Home  Secretuy  was  equal 
to  the  occasion,  for  he  had  said  time 
after  time  that  the  disendowment  of  the 
Irish  Church  was  an  exact  precedent  for 
the  disendowment  of  the  Church  in 
Wales.  Well,  the  right  hon.  Greutleman 
the  Member  for  Midlothian  did  not  agree 
with  him,  for  he  had  said  time  after  time 
iu  this  House  there  was  a  great  difference 
between  the  two.  On  the  24th  of  May, 
1 870,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  The  case  of  the  Welsh  Church  is  certainly 
widely  different  to  that  of  the  Irish  Church.** 

Now  they  got  to  an  odd  state  of  things. 
Those  who  chose  to  study  the  questioa 
wonid  find  in  the  speeches  of  those  who 
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proposed  the  disestabltshmeut  of  the  Irish 
Charch  iu  1868,  when  the  question  first 
arose,  that  thej  told  the  EugliBb  and 
Scotch  people  that  they  need  not  be 
afraid  that  the  English  Church  or  the 
Satablished  Church  in  Kugland  would 
suffer,  because  there  was  a  great  difference 
between    the   English    and   the  Irish 
Church  ;  but  when  they  wanted  a  prece- 
dent and  the  Irish  Chnreh  had  been  dis- 
«8tabliBhed,  it  was  eas/  euongh  to  say 
the  two  were  alike,  and  the  Irish  Church 
was,  they  eudjaa  exact  precedent  for  what 
tbey  desired  to  do.  Let  him  ask  again  oo 
what  principle  they  were  going  to  dis- 
endow this  Church  ?  Could  it  be  asserted 
by  any  honest  man  that  the  funds  of  the 
Church  were  being  misused  to-day  ;  could 
it  be  asserted  by  any  honest  man  that 
these  endowments  when  given  were  not 
properly  given,  were  not  properly  bestowed 
for  a  particular  object ;  and  was  it  any 
reason  to  say,  in  support  of  their  arg4i- 
meat  for  disendowmeut  to-day,  that  in 
the  wly  part  of  the  century,  in  days  long 
^aeby — thank  God  for  it !— those  endow- 
ments were  not  always  administered  in 
the  best  possible  manner  ?    The  abuses, 
if  they  existed,  had  gone  ;  and  if  the  abuse 
had     disappeared     and    the  endow- 
ments   were     being    properly  admin- 
istered, was  it  not  ridiculous,  absurd,  and 
dishonest  to  say  that  because  the  property 
was  national  therefore  the  property  was 
to  be  taken  away  and  divided  amongst 
all  parties  ?    He  hoped  he  should  not  he 
using  too  strong  language  in  expressing 
the  opinion  that,  though  it  might  be 
Constttutional  for   the   House  to  take 
the    property    away  —  and  anything 
Parliament   did   was  Cuustitutionat — it 
was   immoral.     He   ventured   to  say, 
further,  that  if  this  property  was  taken 
away  for  no  better  reason  than  those 
which  had  already  been  given,  it  would 
cause  some  people  outside  this  House  to 
say  that  the  House  had  disgraced  itself. 
There  was  another  point  he  would  like  to 
put,  and  that  was  that  if  it  was  for  the 
l^ood  of  the  Church  that  the  Church  be 
disestablished  and  disendowed,  why  take 
three  bites,  as  it  was  called,  at  a  cherry  ; 
why  not  disendow  the  lot  together  ;  why 
not  offer  the  same  high-handed  generosity 
to  the  Church  in  Scotland  and  the  Church 
in  England  ?  If  it  was  for  their  good,  it 
vas  for  their  good  in  England  and  Scot- 
land :  and  if  it  was  good  for  the  Church 
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in  England  and  the  Church  in  Scotland 
to  be  disendowed,  why  hesitate  at  all  ? 
Why,  because  they  did  not  dare  try  It. 
That  logically  they  ought  to  do  it  was 
perfectly  clear  from  a  statement  made  by 
the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
who  said  on  the  9th  of  March,  1885— 

"  The  Charch  in  Wales  is  ao  much  an  integral 
pari  of  the  Church  of  England  that  it  is  not 
only  difficult  bnt  impossible  to  raise  the  ques- 
tion without  disendowing  the  other ;  if  you 
raise  th«  qoestion  of  the  Ohoroh  In  Wales  yon 
raise  the  whole  qnestian." 

And  yet  they  were  quite  prepared  to  try 
to  do  it,  even  though  they  thought  that 
by  doing  so  they  were  conferring  a  bene- 
fit and  a  blessing  on  the  Church  that 
they  were  going  to  split.  He  had 
discoTflrad  a  propheey  in  the  pages  of 
Hansard  which  might  throw  some  little 
light  on  the  reason  for  the  proceedings  in 
this  House  to-day.  A  Member  who  was 
not  known  to  him,  but  who  might  be 
known  to  some  hon.  Members,  Dr.  Ball, 
used  in  this  House  on  the  9th  of  May, 
1871,  these  remarkable  words.  Dr.  Ball 
said — 

"For  the  present  the  Charch  is  safe;  the 
Church  will  be  defended  ao  long  as  its  defence 
does  not  imperil  the  existence  ot  the  Adminis- 
tration, but  it  will  be  abandoned  m  soon  as  ever 
their  existenoe  is  at  Bt.ake  upon  this  question," 

Was  it  quite  certain  that  tbe  present 
Administration  would  ever  have  come 
into  existence  if  it  had  not  pledged  itscU 
to  bring  forward  this  question ;  was  it 
quite  certain  that  the  present  Ad- 
ministration, tottering  as  some  thought, 
would  have  been  able  to  linger  on  even 
as  it  was  if  it  had  not  brought  forward 
this  question  ?  In  this  he  thought  they 
had  the  fulfilment  of  Dr.  BalPs  prophecy. 
The  Administration  was  in  danger,  aud 
tbey  knew  that  if  they  did  not  bring  for- 
ward this  question  they  would  not  exist, 
or,  existing,  they  would  not  long 
continue.  National  sentiment  had  been 
talked  of  as  the  mandate  which  com- 
pelled the  Government  to  bring  forward 
this  Motion.  Should  nothing  be  said  of 
another  sentiment  which  they  claimed  to 
hare ;  was  no  attention  to  be  paid,  no 
respect  whatever  paid  to  that  feeling 
which  they  all  had  for  the  Church  they 
were  born  in  and  brought  up  in  ?  They 
might  succeed  in  dragging  her  down  from 
her  traditional  platform  ;  they  might  suc- 
ceed in  making  her  compete  for  her  very 
existence  in  the  market-place  of  indi- 
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Tidualiim ;  the/  might  even  succeed  ip 
seeiu^  her  faumiliatt^,  and  perhaps  £or  a 
lim^  impoverished,  and  then  when  all  the 
flamage  was  done,  and  could  not  be  re- 
medied, the  reflection  might  come  to  some 
of  them  that  they  had  done  a  gmt  wrong, 
and  injured  a  Church  tiiat  was  doing  a 
goodwork.  Tbeywouldresistthemtothe 
best  of  their  power,  because  they  believed 
and  knew  that  their  Church  was  the 
Chnreh  of  moderation  and  liberty.  To 
borrow  a  figure  that  had  been  used,  they 
saw  in  this  that  the  Govemment  were 
doing  not  only  the  bnming  of  their 
neighbour's  hoase,  but  their  own  party 
walls  in  flames,  as  they  believed  that  it 
was  untrue,  as  stated  by  the  Home 
Secretary  tcMlay,  that  her  existence  was 
a  constant  source  of  bittemass  and 
animosity.    If  that  ncisted,  it  was  not 
OBOsed  by  the  Chnreh.     He  did  not 
baliere  it  existed  to  any  extent ;  he 
believed  if  they  threshed  the  matter  out 
they  would  find  politics  to  be  at  the 
bottom  of  it,  and  jealousy  of  the  endow- 
ments of  the  Church.    He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  this  bitterness  an^  animosity 
was  found  apart  from  politics.  He  hoped 
he  had  not  spoken  too  warmly,  but 
they  were  accused  of  being  weak-kneed 
supporters  of  the  Church,  and  he  knew 
that  to  be  untrue^  and,  for  his  part, 
he  would  not  only  resist  the  Bill, 
but  if  he  had  his  way  he  would  even 
divide  the  House  Upon  the  First  Read- 
ing of  it.     To  his   Roman  Catholic 
friends  and  to  his  Nonconformist  friends, 
who  had  the  same  sentiment  and  the 
same  love  for  their  Churches  as  Church- 
men of  the  Established  Church,  he  said 
that  to  bring  about  this  disestablishment, 
diseodowment,  and  humiliation  of  the 
Church  was  neither  just  nor  generous. 
*Mr.  barlow  (Somerset,  Frome) 
said,  that  though  he  was  not  a  Welsh- 
man nor  a  Welsh  Bepreseniative,  he  had 
lived  a  substantial  portion  of  nearly 
every  year  of  his  life  in  Wales,  and 
had  bad  occasion  to  take  some  part  in 
political  matteis  in  the  Principality,  and 
he  said  without  doubt  and  without  hesi- 
tation that  the  Welsh  people  had  made 
np  their  minds  that  it  was  fuU^  time  that 
they  saw  an  end  of  the  establishment  of 
the  English  Church  in  Wales.    This  was 
at  the  last  Election,  and  for  some  Elections 
before,  the   one   important  and  most 
burning  topic  in  Walea.    It  had  been 
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stated  that  it  was  not  b^ore  the  English 
constituencies  ;  but  he  could  only  say,  ^t 
any  rate  in  the  constituency  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent,  he  referred  to  the 
question  again  and  again,  and  there 
was  no  doubt  at  all  what  the 
views  of  his  eonstituency  were.  The 
Welsh  people  had  decided  that  the 
English  Church  did  not  suit  them,  and 
they  bad  provided  chapels  for  themselves, 
which  they  supported  with  a  generosity 
and  enthusiasm  hardly  equalled  and  never 
excelled  in  any  part  of  the  world.  When 
they  returned  nine-tenths  of  their  Bepre- 
sealatives  pledged  to  demand  that  the 
establishment  of  the  English  Church'  in 
Wales  should  cease  they,  at  any  rate^ 
who  believed  in  government  by  the 
people  were  bound  to  pay  some  atten- 
tion to  that  demand.  It  had  been  stated 
that,  although  there  was  a  vast  majority 
of  Welsh  Representatives  who  were  in 
favour  of  tills  measure,  there  were 
not  BO  large  a  proportion  of  Welsh 
people ;  but  be  had  never  yet  heard 
anyone  who  bad  the  hardihood  to 
state  that  the  majority  of  the  Welsh 
people  were  opposed  to  disestablishment. 
He  had  frequently  attended  the  English 
churches  in  Wales.  On  one  occasion  he 
attended  where  the  service  was  in  Welsh, 
and  there  were  exactly  19  people  in  the 
church,  counting  everybody.  He  subse- 
quently attend^  the  English  service* 
and  he  oonntedover  IdOpeople,  and  any- 
one who  attended  that  church  and  waited 
outside  the  chapel  doors  would  see  that 
the  Welsh  people  did  not  go  to  the 
church,  but  went  to  the  chapels.  The 
people  of  Wales  had  decided  that  they 
did  not  believe  in  a  religion  which  wan 
subject  to  State  patronage  and  control. 
They  believed  they  could  manage  their 
own  affairs  better  for  themselves  than 
others  could  manage  them  for  them, 
and  he  believed  me  instincts  of  the 
Welrii  people  as  regarded  this  matter 
were'  absolutely  right.  They  were 
told  that  the  case  of  Wales  was 
not  parallel  with  the  case  of  Ireland. 
It  was  not  contended,  howiever,  that 
Irish  disestablishment  bad  been  a  failure, 
and  much  as  disestablishment  was 
wanted  in  Ireland,  when  it  was  enacted 
it  was  wanted  far  more  in  Wales 
to-day.  The  establishment  of  the 
English  Church  in  Wales  was  a  grier- 
anc«  to  the  Welsh  people ;  it  was  » 
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thing  which  rankled  in  Uieir  minds  u  an 
iujnstiee  and  as  an  alien  institution  ;  it 
was  the  eanse  of  animosity  and  bitteraesB 
and,  be  would  almost  say,  of  class  hatred 
whioh  it  must  be  the  duty  of  eTeir 
Legiislature  to  try  and  put  to  a  jnst  end. 
He  appealed  to  the  House  most  earnestly, 
because  he  thoroughly  believed  in  the 
justice  of  the  claim  of  the  Welsh  people, 
to  pass  the  First  Beading  of  this  Bill,  so 
that  they  might  discuss  the  details  here- 
after. He  heartily  hoped  that  this  great 
desire  of  the  Welsh  people  would  not  be 
denied  to  them,  and  that  they  would  be 
allowed  to  see  that  the  Parliament  of 
this  country  did,  at  any  rate,  pay  some 
attention  to  their  wishes,  which  were 
almost  unanimously  expressed  through 
tbetr  oonstitutionally-eleoted  Representa- 
tives, who  were,  in  many  cases,  elected 
almost  entirely  with  a  view  to  this  sub- 
ject. He  thought,  therefore,  the  least 
they  could  do  was  to  give  consideration 
to  this  Bill,  and  see  if  they  could  not 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  vast  majority  of 
the  Welsh  people^  and  then  he  believed 
they  should  hare  done  far  more  than 
they  could  do  by  any  one  single  other 
measure  to  convince  them  that  ^ey  were 
willing  to  govern  them  upon  principles 
id  equity,  of  jnstioa,  and  of  right. 

Us.  ADDISON  (Ariiton-nnder-Lyne) 
said,  they  were  told  by  the  right  bon. 
Baronet,  who  especially  represented 
Welsh  opinion  in  this  matter,  that  there 
was  a  great  feeling  of  bitterness  on  the 
part  of  the  Church  in  Wales  towards  the 
Nonconformist  Body  there,  and  certainly 
that  feeling  in  some  way  or  other  seemed 
to  have  influenced  a  good  deal  of  the 
Debate  they  had  heard  that  night.  It 
might,  therefor^  be  useful  if  he  asked 
tlie  House  to  oonsider  this  question  f  nun 
another  point  of  view— namely,  that  of 
lAOcashire  Conservatism  and  Church- 
manship,  where  such  a  feeing  as  tbis 
was  quite  unknown.  They  in  Lancashire 
were  always  ready  to  appreciate  at  its 
highest  the  good  work  done  by  Nonoon- 
formist  Bodies,  and  to  give  them  every 
sort  of  social  and  political  equality  ooD' 
sistent  with  the  existence  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  and  the  national  profes- 
sioQ  of  religion,  and  they  believed  that  in 
pronoting  this  harmony  and  good  feeling 
tiiey  were  defending  by  the  best  means 
the  Church,  which  was  nowhere  iiK«e 
popular  than  in  that  ooUbty.  From  thor 
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point  of  view,  however,  they  were 
astonished  to  find  the  question  of  the  dis- 
establishment of  the  Church  in  Wales 
treated  iu  this  way,  because  they  looked 
at  it  from  a  practical  point  of  view,  and 
asked  what  good  result  of  a  religious, 
moral,  or  other  kind  was  to  come  from 
this  Bill  P  The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
G.  Osborne  Morgan)  said  Uiat  even  if  a 
disestablishment  Bill  were  to  come  from 
Heaven  they  (the  Opposition)  should 
oppose  it.  He  thought  they  would  wiait 
until  that  happened.  At  present  they 
had  a  strong  feeling  that  that  was  hardly 
the  source  from  which  Bills  which 
attacked  the  Church  emanated.  There 
were  two  separate  questions  invt^ved 
in  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  and  the  prin- 
cipal one  was  that  ctf  disendowinent. 
A  great  deal  had  been  said  about  the 
Church  being  iu  a  minority,  and  about 
the  numbers  of  the  Church.  The  right 
boo.  Baronet  seemed  to  think  that  num- 
bers had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  this 
matter,  but  in  reality  as  regarded  disen- 
dowment  numbers  had  nothing  to  do 
with  it.  Assuming  for  a  moment  that 
the  Church  in  Wales  was  the  Church  of 
even  a  minority  of  the  Welsh  pet^tla, 
how  could  they  deal  with  its  eodov- 
ments  F  They  asked  the  House  to  oon- 
sider and  deal  with  the  prt^ier^  in 
possession  of  the  Chnroh  as  it  wooM 
deal  with  property  in  possession  of  other 
Religions  Bodies,  or  charities,  whetho' 
educational,  eleemosynary,  or  religious. 
What  the  Ecclesiastical  ConmiisBi(HierB 
and  Charity  Trustees  would  inquire  into 
was  whether  the  property,  properly  ad- 
ministered, was  in  excess  of  the  wants  of 
the  body  that  held  it,  so  as  to.  constitote 
an  abuse,  and  if  it  were  found  that  that 
was  not  so  there  would  be  no  case  made 
oat  in  any  shape  or  form  for  attaeking 
the  propwty  so  held.  It  might  be  saia 
that  tithes  were  not  property.  Un* 
doubtedly,  if  tithes  could  be  said  to  be  a 
tax  there  might  be  something  in  the 
argument  derived  from  numbers,  because 
a  tax  could  only  be  imposed  on  everybody 
when  it  was  for  the  benefit  of  the  entire 
community,  but  the  whole  foundation  vi 
the  case  in  Ireland  and  of  Uie  Bill  of  that 
day  was  that  tithe  was  (ttoperty  like  any 
other  proper^.  It  had  been  enjoyed  by 
the  Chureh  for  sevem)  centuries  at  least, 
and  one  inquired  what  abese  thera  waa 
in  that  enjoymrat  ?   Bat  tiie  oasa  which 
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could  not  be  contradicted  was  this  : 
that  so  far  from  the  property  of  the 
Church  in  Wales  being  in  excess  of  its 
requirements  it  was  not  enongh  ;  that  it 
was  a  poor  Choruh  which  had  about 
£279,000  a  year  which  was  actually  io- 
Bufficient,  the  best  proof  of  this  betug  that 
the  ToluDtaiy  contributions  made  in  aid 
of  that  Church  were  in  excess  of  its  in- 
come.   So  that  if  they  went  upon  the 
every  -  day  grounds  upon  which  this 
House  received  ereiy  scheme  of  ohuities 
of  all  kinds,  they  were  not  entitled  to 
touch  the  property  of  any  Church  or  in- 
stitution, whether  it  had  500,000  people, 
40,000,  or  ooly  10,000,  when  they  found 
it  was  not  in  excess  of  its  requirements, 
and  that  it  was  well  aud  ably  adminis- 
tered.   Members  opposite  attacked  the 
property  of  a  rigorous  Church,  which 
was  making  conTcrsions  and  great  pro- 
gress, and  asked  that  they  should  take 
away  its  property  on   grounds  which 
would  not  apply  to  Spurgeon's  Taber- 
nacle or  any  other  property  held  by  the 
Konconformist  community.  It  was  upon 
the  ground— without  stopping  to  argue 
ss  to  the  rights  of  Farliameut  to  inter- 
fere with  charities  or  endowments  of  all 
kinds  where  they  amounted  to  an  abuse — 
that  there  was  no  abuse  at  all ;  that  the 
property  was  honourably  held  and  pro- 
perly administered  ;  that  they  said,  whe- 
ther the  numbers  be  small  or  great,  that 
no  case  bad  been  made  for  touching 
these  endowments.     As  regarded  dis- 
establishment, hon.  Members  sometimes 
spoke  as  if  disestablishment  was  in  itself 
something  which  would  oppress  the 
Konmnformist  Body.     But  ereo  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  himself  had  shown 
that   during    the  last  100   years  the 
EDglish  people    had    done    all  they 
could  to  remove  from  the  Establish- 
ment aaytbing  which  interfered  with 
the  social  and  equal  rights  of  other 
bodies,  and  if  anything  remained  which 
a  Nonconformist  was  entitied  to  say  was 
a  grievance,  be  was  sure  no  one  would  be 
BHwe  ready  to  remove  it  than  the  great 
bulk  of  English  Chnrehmen .  There  were 
some  small  matters,  such  as  Marriage 
Laws,  which  required  amendment ;  but 
when  hon.  Members  talked  of  the  Estab- 
lishment in  the  way  they  did,  they  litfflnUy 
aigued  that  the  Establishment  inflicted 
certain   disabilities  upon  others.  Bat 
Establishment,  as  at  present  understood, 
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inflieted  no  injury  whatever  npou  the 
freedom,  or  progress,  or  position  of  any 
other  religious  denomination  in  England. 
If  that  be  so,  how  could  they  account 
for  this  spirit  of  bitterness  in  Wales  ? 
There  was  no  doubt  it  was  founded  upon 
the  notion  that  the  fact  that  one  Religious 
Body  was  recognised  by  the  State,  was 
eoDnected  with  the  State,  that  its  Courts 
were  State  Courts,  and  that  it  bad  State 
rights,  infiicted  a  certain  amount  of 
sooial  ioequality  aod  prejudice  upon  those 
who  were  not  members  of  this  Church. 
He  eonld  not  help  thinking  that  that  was 
a  very  exaggerated  notion.  He  could 
not  help  thinking  that  the  notion  of 
Nonconformist  congregations  and  their 
ministers,  that  they  were  in  any  way 
looked  down  upon  or  treated  with  less 
consideration  than  the  clergy  of  the 
Established  Church,  was  a  good  deal  a 
matter  of  their  own  feeling.  All  he 
could  say  was  that  in  the  town  he  repre- 
sented, and  genwally  in  Lancashire,  any 
of  the  Nonconformist  clei^men  who 
was  an  able  man  and  did  his  duty  to  his 
congregation  was  as  much  respected 
as  any  clergymen  of  the  Churob  of  Eng- 
land by  the  members  of  that  Chnreh. 
But,  whether  that  were  so  or  not,  there 
could  be  Qo  doubt  that  disestablishment 
would  not  do  away  with  any  grievances 
of  which  the  hon.  Members  from  Wales 
complained.  If  they  were  to  disestablish 
the  Chnreh  to-morrow,  there  still  would 
remain  certain  matters  which  would  give 
it  that  social  prestige  which  no  disestab- 
lishment could  take  away  from  it.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  complained  that  the 
Chnreh  iras  the  Cbnreh  of  the  wealthy. 
It  was  impossible  to  prevent  by  any  Bill 
the  sort  of  feeling  the  people  had  towards 
the  Church  that  it  was  the  Churob  of  the 
wealthy.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  said  it 
was  snobbishness.  Whether  it  was  or 
not  it  was  human  nature ;  it  was  what 
the  people  liked — to  frequeut  the  Chnreh 
which  was  regarded  as  the  Church  of 
the  wealthy,  and  what  the  right  hon. 
GtonUeman  called  the  education  and 
culture  of  the  country,  and  no  disestab- 
lishment would  prevent  that  for  a  single 
moment  If  the  Churoh  in  Wales  were 
disestablished  to-morrow,  all  these  com- 
plaints of  which  they  had  heard  would 
exist  in  an  aggravated  form.  When  the 
great  rriigious  movement  was  started  by 
Whhfield  and  Wesley,  had  they  this 
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DotioD  about  gcHng  to  ch«f>el  in  carriagefi 
and  being  thought  iuferior  to  the  people 
that  wont  Id  carriages  and  being 
looked  down  upon  by  the  gentrj  as  not 
good  enough  ?  No  ;  they  were  sturdy 
religious  men,  and  they  knew,  how- 
ever important  it  was  to  belong  to  large 
Religiou  Bodies,  tbwe  were  certain 
adrantages  in  belwging  to  a  small 
BeligioQS  Body,  and  (hey  had  none  of 
that  feeling  which  seemed  to  have 
descended  to  their  descendants,  and  which 
showed  that  snobbishoesa  might  not  be 
on  one  side  in  this  matter.  He  entreated 
hon.  Members  from  Wales  to  remember 
that  they  would  aggravate  any  sort  of 
feeling  of  this  kind,  rather  than  diminish 
it,  by  disestablishment.  Did  it  not  strike 
Welah  Nonuoufomusts  to  consider  all 
they  owed  to  establishment,  to  the  sort 
of  semi-establishment  which  ^ey  enjoyed 
in  their  own  counties,  and  to  the  national 
profession  of  religion  ?  Let  him  remind 
hon.  Members  from  Wales  that  so  far 
from  being  independent  of  the  State  as 
they  supposed,  they  were  really  deriving 
most  enormous  advantages  from  establish- 
ment. If  they  wanted  to  know  what 
establishment  was,  let  them  read  some  of 
the  pamphlets  and  speeches  lately  made 
in  France  by  those  who  desired  to  see 
the  Coucordat  abolished  and  no  State 
reeogution  of  religion,  and  they  would 
we  tiiat  such  advantages  as  the  Non- 
conformist Bodies  in  Wales  and  England 
enjoyed  would  be  considered  establish- 
ment in  the  highest  degree  by  many  Con- 
tinental nations.  What  did  they  enjoy  ? 
Nonconformist  Ministers  in  Wales  were 
freed  from  personal  immunities,  suob  as 
freedom  from  serving  on  juries,  as  a 
recognition  of  their  position  by  the  State. 
Their  chapels  were  free  from  taxation — 
a  recognition  by  the  State.  They  en- 
joyed (equally  with  the  denominational 
schools  of  the  Church  qi  England 
grants  for  education  ;  bat,  above  all, 
they  enjoyed  that  which  no  private 
individual  could  enjoy — they  enjoyed  the 
perpetual  succession  to  their  property. 
Anybody  might  give  them  property  or 
endow  them  with  laud  aud  buildings, 
wliich  would  be  preserved  to  them  for 
ever.  That  was  an  enormous  privilege 
which  the  State  could  only  give  because 
it  recognised  the  importance  of  religion 
and  refused  to  be  neutral  in  the  matter. 
Not  cnly  was  this  the  case,  but  the  law 


,  was  careful  to  preserve,  acoording  to  the 
:  religious  foundation,  the  doctrines  taught 
,  in  tiiat  ciiapel  and  to  preserve  them  for 
that  particular  form  for  ever.  All  these 
advantages  were  enjoyed  by  the  Non- 
conformists of  this  conntry,  who  practi- 
cally enjoyed  the  great  advantages  of 
est^lishioent  equally  with  the  members 
of  the  Church  of  Ei^|;land.  There  were 
very  few  privileges  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land had  which  Nonconformists  did  not 
enjoy,  and  this  exceptional  and  useful 
position  of  their  own  they  would  very 
much  endanger  if  they  began  to  attack 
the  holding  of  property,  where  property 
was  not  in  excess  of  the  requirements  by 
any  Religious  Body  whatever.  He  could 
not  conceive,  apart  from  any  grievaocM 
of  their  own,  why  Noncoftformists  could 
not  see  that  this  natural  profession  ,of 
religion  was  for  them,  as  for  the  Church 
of  England,  a  great  boon  and  blessing  to 
this  country.  Indeed,  he  did  not  know 
upon  what  grounds  they  could  justify 
even  the  religious  observance  of  Sunday 
if  the  State  were  to  declare  itself  neutral 
and  had  no  religion  whatever.  He 
had  ventured  to  lay  these  observa- 
tions in  a  moderate,  and  he  hoped  a 
sensible,  light  before  the  House.  What 
struck  him  and  every  moderate  and 
sensible  Churchman  anxious  for  the 
prosperity  aud  peace  of  all  Beligious 
Denominations  in  this  country  was  the 
mischievous  and  wanton  character  of  an 
agitation  of  Uiis  kind ;  wanton  becaase 
it  was  no  good  to  anyone  in  this  world, 
and  mischievous  because  it  brought 
bitterness  where  there  was  nothing  but 
good  feeling,  and  tended  to  destroy  that 
religious  peace  and  concord  on  which, 
more  than  on  anything  else,  depended  the 
prosperity  of  the  nation. 

Mr.  ALFRED  THOMAS  (GUmor- 
gan,  E.)  remarked  that  if  bitterness  had 
been  imported  into  thid  controversy—^ 
it  had  been — it  was  mainly  because  of  the 
conduct  of  nuuiy  of  the  Church  clergy- 
men who  went  about  with  Petitions 
against  the  Welsh  Suspensory  Bill  to  in- 
duce Nonconformists  to  sign  them,  and 
misrepresenting  the  object  of  the  mea- 
sure and  of  those  who  supported  the 
national  claims  of  Wales.  In  face  of 
such  facts,  how  could  anything  else  but 
bitterness  prevail  ?  That,  however,  was 
not  the  case  generally.  They  could  dis- 
criminate between  men  and  the  system. 
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The  other  Any  he  had  the  opportunity-  of 
shoving  that  in  hii  own  person.  The 
membera  of  the  council  of  the  South 
Wales  College  were  called  together  to 
nominate  a  President  of  the  College. 
Some  five-slxtlis  of  the  members  were 
Konconformists,  and  what  did  they  do  ? 
He  had  the  Iranonr  of  proposing  that 
great  man  who,  thank  God !  was  now 
reoovering,  the  Dean  of  Llandaff,  as 
President,  a  proposition  which  wan 
seeonded  by  another  Nonconformist 
and  carried  unanimously.  There  was 
a  reason  ior  that,  because  the  Dean 
never  did  anything  of  the  character 
they  complained  of  other  members 
of  the  Church  of  England  doing. 
The  hon.  Memi)er  had  said  that  the 
clei^ymen  of  the  Established  Church 
treated  the  Nonconformist  miuisters 
kindly  in  a  social  sense.  So  they  did,  of 
oonrse;  bat  he  would  tell  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  they  had  to  thank  the 
Nonconformist  ministers  of  the  past 
for  the  religious  state  in  which  Wales 
was  to-day  ;  and  yet  those  men  did  not 
stand  80  high  socially  in  the  eye  of  the 
law  as  the  most  insignificant  curate.  That 
was  what  the  Nonconformists  of  Wales 
cdmplainod  of  and .  wanted  to  have 
changed.  So  far  as  he  could  learn, 
Church  property  in  this  country  was 
created  by  a  King  who,  having  com- 
mitted murder,  in  expution  of  his 
offence  commanded  one-tenth  of  tbe  land 
to  be  given  to  the  Church.  They  were 
now  going  to  devote  the  money  to  a  for 
better  purpose  than  that  King  intended. 
In  the  United  States  and  in  our  English- 
speaking  colonies,  not  only  did  they  do 
very  well  without  tithes,  but  very  much 
better.  Something  had  been  said  as  to 
tiie  progress  of  the  Church  of  England 
in  Wales.  He  admitted  that  in  some 
oases  the  Church  of  England  did  very 
well  indeed ;  bat  nnder  what  circum- 
stances ?  Just  where  the  Chnreh  of 
England  received  the  least  in  tithes  she 
sacoeeded  the  most.  He  lived  near  a 
large  town  whieb  he  thought  afforded 
the  greatest  example  of  the  progress  of 
the  Church  of  England  in  Wales.  There 
were  some  21  places  of  worship  and 
nearly  SO  clergy.  Alt  they  had  in  the 
way  of  tithes  was  £250  a  year.  From 
Queen  Anne*B  Bounty  and  tithes  together 
they  received  about  £1,000  a  year  to 
carry  on  that  great  work.   They  bad, 
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however,  during  the  last  10  years  raised 
ID  that  place  by  voluntary  subscrtpttons 
some  £60,000.  Whenever  the  Church 
followed  the  example  of  the  Noncon- 
formists and  trusted  to  the  generosity  ot- 
her SODS  and  daughters  she  did  well.  He 
was  glad  and  f^ood  to  be  in  the  House 
of  Commons  that  evening  on  '  the 
introdnction  of  sneh  a  Bill.  Tbe  Welsh 
people  were  under  an  undying  debt 
of  gratitude  to  the  Home  Secretary 
for  tbe  able  manner  in  which  he 
had  brought  in  the  Bill.  Tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  spoken  in  the  spirit  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  people  of  Walee. 
Personally  speaking,  he  did  not  think  the 
question  was  one  of  numbers.  They 
would  leave  statistics  aside ;  they  did 
not  want  them  at  all  to  prove  their  ease. 
He  maintuned  that  if  every  man,  woman, 
and  child  in~the  Prinoipality  were  within 
the  pale  of  the  Establisbed  Cbnroh  the 
case  for  disestablishment  would  be  as 
strong  then  as  it  was  at  present.  The 
qnestion  was  not  one  of  statistics,  bnt  one 
of  principle.  But  disestablishment  had 
made  great  progress  in  the  minds  of  men 
since  the  franchise  had  been  lowered. 
The  great  majority  of  people  in  the 
Principality  looked  upon  the  Church  as 
nothing  else  than  a  badge  of  servitude, 
and,  for  his  own  part,  he  was  proud  of 
sitting  in  a  House  of  Commons  in  which 
a  Bill  for  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Chnreh  in  Wales  biwl  been  introduced. 
•Mb.  GRIFFITH  -  B08CAWEN 
(Kent,  Tuninidge)  said,  he  was  afraid 
he  could  not  follow  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down  Into  bis  historical 
researches.  In  his  reading  he  had  been 
unable  to  come  across  the  King  who, 
according  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  had  in- 
stituted tithes  in  this  country.  He 
doubted  that  the  hon.  Member  could  tell 
tbe  name  <^  that  Kiug,  because  tithes  had 
been  the  growth  of  yews,  and  had  been 
given  bit  by  bit  by  the  great  Lords  and 
landowners' of  the  country  to  the  Church 
for  Chnreh  purposes.  Neither  the  Gro- 
vernment  nor  the  State  bad  endowed  the 
Churuh  as  a  whole,  and  to  talk  of  a  King, 
whether  foreign,  English,  or  Welsh,  as 
having  established  tithes,  yra,B  to  revel  in 
the  realm  of  imagination,  which  was 
far  distant  from  the  realm  of  history. 
He  confessed  that  the  friends  of  tbe 
Chnreh  who  sat  upon  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  Honu  and  who  were  determined 

Digitized  by  GoOglc 


IMS      Established  Church     (26  April  1894} 


{fTaleg)  Bill,  1526 


Co  defend  the  Church  must  oongratnlate 
themselves  upon  the  fact  that  they  at 
last  knew  what  the  Govemment  pro- 
posals with  regard  to  disestalisbment  in 
Wales  were.  The  Croverament  proposed 
to  take  away  all  the  Church  eodowmeots 
in  Wales  previously  to  1703,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary appeared  to  think  that  they  had 
been  very  lenient  to  the  Church  in  not 
fixing  the  date  at  1820.  The  fact  was, 
however,  that  there  were  very  few 
Chnrch  endowments  between  1703  and 
1820,  while  most  of  the  Konconformist 
endowments  in  Wales  had  been  given 
since  the  beginning  of  .  the  present 
century.  Therefore,  by  taking  the  date 
1703  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  very 
cleverly  took  away  nearly  everything 
that  belonged  to  the  Church  and  left 
nearly  everything  that  belonged  to  the 
jNonconfonnists.  The  tithes  and  endow- 
ments were  to  he  taken  away.,  and  how 
were  they  to  be  used  ?  They  were  to  be 
nsed  for  allotments,  for  National  Art 
Museums — he  wondered  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  add  for  village  music- 
halls — for  everything  except  religion, 
the  purpose  for  which  they  were 
originally  given.  Not  only  the  endow- 
ments, but 'the  fabrics  in  some  cases  were 
to  be  taken  away,  and  the  cathedrals 
were  to  be  declared  to  be  national  monu- 
ments, vested  in  a  purely  secular  body 
which  wastogive  a  permit  for  theiruse  for 
religious  services.  And  yet  the  Home 
Secretary  got  up  and  declared  that  no  in- 
justice would  be  inflicted  on  the  Church. 
It  was  said  that  all  this  was  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Church,  and  that  it  would 
remove  religious  bitterness,  as  it  had 
been  removed  in  Ireland.  But  had 
religious  bitterness  been  entirely  removed 
in  Ireland  by  the  disestablishmeut  of  the 
Church  in  Ireland  ?  Had  there  been  no 
rdigioas  quarrels  in  Ireland  since  1870  ? 
Had  the  Home  Secretary  never 
heard  of  the  Belfast  riots  or  of  the 
religious  quarrels  in  Cork  within 
the  past  month  ?  To  say  that 
the  Irish  Church  Act  had  removed  all 
religious  bitterness  and  settled  the 
religious  question  in  Ireland  was  to  state 
what  was  not  true  historically.  If  they 
took  away  the  Church  in  Wales 
Assuredly  they  would  have  happening  in 
Wales  what  had  happened  in  Ireland. 
From  attacking  the  Church  hon.  Mem- 


bws  from  Walce  would  proceed  to  attack 
the  land,  and  from  a  demand  for  separate 
treatment  in  respect  to  the  Church  and 
land  they  would  uext  demand  Home 
Rule  for  Wales.  In  fact,  the  Webh 
Radical  Members  were  going  to  play  the 
same  game  that  the  Irish  Nationalists 
had  played.  First,  to  destroy  the  Church ; 
then  to  plunder  the  landlords,  and  next 
to  have  a  separate  Farliament.  He  had 
never  known  a  Bill  introdaeed  to  I^lta- 
ment  with  so  few  reasons  advanced  in 
support  of  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  had  said  that  it  was 
not  necessary  to  go  into  the  reasons  why 
this  attack  should  be  made  on  the  Church 
in  Wales,  and  he  referred  to  the  fact  that 
die  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Midlothian  had  not  done  so  in  regard 
to  the  Irish  Churoh  in  1869.  But  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  the  Member  for 
Midlothian  had  pointed  out  in  1869  that 
it  was  not  necessary  to  go  into  reasonSi  be- 
cause the  question  had  been  discussed 
during  the  whole  of  the  year  in  the  House 
of  Commons  and  in  the  country  ;  that  a 
General  Election  had  taken  place  upon 
it ;  that  it  had  led  to  the  overthrow  of 
a  Government,  and  that,  consequently, 
as  the  arguments  for  and  against  the 
measure  were  well  known  to  everybody, 
there  was  no  necessity  to  discuss  the  Bill 
fully  in  the  House  of  Commons.  Could 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  really  pretend 
that  there  was  any  parallel  between  the 
Welsh  case  and  the  Irish  case  ?  They 
had  not  had  the  discussion  which  pre- 
ceded the  Irish  BUI.  Last  year  they  had 
had  the  Suspensory  Bill,  and  they  had 
had  the  matter  discussed  in  a  certain 
sense  in  the  country,  but  entirely  by  the 
Church  Party,  with  the  result  that  that 
Bill  had  been  petitioned  against  by  one- 
quarter  of  the  whole  adult  population  of 
Wales.  Was  the  Home  Secretary  certain 
that  his  plundering  policy  was  popular 
even  among  the  Welsh  Nonconformists  ? 
At  a  Nonconformist  meeting  held  in  Car- 
narvon on  March  28  last  year  speeches 
were  made  against  the  Bill,  and  it  was 
pointed  out  that  disendowment  might 
next  be  applied  to  other  denominations 
and  institutions.  Mr.  £.  H.  Owen,  a 
Presbyterian,  said  at  that  meeting — 

"  If  spoliation  commences  bj  the  rffbta  and 
privilwesof  one  Church  being  diitarbed  by  the 
WelahBospsnsory  Bill,  what  is  there  to  prevent 
it  from  faemg  aAeaded,  and  perhaps  In  a  uhoit 
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time  to  ftll  the  different  sects  J  Hone/  has  been 
ooUeoted  for  Bala  ColleRe.  What  grantee 
hare  we  that  it  iriU  not  be  lued  for  purposes 
different  to  that  for  which  it  is  latended?  I 
certainly  protest  against  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge 
being  oriTen  in  by  the  passing  of  the  Welsh 
Stupeiuory  BIU." 

And  Mr.  B.  W.  Williams,  an  Independent, 
mtd — 

"  It  was  a  Bill  the  spirit  of  which  was  that 
nntll  AngDst,  1894,  all  the  emoluments  of  the 
clergy  In  Wales  were  to  be  held  subject  to  the 
plewire  of  Parliament.  He  wonld  like  to  put 
it  to  those  labouring  in  the  vineyard,  whether 
they  for  a  moment  would  like  to  have  their 
emoloments  and  ealariea  placed  st  the  disposal 
of  the  State,  or  to  be  held  subject  to  the 
pleaanre  of  Parliament ' '  i 

There  wae,  therefore,  eTidence  that  even 
amongst  the  Welefa  Nonconformists  the 
SaspensoiT  Bill  was  not  so  popular  as 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  sup- 
pose. If  the  analogy  of  the  Irish  Church 
was  to  be  carried  oat,  why  was  it  not 
carried  out  in  erery  detail  ?  There  were 
two  reasons  which  operated  in  the  case 
of  Ireland.  How  far  were  they  applic- 
able in  the  present  case  ?  The  right 
lion.  Geutleinan  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian, in  stating  the  case  with  reference 
to  Ireland,  said  there  were  two  great 
reasons  why  the  Church  ought  to  be  dis- 
established aod  disendowed — first,  be- 
cause the  Church  was  the  Church  of  the 
Tery  small  minority  in  Ireland  ;  secondly, 
because  the  Church  in  Ireland,  far  from 
being  progressive,  was  positively  going 
back. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  : 
That  is  not  true  now. 

Mr.  GRIFFITH-BOSCA  wen  asked, 
how  far  these  arguments  applied  to  the 
Welsh  case?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Midlothian  had  proved 
that  the  Irish  Church  was  the  Church  of 
only  one-tenth  of  the  population.  Would 
any  hon.  Member  assert  that  with  respect 
to  the  Welsh  Church  ?  Howdidthatargu- 
ment  apply  in  the  present  case  ?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Carnarvon  had 
put  the  population  belonging  to  the  Ch  urch 
in  Wales  at  one-tenth,  and  the  Member 
for  Flintshire  put  it  at  one-fourth.  Well, 
he  took  the  four  leading  Nonconformist 
secte — the  Independents,  the  Weslcyane, 
the  Baptists,  and  the  Calvinistic  Metho- 
dists— and,  all  told,  including  adherents 
who  had  been  described  in  the  Con- 
gregational Tear  Book  as  men  who  were 
members,  men  who  were  not  members, 
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old  men,  and  young,  men,  children,  any- 
body who  even  went  to  a  chapel — and  be 
dared  say  he  himself  had  been  included 
because  he  had  often  been  to  Welsh 
chapel  '  meetings — and,  all  told,  they 
amounted  to  832,357.  In  other  words, 
on  their  own  showing  the  Nonconform  ista 
in  Wales  who  asked  them  to  disestablish 
and  disendow  the  Church  were  less  than 
one-half.  Supposing  the  Chnrcfapeople 
were  only  one-quarter,  what  followed  ? 
At  least  one-quarter  of  the  people  in 
Wales  did  not  go  to  any  place  of  worship 
at  all ;  but  if  they  took  the  figures  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carnarvon,  then  42  per 
cent,  of  the  people  did  not  attend  places 
of  worship.  Yet  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site would  get  up  and  say  that  Wales  was 
the  most  religious  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  The  figures  he  had  quoted 
proved  that  the  statements  which  had 
been  made  as  to  the  weakness  of  the 
Church  in  Wales  were  absolntely  un- 
founded. Churchmen  were  anxious  to 
bring  this  matter  to  the  test  of  figure% 
and  were  prepared  to  abide  by  the  result 
of  a  religious  Ceusus,  but  they  had  been 
prevented  from  having  it  by  tbe  action  of 
the  NoDConformifits.  It  was  further 
alleged  in  the  case  of  Ireland  that  the 
Church  was  not  progressing.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian had  stated  that  at  the  rate  the 
Church  of  Ireland  had  converted  the 
Roman  Catholics  during  the  last  50 
years  it  would  take  1,500  or  2,000  years 
to  complete  the  conversion.  He  con- 
tended, from  knowledge  he  had,  that  the 
Church  in  Wales  at  the  present  moment 
was  making  most  extraordinary  and  rapid 
progress  in  every  way,  and  not  only,  as 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Denbighshire  had  said,  in  the  matter 
of  fabrics.  He  himself  had  been  tomanj 
places  where  newly-built  churches  were 
not  big  enough  for  the  people  who 
wished  to  go  to  them.  ["Where'*?} 
He  would  mention  Brymbo,  the  place 
where  the  right  hon.  Baronet  used  to 
live.  The  increase  in  the  church  there 
had  been  so  great  that  he  believed  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  left  the  place, 
and  lives  there  no  longer.  If  they  wished 
to  know  who  were  not  prt^ressing,  but 
were  falling  back,  it  was  the  Noncon- 
formists, He  made  that  statemeut  not 
on  his  own  responsibility,  but  on  that 
of  the  Welsh  Nonconformist  journala 
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The  Cro/ei«u2,acelel)ratedNonoonfpTmiBt. 
paper,  in  Februorj,  1SS8,  made  the 
foIlowiDg  Btatement: — 

"  There  has  been  a,  tewtul  falling  off  during 
the  past  year.  Scarcely  ooe-thiid  of  the  mem- 
bers att^d  the  Church  meetings.  The  number 
of  candidates  nnder  the  charge  erf  the  ministers 
is  small  and  becomii^  leas.  It  Is  nwleBS  to 
conceal  the  fact  that  the  stute  of  the  AMocia- 
tion  is  very  angatisfiu:tory. 

Two  yean  later  the  aame  paper  had  the 

following  :— 

"  One  matter  we  have  to  complain  of  In 
Cardiganshire  is  the  weakness  of  many  of  our 
churches.  The  chief  evils  tiiat  afflict  ns  are 
andiastity,  draiilceiuwM,  and  a  spirit  of  diepati^ 
tkm.  The  churches  have  gradually  sunk  into  a 
state  of  indifference." 

The  Banner^  another  Welsh  Noncon- 
fonniet  paper,  wrote  these  suggestive 
senteuces — 

One  of  the  greatest  gifts  of  God  is  ■  true 
leader.  The  aosence  of  Moses  was  a  serious 
period  to  the  Israelites,  and  it  was  shown  that 
Aaron  could  not  take  his  place.  We  do  not 
annast  tor  one  moment  that  our  Connection  Is 
wiuont  a  leader ;  we  believe  that  there  are  as 
good  leaders  as  we  ever  had.  Bat  there  are 
times  when  a  leader  is  speciidly  wanted ;  and 
we  are  in  that  condition  now.  we  have  many 
an  Aaron  glib  of  tongue ;  we  do  not  allege 
that  we  have  not  a  Uoses ;  but  we  ask  the 
question  lest  he  may  be  amoi^ns  and  we  cannot 
see  bim." 

They  had,  therefore,  the  Nonconformists 
admittiog  that  it  was  they  themselves 
who  were  in  danger  in  Wa-ies.  He  would 
now  quote  the  evidence  of  a  leading 
ChurchmaD  to  show  the  great  progress  of 
the  Church  in  Wales.  The  Bishop  of 
Llandaff  satd  at  Rhvl,  on  the  9th  of 
October,  1891— 

"  During  the  eight  years  I  have  been  Bi^op 
of  Llandaff  I  have  ordained  206  deacons  aaainst 
99  hy  my  predecessor  in  the  same  number  of 
yean.  Seventy  additional  curates  hare  been 
engaged  in  my  diocese  during  the  past  eight 
years,  and  the  salary  of  each,  £120,  represents 
an  additional  outUy  of  £8,000  per  annum  going 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  Church  laity  in  my 
diocese.  Upon  church  buildings  and  restora- 
tions £280,000  have  been  spent  during  the  eight 
and  a-half  years  of  my  episcopate,  against 
£60,000  during  the  eight  years  my  predecessor 

was  in  office  Another  conrincing  proof 

of  Church  revival  is  to  be  found  in  the  fact 
that  dnring  the  first  three  years  of  my  episco- 
pate I  oonfirmed  10,300  candidates,  as  against 
7,200  by  my  predecessor,  whilst  daring  the  past 
three  years  the  candidates  confirmed  in  my 
diocese  numbered  12,400.  I  have  received  the 
returns  of  the  baptism  of  1,600  adults,  the  great 
majority  of  these  being  Baptists  belonging  to 
oneHanoonfonoist  denomioation.  I  have  with 
me  a  list  of  the  names  of  eight  Xtmmnformist 


miniatezs  who  have  written  imploring  'me  to 
AoefvB  them  Into  the  Church." 

He  ventured  to  ear  the  Church  in  Wales 
was  not  a  dying  Church,  hut  a  living  and 
progressive  Church.  That  was  a  reason 
agaioHt  this  Bill  being  passed  into  law. 
There  was  do  cause  for  iDterreotion, 
except  it  was  that  hon.  Members  who 
promoted  this  legislation  wanted  to 
strike  at  once  for  fear  that  the  Church 
would  grow  so  strong  that  afterwards 
they  could  not  attack  her.  So  much  for 
the  ai^ument  that  the  case  of  the  Church 
in  Wa1  ies  was  parallel  with  the  case  of 
the  Church  in  Ireland.  Now  he  came  to 
another  argument.  Thej  were  told  that 
the  Church  in  Wales  was  an  alien 
Church.  He  was  very  much  surprised 
to  hear  that  old  argument  brought  up 
again,  for  he  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
had  dispelled  that  argument  when  he 
proved  time  after  time  that  the  Church 
io  Wales  was  the  lineal  descendant  of  the 
old  British  Church.  The  Church  of 
Wales  had  existed  for  centuries.  [Mr. 
W.  JoHNSTOM  :  Even  before  the  Choreh 
of  Some.]  Yes,  the  Church  of  Borne 
was  brought  over  by  St.  Augustine  in 
the  6th  century,  whereas  the  Church  in 
Wales  existed  in  the  2nd  century.  He 
would,  like  to  point  out  that  this 
argument,  that  the  Church  in  Wales 
was  an  alien  Church,  would  not  bear 
examination  by  the  light  of  history.  They 
were  told  last  year  by  the  late  Member 
for  Montgomeryshire  that  it  was  an  alien 
Church  because  it  was  a  Church  of  con- 
quest. Mr.  Watkin  Williams,  in  intro- 
ducing his  Motion,  did  not  go  so  far  back 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Midlothian.  But  even  he  said  that  the 
Union  took  place  in  the  12th  century — 
that  was  to  say,  150  years  before  Edward 
I.  conquered  Wales.  How,  then,  could  it  be 
a  Cbursh  of  Conquest?  If  they  examined 
iuto  the  history  of  that  time  it  became 
clear  that  the  two  Churches  were  so 
mixed  up  together  then  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  distinguish  them.  During  the 
time  of  Edward  the  Confessor  the  diocese 
of  Hereford  was  administered  by  a  Welsh 
Bishop,  but  he  did  not  know  whether 
hon.  Members  opposite  would  regard  this 
as  an  English  conquest  or  a  Welsh  con- 
quest. The  fact  was  that  the  Churches 
had  grown  together  for  their  mutual 
advantage,  and  now  for  over  1,000  years 
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at  least  the  Cbureh  in  Wales  and  the 
Church  in  England  had  been  one  Church. 
To-night,  without  a  single  reason  being 
adduced,  thej  were  asked  to  tear  the 
two  Churches  asunder.  He  should  op- 
pose the  Bill,  not  merely  because  the 
Church  in  Wales  was  the  National 
Church,  and  to  destroy  tt  would  be  to 
destroy  the  finest  National  Institution  in 
the  Principalis,  but  becauBe  the  Church 
in  Wales  could  not  be  destroyed  without 
the  Church  in  England  being  destroyed 
also.  The  Home  Secretary  tried  to  draw  a 
line  between  the  two  Churches.  In 
doing  that  he  must  settle  with  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  who,  in  1886, 
said— 

'*  The  Church  of  England  in  Wales  la  so  tnuch 
an  integral  part  of  the  Established  Church  of 
Eoglsnd  that  it  is  Qot  only  difficult  bat  impos- 
sible to  raise  the  question  as  a  separate  one  or 
to  deal  with  the  one  without  involving  the 
other." 

He  would  like  to  know  how  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  reconciled  his 
position  with  that  of  his  colleague. 
There  was  not  an  argument  which  applied 
to  the  Church  in  Wales  in  this  matter 
which  did  not  apply  equally  to  the 
Church  in  England.  The  two  Churches 
were  so  bound  tt^ther  by  law,  consti- 
tntion,  and  history  that  they  could  not 
be  separated.  Were  they  to  regard  this 
Bill  as  leading  up  to  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Church  in  England  ?  He  main- 
tained that  the  reasons  brought  forward 
in  support  of  the  Bill  were  altogether 
unsatisfactory  and  iosuflicient.  The  Bill 
vae  inopportune,  there  was  no  popular, 
demand  for  it,  and  it  had  never  been  dis- 
cussed either  at  the  polls  or,  to  any  ex- 
tent, in  that  House.  To  suddenly  ask 
the  House  to  pass  this  Bill  was  to  ask  a 
task  of  the  House  of  Commons  which 
the  House  he  hoped  would  refuse  to  take 
upon  itself.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
before  they  destroyed  and  plundered 
this  national  ancient  Church,  that  its 
opponents  should  have  some  better 
reasons  to  adduce,  and,  moreover,  that 
they  should  have  the  country  behind 
them. 

Mr.  ABEL  THOMAS  (Carmarthen, 
£.)  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
told  them  that  this  question  of  Welsh 
disestablishment  had  not  been  discussed 
at  the  polls.  He  wondered  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  tn  Wales  during  the 

J/r.  Griffith-Boteawem 


General  Election,  or  during  any  bye-elec- 
tion within  the  last  15  years.  If  he  had 
been  there,  he  would  have  found  that 
this  matter  had  been  very  largely  dis- 
cussed. In  fact,  it  seemed  to  him  that 
the  Welsh  Members  bad  had  but  one  cry 
for  a  very  long  time  past,  and  that  was 
disestablishment  and  disendowment  of  the 
Church.  The  reason  for  this  was  obvious. 
The  Welsh  people  were  a  Radical  people, 
but  the  Church  people  in  Wales  ware 
strong  Tories.  The  clergyman  in  nearly 
every  case  was  a  Tory,  and  when  the 
Church  and  the  great  body  of  the  people 
were  in  strong  antagonism  there  seemed 
to  him  in  that  very  fact  a  strong  reason 
for  the  disestablishment  of  the  Church. 
The  people  were  dissatisfied  with  the 
present  state  of  things,  and  therefore  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  House  to  go  to  the 
root  of  the  evil  and  to  put  it  right.  The 
only  way  in  which  you  could  get  good 
government  was  to  govern  the  people  in 
the  way  in  which  tbey  wished.  When 
the  Church  of  a  country  was  opposed  to 
the  wishes  of  the  people  it  was  not  a 
National  Church.  They  had  heard  of  a 
little  meeting  in  Carnarvon,  and  they 
were  told  it  was  a  representative  meeting 
of  the  people  of  Wales,  but  he  must  say 
he  was  astounded  that  any  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  been  in  Wales  should  have 
the  courage  to  come  there  to-night  and 
make  such  statements  as  they  had  heard. 
Any  man  who  had  lived  in  Wales  knew 
that  with  the  exception  of  email  districts 
in  the  country  and  small  centres  in  the 
large  towns  the  people  were  nenriy  all 
Nonconformists — the  labourers,  and  the 
shopkeepers,  and  all  the  rest  were  Non- 
conformists— it  was  only  the  squire,  and 
the  clergymen,  and  their  dependents  who 
were  Church  people.  That  was  evident 
to  every  man  who  had  lived  in  Wales. 
He  knew  of  one  district  which  was  not 
so  Radical  as  other  diatrictit  where  there 
were  only  one  or  two  families  going  to 
the  church,  while  there  were  two  Non- 
conformist chapels  almost  full  every 
morning  and  evening.  Within  four  miles 
of  that  place  there  was  a  church  in  rains, 
and  the  so-viees  were  held  in  the  national 
schoolroom,  while  in  that  same  parish 
there  were  two  or  three  chapels  well 
attended — that  was  in  Pembrokeshire, 
which  was  not  so  Radical  as  his  own 
county.  In  his  own  county  there  did  not 
appear  to  be  a  man  against  disestablish- 
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moot,  Kiid  uta^ly  wheD  a  candidBte  was 
iMiM^t  down  -there  to  oppose  him,  his 
ojq^eats  knew  it  was  no  nse  to  put  up 
anybody  who  was  not  hi  favour  of  dis- 
establishment, and  the  candidate  had  to  say 
that  he  wenld  vote  for  disestablishment. 
The  result  all  the  same  was  that  he  (Mr. 
Thomas)  had  a  majority  of  pretty  nearly 
fonr  to  one  ;  and  that  was  the  position 
ia  nearly  every  oouoty  in  Wales  at  the 
pMeent  moment,  and  for  hon.  Members 
to  say  that  disestablishment  and  disen- 
dowment  of  the  Chnrch  io  Wales  was 
not  demanded  by  the  people  showed 
either  tiwt  they  had  not  been  in  Wales 
at  all  to  judge  for  themselves,  or  if  they 
had  been  there  they  must  have  closed 
their  eyee  to  what  was  going  on  about 
them,  and  to  the  evidence  of  the  feeling 
of  the  people  upon  this  matter.  With 
regard  to  tithes,  he  maintained  they  were 
origiDalty  given  for  three  purposes — the 
relief  of  the  poor,  edacation,  and  religioD. 
They  were  to  be  devoted  to  these  three 
objects,  and  not  to  one  of  them  only,  and 
he  rejoiced  to  think  that  the  ultimate 
effect  of  this  Bill  would  be  to  restore 
these  funds  to  their  old  uses  for  the 
benefit  of  the  nation,  and  take  them  out 
of  the  hands  of  those  who  had  been 
using  them  for  so  many  years  merely  for 
tbe  purpose  of  iucreasing  the  power  of 
the  Conservative  Party,  especially  in  the 
country  districts  where  the  Church  had 
no  hold  on  the  people.  '[A  cry  of 
"OU  !"]  Yes,  he  waa  literally  accurate 
in  so  speaking  of  the  country  districts. 
Although  he  agreed  that  in  the  large 
towns  like  Cardiff  and  Swansea,  where 
there  were  large  populations,  a  propor- 
tion of  which  were  dependent  upon  the 
Church  as  it  were,  the  Church  had  suc- 
ceeded very  well,  he  contended  that  in 
the  eonntry  districts  the  Church  was  now 
what  it  had  been  for  many  years  —  a 
total  failure.  Tbe  hon.  Gentleman  ended 
up  his  speech  by  telling  Members  that  the 
Chnrch  in  Wales  was  the  finest  national 
inrtitution  that  Welshmen  ever  bad.  He 
did  not  mean  to  say  that  that  was  not  the 
honest  opinion  of  bis  hon.  Friend,  but  his 
own  view  was  that  Welshmen  were  the 
best  jndges  as  to  what  were  their  best 
iiutttntions,  and  Welshmen  had  come 
to  an  emphatic  conclusion  about  the 
National  Chnrch  in  Wales,  which  was 
that  it  was  a  failure.  Thwe  was  no  man 
in  the  House  who  eonld  say  it  was  not 


a  failure  if  he  conceded  the  fact  that 
there  '  were  not  one  -  quarter  of  the 
inhabitants  of  Wales  who  believed  in  tbe 
Church  as  the  Chnrch  of  the  people. 
This  waa  not  the  first  time  they  had  had 
a  disenssien  upon  this  subjeet  in  the 
House.  He  remembned  two  or  three 
discussions,  and  they  had  had  speeches 
to-night  from  hon.  Members  which  they 
bad  beard  any  time  before  during  the  last 
five  or  six  years.  AH  the  Welsh  Mem- 
bers had  made  up  their  minds  about  this 
measure ;  iu  Wales  the  minds  of  the 
people  had  been  made  up  for  a  long  time. 
In  order,  as  he  had  said,  to  secure  good 
government  they  must  give  the  people 
what  they  wanted.  The  Welsh  people 
wanted  disestablishment  and  disendow- 
ment,  and  the  Government  would  satisfy 
them  by  giving  them  this  measure,  and 
the  sooner  their  legislation  became 
effective  the  better  it  would  be  for  all 
concerned — for  the  Church  and  for  the 
people.  He  was  convinced  that  the 
result  of  the  measure  would  be  this  : 
When  the  Church  in  Wales  was  dis- 
established and  disendowed  she  would  be 
a  successful  Religious  Body,  which  she 
was  not  at  the  present  time.  That  was 
not  a  view  that  he  was  giving  to  them 
for  the  first  time  that  night,  but  one 
which  he  had  always  given  to  his  con- 
stituents. Host  of  his  constituents  were 
Nonconformists,  and  they  believed  with 
him  that  the  Church,  once  free  from  the 
trammels  of  the  State,  would  be  success- 
ful, and  very  successful,  throughout  the 
whole  of  the  more  thickly-populated  dis- 
tricts of  Wales,  and  they  hoped  she  might 
even  succeed  more  than  hitherto  in  the 
country  districts.  With  regard  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary,  he  desired  to  say  that 
he  for  one  had  never  had  the  pleasure  of 
listening  to  a  clearer  explanation  of  a 
Bill.  At  the  same  time,  he  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  this  measure  satisfied  all  his 
aspirations.  He  could  have  hoped  for  a 
little  more ;  but  he  would  not  go  into 
that  now,  because  he  did  not  think  that 
the  occasion  of  the  First  Reading  of  a 
Bill  was  one  for  picking  holes  in  it.  He 
believed  that,  speaking  generally,  it  would 
satisfy  his  eonstitneuts  as  it  satisfied 
him.  It  was  his  belief  that  the  Bill 
was  the  beginning  of  a  better  condition 
of  things  in  Wales.  When  it  had  done 
its  wwk,  they  would  find  Chnrobmen 
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and  NoDConformists  ia  Walea  approach- 
ing each  other  in  a  kinder  spirit,  stand- 
ing on  the  same  platform,  iqstead  of  as  at 
present  standing  the  one  on  one  side  and 
the  other  on  the  other  side.  He  was 
afraid  tbAt  perhaps  one  of  the  results  of 
this  might  be  that  the  Welsh  would  not 
be  so  Radical  as  thej  were  now.  Dises- 
tablishment and  disendowment  would  tend 
to  make  them  more  Conserratire,  but  it 
would  be  better  for  the  country  when  this 
evil  was  removed,  when  Xonconforausts 
and  Churchmen  would  meek  as  equ^  and 
not  as  men  one  of  whom  thought  himself 
ai^wrioT  to  the  other,  and  when  the 
Bdigious  Bodies  of  the  Piincipality  would 
all  be  placed  on  the  same  footing. 
•Sir  R.  WKBSTEE  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  he  did  not  think  that  the  House 
would  expect  an  apology  from  him  for 
intervening  in  the  present  Debate.  At 
any  rate,  he  was  not  one  of  those  who 
was  open  to  the  accusation  made  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  who  had  just 
spoken  of  wishing  to  say  again  what  he 
had  said  on  a  previous  occasion,  for  he 
had  never  addressed  the  House  on  that 
subject  before.  The  subject  was  one  to 
which  he  had  for  many  ^ears  given  a 
great  deal  of  close  attention.  He  had 
had  an  intimate  knowledge  and  acquaint- 
ance with  the  state  of  things  that  existed 
in  South  Wales,  aud  was  more  intimately 
acquainted  than  perhaps  hon.  Gentlemen 
might  think  with  the  affairs  of  the 
Church  in  the  Principality.  He  must 
admit,  however,  that  he  had  not  the 
same  knowledge  of  North  Wales.  Before 
going  further,  be  should  like  to  add  his 
respectful  tribute  to  the  speech  of  the 
Home  Secretary.  It  was  not  possible 
for  him  to  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman^s  views,  but  he  felt  that  the 
whole  House  must  be  indebted  to  him 
for  the  clear  and  well-arranged  statement 
he  put  before  the  House,  which  had 
enabled  them  all  to  appreciate  what 
the  proposals  of  the  Government  were. 
There  were  one  or  two  speeches  which 
followed  the  Home  Secretary's  which  he 
thought  worthy  of  notice.  He  would 
refer,  first,  to  &ai  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  jnst  sat  down.  Soma  time  since 
they  heard  an  exposition  from  the  Prime 
Minister  as  to  the  conditions  which  would 
induce  him  to  vote  for  or  against  dis- 
estabiiahmeut.  He  thought  ^e  candour 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 

Mr,  Abel  Tfumuu 


her  for  East  Cannarthen  would  have  led 
them  to  the  conobision  that  his  maio 
reason  for  voting  for  disestablishment  was 

that  the  majority  of  the  members  of  the 
Church  which  they  were  asked  to  dis- 
establish and  disendow  were  opposed  to 
him  in  their  political  views.  [Mr.  Abbi. 
Thouas  :  No.]    It  was  difficult  to  put 
any  other  construction  upon  the  hon. 
Member^s  language.   All  he  coold  say 
with  regard  to  that  was  that  he  did  not 
think  it  lay  in  the  mouths  of  Radical 
Members  for  Wales  to  criticise  any 
political  agitation  proceeding  from  the 
Church  of  England.    If  it  were  the 
right  time  and  the  proper  opportunity  to 
quote  the  language  of  the  Welsh  verna- 
cular Press  he  could  quote  passage  after 
passage  to  show  that  the  Welsh  Press, 
nine-tenths  of  the  newspapers  of  which 
were  controlled  by  Nonconformists,  had 
been  doing  its  utmost  to  make  this  a 
political  question.  The  hon,  aud  learned 
Gentleman  said  that  the  Church  in 
Wales  was  not  the  church  of  die  poor  or 
of  the  labouring  class.     He  was  not 
going  to  understate  any  argument  'ox 
suggest  any  figures  as  to  majorities  or 
numbers,  but  he  was  going  to  state,  aud 
would  be  prepared  at  the  proper  occasion 
to  substantiate  with  details,  that  if  any 
person  suggested  that  the   Church  of 
England  in  Wales  was  not  becoraiog  more 
and  more  the  Church  of  the  labourer  and 
of  the  poor  he  was  wholly  ignorant  of 
what  the  work  of  the  Church  in  Wales 
had  been  and  of  what  the  Church  was 
now  doing.    Now  he  would  come  to  the 
speech  of  the  Home  Secretary,  and  he 
confessed  that  he  shared  the  opinions  tA 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bristol  (Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach)  and  hia 
astonishment  at  the  way  in  which  this 
Bill  had  been  presented  to  the  House. 
There  was  no  &iult  to  find  with  the 
lucidity  of  statement  or  with  the  exposi- 
tion of  details.    But  with  regard  to  this 
Bill,  with  regard  to  this   Debate,  the 
most  important  Debate  initiated  in  thia 
House    during     this     Session  —  be- 
cause this  was  practically    the  first 
time   that    the    proposiU    had  been 
brought  forward  by  the  Government 
to  disestablish  the  Chuxdi  of  England — 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  tiiought 
it  enough  to  initiate  it  in  a  few  general 
temia,  with  a  few  general  propoeitioas, 
without  venturing  to  give  the  Hoiue  the 
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dl^test  wgaments  in  ito  support.  It 
seemed  to  him  thet  that  vm  contrary  to 
all  PwlUunentary  preoedent.  He  would 
not  refff  to  the  precedent  of  the  Irish 
Church  Debate,  for  attention  had  already 
been  called  to  that ;  bat  he  would  ventnre 
to  observe  that  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian thought  fit  to  introdnce  the  Bill 
which  they  all  remembered  so  well — the 
Home  Rule  Bill  of  1886 — in  a  speech  in 
which  he  spent  an  hour  and  a  half  in 
expounding  the  necessity  for  the  change. 
His  oompdaint,  ther^ore,  was — and  it 
was  a  complaint  which  Uie  House  was 
entitled  to  make — that  no  Ministff  of 
the  Crown,  no  Government  was  entitled 
to  come  down  and  propOBe  a  scheme  for 
such  a  vast  change,  and  to  assume  as 
the  basis  of  his  argument  propositions 
which  he  knew  were  seriously  contested 
by  practically  every  one  of  bis  opponents. 
It  was  all  very  well  to  say  that  the 
House  had  expressed  an  opinion  on  the 
question  of  fact.  It  was  not  enough  to 
say  that  becanse  82  or  33  Members  for 
Wales  were  in  favour  of  it  that  ms 
anfficient  to  jostify  the  proposal.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  anderstand 
that  he  (Sir  R.  Webster)  did  not  impute 
anything  which  he  was  not  prepared  to 
justify  in  argument.  But  what  were  the 
propositions  which  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man had  told  them  he  was  prepared  to 
jostify,  and  which  he  wduld  assume,  and 
which  would  only  occupy  a  moment  or 
two  in  expounding  ?  The  first  was  that 
the  Church  in  Wales  was  the  Church  of 
«  comparatively  small  minority.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gratleman  had  followed  the 
Xtobates  on  this  question — ^if  he  had 
listened  to  the  Debate  initiated  by  the 
Member  for  Flintshire  (Mr.  8.  Smith) 
two  years  ago  and  tbe  Debate  on  his  own 
Suspensory  Bill  last  year — he  woold 
know  that  not  only  was  that  statement 
not  accepted  by  the  opponents  of  Dis- 
establishment, but  was  disputed  by  them, 
«Dd  that  they  showed  that  the  Nonoon- 
fonnists  did  not  dare  to  take  a  oensns  on 
the  question. 

•Mb.  ASQUITH  :  Then  may  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Qentlenun  whether  he 
aaserte  that  the  Bapportera  of  tlw  Eatab-' 
Ushment  in  Wides  are  not  a  minority  of 
the  people  <rf  that  Principality  ? 

SiK  R.  WEBSTER  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  left  out  the 
dnoat  important  wot^  for  he  l»d  aaSd 


that  wA  only  was  that  Chureh  the  Chnreh 
of  the  minority,  bat  ol  a  comparativdy 
small  minority,  and  he  knew  qnite  well 
that  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  Oppo- 
sition that  was  a  very  material  distinction. 
It  was  all  very  well  to  briog  in  Calvinists, 
Baptists  and  Wesleyans,  but  they  had  to 
look  at  the  Church  as  a  body — at  its  work 
for  good,  for  the  spread  of  education,  for 
the  spreiMl  of  religion — compared  with 
other  bodies  ;  and  if  he  affirmed  they  were 
to  take  all  the  combined  Nonconformist 
bodies,  and  put  them  together,  and 
even  include  the  Roman  Catholics, 
which  on  a  question  of  this  kind 
they  had  do  right  to  do,  it  would  be 
found  that  the  English  Church  in  Wales 
and  the  Nonconformist  bodies  would  be 
very  nearly  equally  divided.  [Criet  of 
Oh  I "]  He  cared'not  for  jeers  or  sneers 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House.  They 
would  not  prevent  him  saying  what  was 
bis  distinct  conviction  from  the  investi- 
gation he  had  been  able  to  make  into 
this  mattw.  If  the  figures  which  Mr. 
Gee  had  so  caref uUy  suppressed  for  years 
had  been  brooght  out  the  Church  would 
have  been  found  to  embrace  among 
its  members  something  approaching  one- 
half  of  the  population  of  the  country. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  not  mis- 
understand him.  He  (Sir  R.  Webster) 
might  be  right  or  he  might  be  wrong,  but 
the  Home  Secretary  had  no  right  to 
assume  for  the  purposes  of  this  Debate 
that  the  Church  only  represented  a  com- 
paratively small  minority.  He  gave  all 
credit  to  us  righthon.  Friend  for  sincerity 
of  pnipoaa ;  bat  the  next  propositran 
whioh  he  had  aaked  the  Honae  to  assume 
was  one  which  oaght  nevOT  to  have  been 
made  to  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  Church  in 
Wales  was  aasoeiated  with  injurious 
and  hnmiliating  memories.  Did  he 
refer  to  the  period  when  clergymen  who 
were  appointed  had  not  sufficient 
knowledge  of  the  Welsh  language  ?  No 
one  regretted  that  more  than  he  did.  Or 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refer  to  the 
time  when  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
absenteeism  from  earas  boUi  in  England 
ud  WaUa  ?  No  one  de^ored  those 
pwieda  more  than  he  did.  But  speaking 
of  tiie  hiatoiy  of  the.  Chnreh  of  Wales 
and  its  leading  events,  not  Ua  Uie  laat  20 
or  80  years,  hot,  as  be  had  traced  th«n, 
for  centoriaa,  it  woa  nntnu  to  say  that 
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there  w^e  mj  nore  injnrioas  or 
homiluting  memories  assoeifttod  with  the 
Churah  in  Wales  than  with  the  history 
ctf  the  English  Chnrcb,  or  anj  other 
Church.'  ETorybodj  had  to  lament  the 
eoDdition  of  things  which  existed  in  the 
18th  century  with  regard  to  Cburoh  life. 
But  that  was  happily  long  past,  and  to 
found  the  present  action  towards  the 
Church  on  that  state  of  things  was  as  just 
as  to  condemn  a  man,  against  whose 
character  nothing  could  be  said,  because 
in  his  youth  he  had  committed  indis* 
oretions.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  the  Welsh  Church  was  the 
symbol  of  nation^  discord.  What  did  he 
mean  ?  When  had  natiooal  discord  arisen 
in  any  other  sense  than  it  arose  wherever 
there  were  established  and  dominant 
churches  for  which  bodies  had  from  time 
to  time  broken  away  ?  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  suggest  that  because 
there  were  Methodists,  Calvioists, 
Baptists,  and  Congregationalists  in 
Wales,  the  Cburoh  was  a  symbol  of 
national  discord  ?  Did  he  pretend  that 
those  pOTSons  who  belonged  to  the  Non- 
conformist bodies  were  more  or  Iws 
Welsh  than  those  who  adhered  to  the 
National  Church  ?  The  fact  was  that 
the  working  classes,  who  in  lai^  numbers 
were  members  of  the  Church,  would  be 
found  to  be  as  devoted  to  the  national 
language  and  literature,  and  to  possess  the 
natiODiH  sentiment,  jnst  as  strongly  as  the 
Calvinists,  or  Baptists,  or  Wesleyans. 
He  said  that  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man came  to  prove  before  this  House 
that  the  existence  of  the  Chnreh  in  Wales 
was  a  symbol  of  national  discord,  he 
would  find  himself  unable  to  divide  ^e 
two  daases  into  one  opinion  or  the  other. 
All  the  right  hon.  Gen^eman  ooold  do  was 
to  say  that  the  Chureh  in  Wales  in  years 
gone  by  had  been  so  conducted  that  there 
were  now  greater  signs  of  dissent  in 
some  parts  of  Wales  than  there  would 
be  in  coiresponding  districts  of  England, 
It  was  a  proposition  that  he  denied  tiiat 
the  existence  of  the  Churoh  in  Wales 
was  a  symbol  of  natMUHd  discord.  The 
noKt  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  G^- 
tleman  which  they  were  auced  te  asnune 
was  that  the  Churoh  was  an  agggeesive ' 
sectarian  power.  What  did  tlw  right 
hoB.  Gwtleman  mean  f  Was  the  disaire 
to  build  ohnrohes  and -to  go  among  the 
poor  work  which  thv  right  hon.  Goide- 

Sir  if.  Webiter 


man  would  d^recate  ?  Was  the  desire 
to  In-ing  men  into  the  fbld  of  the  Chnreh 
work  which  llie  right  hon.  Gen^eman 
would  endeavour  to  prevent  ?  What  right 
had  the  right  hon.  G^tlemao  to  speak  of 
the  aggressive  sectarian  power  of  the 
Churoh  unless  he  applied  those  epithets  to 
the  activity  of  theChurch  ?  The  activity 
of  the  Church  was  the  activity  of  her 
ministers  and  Bishops,  and  it  had  led 
men  to  go  out  into  the  bills  and  vall^s 
of  Wales  and,  with  no  great  remunera- 
tion for  themselves,  to  pass  lAuar  days 
in  endeavouring  to  spread  what  they 
believed  was  true  religion  among  t^e 
people.  There  was  no  more  aggressive 
sectarian  power  in  the  vitaility  of  the 
Chorch  than  in  that  of  any  other  Chureh 
which  desired  to  spread  its  doctrines  and 
enlarge  its  membership.  What  bad  the 
Baptists  and  Calvinists  and  Methodists 
been  doing  all  over  the  country  exci^t 
to  endeavour  to  spread  their  own  teach- 
ing ?  It  was  not,  in  his  opinion,  a  just 
way  of  dealing  with  the  question  to 
attribute  to  the  Church  such  a  descrip- 
tion without  telling  the  Honse  what  was 
meant,  leanng  tboa  to  assume  from  the 
right  hon.  Gendeman's  language  that 
siwh  epithets  were  a  proper  descr^on 
of  the  Chnreh*s  work.  They  wen  told 
that  the  Cbnrch  had  been  singled  out 
because  it  enjoyed  from  the  State  a 
patrimony  which  the  Nonooilformists  re- 
garded as  theirs.  In  his  view,  the  Non- 
conformists bad  been  most  improperly 
led  by  misrepresentations  of  history  and 
of  justice  and  equity  to  believe  that  pro- 
perty which  had  been  dedicated  to  re- 
ligious purposes  was  theu«  in  the 
sense  that  they  were  entitled  to 
derote  .it  to  other  purposes  than  tlAt 
to  whidt  it  was  origually  dedicated. 
It  was  in  that  srase  that  the  Neneon- 
formiats  of  Wales  had  been  taught  to 
believe  that  the-  Church  revenue  was 
th«r  property  and  patrimony.  He  ooold 
not  hope  within  the  limits  of  time  at  hia 
disposal  to  deal'  exhaustively  with  the 
propositions  of  the  Home  Secretary,  but 
there  was  one  reason  why  he  wished  nOw 
to  make  his  {potest  against  the  assussp^ 
tion  that  these  propositions  would  Mt 
pennit  of  any  denial  or  any  refntation. 
He  thought  it  was  ■  extnaiMly  donhtftil 
whether  they  would  -ever  haVe  aootiier 
opportunity  at  dedingwitb  the  queatioiL 
He  did  not  know  irfaetiier'fawi.'Membcra 
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from  Wales  were  kltogetber  satisfied  with 
the  position  of  matten.  It  was  not 
necessary  for  him.  to  sunniae  whether 
thej  were  salisGed  with  the  details  of 
the  Bill.  He  ouderatood  the  fight  hon. 
Grentlemao  the  Home  Secretary  to  say 
that  he  had  never  heard  of  Mr.  tiee. 
Probably  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  was  that  his  proposals  were  not 
taken  from  Mr.  Gee^s  paper. 

Mb.  ASQUIXH  :  I  said  I  had  never 
seen  his  scheme. 

Sir  K  WEBSTER  said,  he  hod  read 
that  scheme  very  oaref ully»  and  it  looke^ 
as  if  the  language  of  the  <  Bill  had  been 
dxawn  by.  some  person  who '  had  a  most 
intimate  knowledlge  of  Mr.  Gee.  There 
was  a  marrellous  running  together  of 
ideas  and  phrases  and  expressions.  With 
regard  ^o  the  way  in  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  deal  with  depwtures  from  the 
Irish  Church  Bill,  there  was  a  remarkable 
family  likeness  between  the  Bill  which 
the  Home  Secretary  had  presented  and 
the  scheme  which  was  fully  discussed  in 
Wales  under  Mr.  Gee's  auspices.  He 
desired  the  Honse  to  appreciate  the  posi- 
tion of  matters  and  the  number  of  persons 
affected  by  the  BilL  They  were  dealing 
with  a  r^igious  estahUshment  ministering 
to  a  population  of  1,780,000  people.  It 
bad  1,010  benefices  and  1,488  clergymen. 
It  was  a  very  remarkable  circumstance 
that,  speaking  of  the  period  of  this  cen- 
tury, the  number  of  clergymen  hod  in- 
creased from  700  to  1,488.  He  thought 
it  was  fair  ta  say  that  that  was  a  direct 
indication  of  the  vitality  of  the  Church. 
One  of  the  charges  brought  against  the 
Church  in  Wales  was  that  unneoessary 
churches  bad  been  built  and  money  nn- 
neeessarily  spent,  having  regard  to  the 
requirement*  of  the  people,  but  he  did 
not  Uiink  the  charge  had  erer  been  made 
that  the  Church  had  too  many  clergymen. 
Certainly  the  stipends  of  the  clergy  were 
not  such  as  to  attract  the  clergy.  The 
average  stipend  in  the  Frinci^Jity  was 
only  about  £143,  and,  in  view  of  endow- 
menta  in  some  cases,  it  was  clear  that  a 
huge  proportion  <rf  the  clergy  in  Wales 
were  working  for  a  mere  pittance — under 
XlOO  a  year— "and  yet  were  doing  good 
work  fiv  the  Church  in  which  ib^  be- 
lieved, and  wera  certainly  not  doing;  it  for 
the  mere  «ake  of  the  stipend.  He  would 
like  in  justice  to  refer  to  the  money 
spent  npon  the  cathedrals,  whielf  the 


Home  Secretary  proposed  to  take  en- 
tirely out  of  the  care  of  the  Church  and 
to  band  over  to  a  body  constituted  they 
knew  not  how.  In  the  restoration  of  the 
three  cathedrals  of  Llandaff,  St.  Asaph, 
and  St.  David's,  no  less  a  sum  than 
£450,000  had  been  speot  during  the 
present  century ;  and,  although  some 
portion  had  no  doubt  been  the  money 
of  Noncouformiste,  who  recognised  the 
value  of  the  treasures  they  possessed, 
most  of  that  sum  had  been  contributed 
by  Churchmen.  If  the  Bill  reached  a 
later  stage  be  hoped  an  opportunity 
would  be  afforded  for  bringing  before  the 
House  what  amount  had  been  voluntarily 
expended  upon  churches  and  parsonages. 
Church  schools,  and  kindred  establish- 
ments— and  this,  too,  at  a  time  when  it 
was  asserted  by  the  Home  Secretary  and 
others  that  the  Church  had  not  been  ful- 
filling her  responsibilities.  Another 
point  he  wanted  to  touch  upon  was  the 
suggestion  put  forward  that  the  Church 
in  Wales  was  not  the  Church  of  the 
poor  but  of  the  rich,  not  the  Church  of 
the  many  but  of  the  few.  He  had  no 
wish  to  overstate  the  work  of  the  Church. 
The  real  test  of  the  work  which  the  Chureh 
was  doing  was  to  be  found  in  those 
places  where  there  was  a  growing  popu- 
lation. In  the  Rhondda  Valley,  which 
was  almost  entirely  a  working-class 
population,  the  Bishop  of  Llandaff,  who 
hod  been  in  the  See  for  10  or  II  years,  had 
during  the  past  three  years  consecrated 
five  new  Churches,  and  before  that  he  bad 
consecrated  six  others.  Those  Churches 
had  been  built  almost  wholly  out  of  con- 
tributions by  working  men,  and  the 
astonishing  part  of  the  matter  was  that, 
even  daring  the  periods  of  strikes  and 
depression,  working  men  had  still  come 
forward  with  their,  contributions,  to 
the  Church.  [Mr.  Asquith  :  Hear, 
hear  I]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
cheered  tbat  statement,  but  there  was 
no  indication  of  it  in  his  speech.  The 
Leader  of  the  Welsh  Party  had  come 
forward  aud  spoken  of  the  Church  as  the 
Church  of  the  wealthy.  There  was  one 
fact  which  bad  not,  perhaps,  come 
within  the  knowledge  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  had  no  peraonal  know- 
ledge of  the  matter,  but  it  was  given  to 
him  on  good  authority — it  was,  that  4o 
the  dioceae  of  St.  Asaph,  although  he  was 
not  personally  acqqainted  wiu  it,  thera 
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were  no  less  then  90  parishes  in  which 
the  clergyman  of  the  Church  of  England 
was  the  only  minister  of  religion.  It  was 
hy  the  examioation  of  such  details  as 
these  that  the  real  work  of  tbe  Church 
could  be  appreciated.  It  was  not  just  or 
right  to  say  that  the  Church  was  "  the 
symbol  of  national  discord."  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  bad  spolcen  as  though 
the  Church  had  not  been  increasing  its 
influence  over  ttie  people.  He  really 
thought  if  they  were  discussing  this 
matter  outside  the  House  hon.  Members 
from  Wales  would  not  deny  that  ihe  in- 
flnence  of  the  Church  had  been  increasing. 
But  there  was  one  other  aspect  of  the 
case  which  should  uot  be  lost  sight  of, 
and  that  was  that  the  prosperity  of  the 
Konconformist  Churches  was  not  in- 
creasing. ["  Oh  !"]  He  hoped  he  should 
be  permitted  to  state  his  case.  Ho 
courted  investigation  of  the  matter.  He 
would  talie  the  Calvioists.  From  1884  to 
1886,  according  to  their 'own  Returns, 
there  was  a  decrease  of  4,244  communi- 
oants.  There  was  a  decrease  iu  the  same 
period  of  £6,051  in  their  collections,  and 
what  was  more  important,  there  was  an 
iucrease  of  debt  upon  the  chapels  of 
£76,192.  With  regard  to  thcBaptists,  there 
was  a  decrease  in  three  years,  from  1883 
to  1886,  of  56  clergymen,  and  there  was 
a  decrease  between  1884  and  1886of  432 
members  of  the  Baptist  oommuoity. 
These  figures  might  be  supplemented 
with  others  relating  to  various  deuomi- 
natious,  though  he  did  not  say  to  the 
same  extent.  Therefore,  he  contended 
that  the  state  of  the  Nonconformist 
Chnroh  at  the  present  time  was  not  as 
prosperous  as  it  was  five,  or  six,  or  eieht 
years  ago.  This  led  him  to  think  that 
probably  the  Nonconformists  thought 
this  was  an  opportune  time  to  attack  the 
Church  in  Wales.  What  was  the  testi- 
mony of  a  Nonconformist  as  to  the  work 
of  the  Church  ?  Perhaps  one  of  the  most 
distinguished  Nonconformists,  speaking 
OD  this  subject,  said  that — 

"  In  the  whole  history  of  ChristeDdom  there 
is  no  such  remarkable  religiouB  prc^resa  as  that 
made  hj  the  Church  of  England  in  Wales  in 
the  last  fiO  Tears." 

And  this  was  the  time  that  was  chosen 
by  the  Nonconformist  bodies  to  pnt  in 
array  their  forces  against  the  Church  of 
England.  Perhaps  they  thought  that  if 
they  were  to  have  any  chance  they  had 

Sir  S,  fVebiter 


better  make  the  struggle  before  the 
Church  further  strengthened  her  position; 
before  the  Nonoonformlsts  ceasm  to  he 
able  to  say,  as  the  Nonconformists  on 
the  whole  had  some  claim  to  say,  that 
they  represented  the  majority  uf  the 
Welsh  people.  Now  he  came  to  that 
which  was  the  most  important  point. 
What  was  this  property  which  they  were 
intending  to  divert  from  the  purposes  to 
which  it  was  now  devoted  ?  They  were 
not  standing  there  as  lawyers,  so  far  as 
the  purposes  of  this  argument  was  con- 
cerned. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ad- 
mitted that  the  property  was  the  pro- 
perty of  each  individual  benefice.  Upon 
that  extraordinary  argument  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  contended  that  he  was 
justified  in  diverting  the  property  to 
parochial  and  other  purposes.  They  had 
heard  that  night  of  some  King  who,  be- 
cause he  had  committed  a  murder, 
directed  that  the  tithe  should  be  appro- 
priated to  the  purposes  to  which  it  was 
appropriated.  He  believed  that  no  one 
who  had  ever  investigated  the  origin  of 
tbe  tithe  had  ever  given  that  account  of 
it.  He  did  not  understand  what  the 
Home  Secretary  and  others  who  had 
spoken  meant  when  they  spoke  of  tithe 
as  national  property.  He  knew  of  a 
national  literature,  of  national  poetry, 
and  of  the  National  Debt,  but  he  could 
only  understand  national  property  to  mean 
property  l^ally  or  equitably  contributed 
by  the  nation.  It  was  well  known,  as 
far  as  the  Church  of  England  was  con- 
cerned, that  the  only  direct  contribution 
made  to  it  hy  the  State  was  the 
£2,500,000  contributed  at  the  beginning 
of  this  century.  He  respectfnlfy  sut^ 
mitted  tiiat  no  one  had  ever 
been  able  to  establish  the  propoiitioa 
which  justified  the  sn^^tion  that  tithes 
were  national  property.  He  said  this, 
because  he  thought  it  was  one  of  the 
cardinal  points  upon  which  the  reason 
for  this  attempted  spoliation  rested. 
Ignorant  persons  had  been  led  to  believe 
that  the  tithe  was  something  that  the 
State  had  diverted  from  other  purposes 
to  the  purposes  of  the  Church.  Even  so 
eminent  a  lawyer  as  the  hon.  Member  fw 
Carmarthen  had  said  that  the  tithe  was 
originally  appropriated  to  the  poor,  or  to 
charity,  or  to  education.  He  did  not 
believe  that  to  be  an  awnrate  statement. 
Whaterer  might  have  been  the  <»4ginal 
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appropriation,  it  was  an  appropriation  by 
the  State.  It  was  an  appropriation  made 
from  time  to  time  by  tlie  individual 
State.  There  was  no  justice  or  warrant 
for  the  suggestion  tliat  any  appropriation 
was  made  by  the  nation  in  respect  of 
national  property  being  devoted  to  this 
purpose.  His  point  with  regard  to  the 
matter  was  that  for  a  great  uumt^er  of 
years  the  tithe  had  been  devoted  to  pur- 
poses for  which  it  was  originally  appro- 
priated by  the  dedication  and  at  the 
will  of  those  who  might  have  appropriated 
it  to  other  purposes.  It  could  not  be 
denied  that  this  property  had  hitherto 
been  employed  in  the  cause  of  retigion  ; 
and  this  was  not  a  scheme  of  reform  by 
which  it  was  proposed  to  do  the  religious 
work  better.  The  proposal  was  to  take 
the  money  away  from  religions  and  apply 
it  to  secular  purposes,  and  those  purposes 
were  incousistent  with  tlie  origin  of  the 
property  and  its  historic  use.  The 
itcheme  laid  the  GroverDment  open  to 
tterioos  accusation.  The  secular  purposes 
included  the  provision  of  trained  nurses  ; 
and  then  came  district  halls.  They 
knew  what  halls  were  to  be  .used  for ; 
that  came  out  in  the  discussions  on  the 
Parish  Councils  Bill.  They  would  he 
the  scenes  of  agitated  political  meetings, 
of  rivalry  between  competing  candidates. 
Could  that  be  reconciled  with  the  original 
intention  with  which  the  money  was 
given  to  Church  purposes  ?  The  pur- 
poses also  included  education  and — 

"Au^  other  purpose  of  local  and  general 
ntilit;  not  provided  for  out  of  the  rates.*' 

Yes,  but  most  of  these  objects  could  be 
provided  for  out  of  the  rates.  It  was 
obvious  ignorant  people  would  be  led  to 
suppose  that  disestablishment  would  re- 
lieve their  own  pockets.  The  intention 
might  be  disclaimed,  but  not  the  effect. 
Translations  from  the  vernacular  Press 
had  been  quoted  in  the  House  by  Mr. 
Byron  Reed  which  indicated  that  the 
advocates  of  disestablishment  did  not 
hesitate  to  put  this  view  befora  the 
people.  Ko  one  who  had  studied  the 
subject  even  superficially,  no  one  who 
had  made  himself  acquainted  with  the 
history  of  the  Welsh  Churoh,  could  have 
the  slightest  doubt  that  for  centuries 
private  benefactors,  with  large-hearted 
charity  and  great  benevolence,  had  set 
aside  funds  for  the  greatest  and  most 
sacred  purpose  that  man  coold  conceive — 
namely,  the  worship  of  Almighty  God 

VOL.  XXIII.  [VOUBTR  SCRIES.] 


according  to  the  Christian  faith.  He 
could  understand  a  proposal  that  these 
funds  should  be  taken,  and  under  the 
direction  of  wise  men  distributed  among 
bodies  thought  to  be  carrying  on  the 
same  work  in  a  better  way.  But  this 
proposal  was  not  made  upon  any  such 
ground.  The  Calviuist,  Methodist,  and 
Wesleyan  Bodies  in  Wales  did  not  dare 
to  ask  that  these  funds  should  be  diverted 
directly  to  their  own  purposes,  for  they 
knew  that  that  would  be  downright 
spoliation  and  robbery.  No;  they  did 
not  make  that  claim,  but  they  w^  trying 
to  do  indirectly  what  they  dared  not  do 
directly.  They  could  not  ask  fur  con- 
tributions from  the  funds  of  the  Church 
towards  the  maintenance  of  their  own 
chapels  and  thestipends  of  thetr  ministers, 
but  they  asked  for  contributions  towards 
the  parish  room,  the  public  library,  and 
other  purposes,  and  thus  hoped  to  spare 
themselves  expenditure.  But  it  was 
scarcely  less  unjust,  if  at  all,  to  strive  to 
appropriate  funds  indirectly  than  to  ask 
for  them  directly.  He  wished  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  could  Tote  upon  this 
measure  uncontrolled  by  Party  ties.  He 
should  then  appeal  confidently  to  many 
of  them  to  support  him  in  his  opposition 
to  the  Bill.  Because  he  believed  that  in 
the  end  national  disaster  resulted  from 
unjust  deeds,  and  that  wrouge  committed 
by  a  nation  did  not  remain  unpunished, 
he  asked  the  House  to  reject  this  scheme, 
which  was  contrary  to  every  principle  of 
right  and  equity. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned."— 
{Mr,  Lloyd- George.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjonrned  till  Monday  next. 
ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

WILD  BIRDS  PROTECTION  ACT  (1S80) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  134.) 

COMMITTEE. 

\_Progrett  28rd  April.'] 
BiU  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Claase  1  agreed  to. 
Chinse  2. 

Viscount  CBANBORNE  (Roches- 
ter) moved  the  omission  of  Siib-section  1. 
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He  said,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
after  the  discuBsious  that  took  place  last 
Session  in  both  Houses  it  would  not  be 
well  that  the  County  Council  or  any 
other  body  should  have  power  to  forbid 
the  coUectiou  of  all  eggs.  Sub-section  (1) 
dealt  with  eggs  of  every  species,  whilst 
Sab-section  (2)  proposed  that  the  power 
of  protection  should  extend  only  to 
particular  species.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  would  gain 
all  they  desired  by  Sub-section  (2),  and 
that  Sub-section  (1)  gave  unnecessarily 
large  powers. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
14,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (1.) — {Vis- 
count Cranbome.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Sub-section 
(1)  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Sir  H.  maxwell  (Wigton)  said, 

he  thought  his  noble  Friend  could  not  be 
aware  of  the  origin  of  the  sub-section. 
When  the  Bill  left  the  House  last  year  it 
contained  only  the  proviso  for  the  protec- 
tion of  eggs  of  different  species.  It  had 
been  found  on  consultation  with  various 
learned  bodies  that  great  difficulty  in 
many  if  not  in  most  cases  existed  in  identi- 
fying the  eggs  of  different  species.  Some 
authorities  went  so  far  as  to  say  that 
no  conscientious  ornithologist  would 
be  prepared  to  swear  to  the  identity  of 
ftuy  egg  unless  he  had  seen  the  bird  lay 
it.  Of  course,  it  was  only  under  very 
exceptional  circumstances  indeed  that  this 
security  would  be  obtained.  The  first 
eub-sectiou  was  the  proviso  substituted 
by  the  iLords  last  year  for  the  proviso 
agreed  to  by  the  Commons,  and  it  had 
now  been  inserted  as  an  alternative  to 
the  original  proposal.  He  was  aware 
that  both  provisos  were  subject  to  the 
same  objection.  It  would  be  extremely 
difficult  for  any  body  like  the  County 
Council  to  decide  what  eggs  were  capable 
of  identification  and  what  areas  should  be 
protected  in  order  to  secure  the  eggs  of 
certain  species  that  vested  within  those 
areas.  On  the  whole,  it  had  seemed  to 
those  who  took  an  interest  in  the  Bill 
that  the  best  course  was  to  give  Local 
Authorities  the  alternative  of  the  two 
proposals  of  Sub-section  (1)  and  Sub- 
section (2). 

Vi$count  Cranbome 


Viscount  CKANBORNE  said,  the 
argument  of  his  hon.  Friend  had  not  con- 
vinced him.  It  appeared  to  him  to  be 
absurd  that  any  little  boy  who  took  a 
bird's  egg  within  a  particular  area 
should  be  liable  to  be  brooght  before  the 
Magistrates  and  fined. 

Me.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
the  proposal  made  in  the  cUuse  was  a 
more  serious  one  than  it  seemed  at  first 
sight,  inasmuch  as  it  gave  power  to  a 
Local  Authority  to  make  that  a  crime 
which  was  not  a  crime  unless  they  made 
it  so.  He  thought  that  a  very  serious 
delegation  of  aathoriiy  to  make  to  a 
County  Council  or  any  other  local 
authority, 

Mr.  SEXTOX  (Kerry,  N.)  :  As  this 
appears  to  be  contested  business  I  beg  to 
move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and   ask   leave   to    sit  again." — (Mr, 

Sexton.') 

Sib  H.  maxwell  said,  the  pro- 
posals of  the  clause  might  appear  some- 
what extreme,  but  County  Councils  had 
been  set  up  and  entrusted  with  responsl- 
bility,  and  if  they  were  not  the  autho- 
rity best  fitted  to  judge  of  the  local 
circumstances  he  wished  to  know  what 
they  were  to  be  the  judge  of.  He  would 
give  a  concrete  instance  of  the  desir- 
ability of  having  such  a  clause.  There 
were  two  islands  in  Scotland  on  which 
the  osprey  still  bred.  The  osprej  was 
perfectly  innocuous  except  that  it  preyed 
upon  fish.  It  surely  would  not  be  un- 
reasonable were  the  County  Councils  of 
Ross  and  Inverness  to  obtain  powers 
from  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  to  pro- 
hibit all  egg-taking  upon  these  two  small 
islands,  which  did  not  occupy  more  stba 
than  the  precincts  of  the  House.  He 
would  give  another  instance.  Suppose  the 
County  Council  of  Surrey  were  actuated 
by  the  desire  to  preserve  nightingales 
upon  Wimbledon  Common.  Would  it 
be  unreasonable  for  the  Home  Secretary 
to  grant  the  County  Council  of  Surrey 
power  to  Vro^^^l^-QJS^^V^ 
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Wimbledon  OommoD  in  order  to  protect 
nigbtingftles  ? 


Motion  agreed  to.  « 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to 
again  upon  Wednesday  30tli  May. 


sit 


BUILDING  SOCIETIES  BILL.— (No.  27.) 
SECOND  HEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 
"Xliat  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Banbury.) 

•The  FIEST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 
W.)  :  There  is  no  objectiou,  I  tliiuk,  to 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  which 
is  practically  the  same  as  that  read  a 
second  time  a  day  or  two  ago.  There 
is  only  a  difference  as  to  one  clause,  and 
that  would  be  a  very  proper  subject  to 
be  dealt  with  by  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  BYLES  (York.  W.R.,  Shipley) 
said,  the  Building  Societies  in  his  district 
took  exception  to  the  Bill,  and  he  must 
therefore  object  to  the  Second  Reading. 

Mr.  BANBURY  :  Under  the  circum- 
stances, I  move  that  the  Order  be  dis- 
charged and  the  Bill  withdrawn.  I  am 
much  obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  H.  Gladstone)  for  his  state- 
ment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
That  the  Order  be  discharged,  and  the 
Bill  withdraws." — {9fr.  Banbtay.) 

Qaestion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

PIER  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  1)  BILL.— (No.  I..0.) 

Reported,  with  Amendments  [Pro- 
Tisional  Orders  confirmed]  ;  a*^  amended, 
to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

LOCAL  GOYERNHKNT  (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  1)  BILL. 
(No.  140.) 

Reported,  without  Amendment  [Pro- 
Tisional  Older  confirmed]  ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 


QUARTER  SESSIONS  BILL  ILorit.'] 
(No.  162.) 
Considered  in  Committfie. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  ■  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next 

PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
(No.  171.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Wednesday  next. 


MESSAGE  PROM  THE  LORDS. 
Statute  Law  Reviaion  Bills,  kc. — That  they 
do  propose  that  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Statute  Law  Revieion  Bills  and  Consolidation 
Bills  do  meet  in  Conunittee  Room  B,  on  Monda;' 
next,  at  Twelve  o'clock. 


MO  TIOXS. 


LOCAl  GOVERSTUENT  (iRELAKD)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (no.  6)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Bill  to  confirm 
a  Provisional  Order  made  by  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  for  Ireland,  under  "The 
Public  Health  (Ireland)  Act,  1878,"  relating  to 
the  rural  nanituy  district  of  Tullamore,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  J.  Morley  and  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BlU  191.] 

LOCAL  OOVERNUENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL    ORDER    (no.    7)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  Morlcy,  Bill  to  confirm 
a  Provisional  Order  made  by  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  for  Ireland,  under  "The 
Public  Health  (Ireland)  Act,  1878,"  relating  to 
the  rural  sanitary  district  of  Roscrea,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  J.  Morley  and  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BilU92.] 

LOCAL    QOVERKMEMT    (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (no.  8)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Bill  to  confirm 
a  Provisional  Order  made  by  the  Local  Oo' 

vemment  Board  for  Ireland,  under  The 
Public  Health  (Ireland)  Act.  1878,'"  relating  to 
the  rural  sanitary  district  of  Rtrabane,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Ur.  J.  Morley  and  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  tin^e.  [Bill  193.] 
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LOCAL     GOVERNMENT  PB0VI8I0NAL 

ORDERS  (no.  6)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  W.  Foster,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  GoTern- 
inent  Board  relating  to  the  urban  sanitary  dis- 
tricts of  Bristol,  Heckmondwike,  Soatbampton, 
Sowerby  Bridge,  and  Stockport,  ordered  to  be 
broijght  in  by  Sir  W.  Foster  and  Mr.  Sbaw- 
Lefevre. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  flrat  time.  [Bill  194.] 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
OltDERS  (no.  7)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  W.  Foster,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  relating  to  the  urban  sanitary  dis- 
tricts of  Bradford  (York)  and  Saint  George,  and 
the  rural  sanitary  districts  of  the  Belper  TTnion 
<two),  the  Wakefield  Union,  and  the  township 
of  Saddlewortb,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Sir  W.  Foster  and  Mr.  Shaw-LeEevre. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  195.] 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  VORKB  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Bill  to 
amend  "  The  Commissioners  of  Works  Act, 
1852,"  and  for  other  purposcb  relating  to  the 
Commissioners  of  Works,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  H.  Gladstone  and  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  196.] 

LOCAL    COURTS    OF  BANKRCPTCY 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy 
in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
M'Cartan,  Mr.  WoIfE,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy,  Mr. 
Toung,  Mr,  Knox,  and  Mr.  Flynn. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  197.] 


BAST  INDIA  CLKGISLATIVE  COUNCILS.) 

Return  [presented  23rd  April]  to  be 
printed.    [No.  86.] 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  I)  BILL. 
Paper  [presented  25th  April]  to  be 
printed.    [No.  87.] 

ELECTRIC    LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL. 
Paper  [presented  25th  April]  to  be 
printed.    [No.  88.] 

PARLIAMENTARY  CONSTITUENCIES. 
Return  [presented  2Sth  April]  to  be 
printed.    [No.  89.] 

AOBICULTUBE   (BOTAL  COMMISSION) 
(ENGLAND.) 
Copy  presented, — of  Report  by  Dr.  W. 
Fream  (AssiBtant  Commissioner)  on  the 


Andorer  District  o£  Hampshire  and  the 
Maidstone  District  of  Kent  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 

ACTS,  1878  to  1893. 

Copy  presented, — of  further  Papers 
and  Correspondence  relating  to  the  land- 
ing in  Great  Britain  from  Canada  of 
Cattle  affected  with  Pleuro-Pneumonia, 
with  Appendices  (in  continuation  of 
[C.  7123])  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

BANK  OF  BRITISH  NORTH  AMERICA. 

Copy  presented, — of  Draft  of  a  Supple- 
mental Charter  for  the  Bank  of  British 
North  America  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

SUPERANNUATION  ACT,  1884. 
Copy  presented, — of  Treasury  Minute, 
dated  16th  April,  1894,  declaring  that 
George  Beetles,  Lineman,  Post  Office, 
was  appointed  without  a  Civil  Service 
Certificate,  tfarougli  inadvertence  on  the 
part  of  the  Head  of  his  Department 
[by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EAST  INDIA  FINANCIAL  STATEMENT. 

Return  presented, — relative  thereto 
[Address  24th  April ;  Mr.  Buchanan]  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EMIGRATION  AND  IMMIGRATION. 

Copy  ordered,  "of  Statistical  Tables 
relating  to  Emigration  and  Immigration 
from  and  into  the  United  Kingdom  In 
the  year  1893,  and  Report  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  thereon." — {Mr.  Burt) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  aud  to  be  printed. 
[No.  90.]  ^ 

IRISH  CHURCH  TEMPORALITIES  FUND, 
Copy  ordered,  "  of  Statement  respect- 
ing the  present  financial  position  of  the 

Irish  Church  Temporalities  Fund   

{Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

[No.  91.] 

House  a4joBmed  at  a  quarter  after 
,^  Twelve  p'cloqk. 
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AOBABUN  CBIMH  IN  IRELAND. 
QUESTION.  0BSEBVATI0X8. 


« 


1 


4S 


•The  Marquess  of  LONDON- 
DERBY  asked  Her  Majesty's  Grovern- 
ment  for  further  iaforinatioa  with  regard 
to  the  murder  of  James  Donovan,  at 
Glenhara,  County  Cork  ;  •  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Grovernmeot  in  any  way  at- 
tribated  the  murder  to  the  speeches  of  cer- 
tain of  their  Irish  supporters  denouncing 
the  BO-called  system  of  "  land-grabbing ; " 
whether  in  cousideratioD  of  such  speeches 
and  the  receut  brutal  murder,  they  would 
not  reconsider  their  avowed  policy  of 
repealing  the  only  Act  capable  of  dealing 
with  agrarian  crime  in  Ireland  ?  He 
said,  it  was  typical  of  the  attitude  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  every- 
thing connected  with  Ireland,  that 
when  a  qaestion  of  considerable  im- 
portance affecting  that  country  was 
raised  in  their  Lordships'  House,  the 
only  occupaut  of  the  Front  Bench  should 
be  its  most  receut  acquisition  (Lord 
Tweedmoutb).  The  only  regard  the 
Goveromeut  had  for  Ireland  was  as  to 
bow  they  could  best  manage  to  manipu- 
late Irish  votes,  and  he  proposed  to 
address  some  remarks  of  a  straightforward 
character  to  its  Members,  especially  to 
the  noble  Lord,  whoever  he  might  be, 
represeDttog  the  Irish  Government  in 
that  House,  and  more  especially  still  to 
the  Prime  Minister,  who  in  all  matters 
connected  with  Ireland  np  to  now  had 
displayed  the  most  marvellous  policy  of 
mystery  and  ambiguity  ever  yet  shown 
by  auy  Prime  Minister  with  regard  to 
any  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Domiuions. 
He  would  therefore  say  iu  the  noble 
Earl's  absence  what  he  should  have 
said  to  his  face,  and  leave  it  to  the 
noble  Earl  to  make  his  reply  in  that 
House  or  elsewhere.  [Earl  Spencer 
entered  the  House  and  was  followed 
by  the  Earl  of  Rosebert  and  the 
J&u-I  of  Cork.]  He  was  glad  to  see 
the  arrival  of  some  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernmeut.  The  question  of  which  he  had 
given  notice  raised  three  separate  points 
of  considerable  importance.    He  said  ad- 

VOL.  XXIII.  [focrth  series.] 


visedly  that  the  murder  in  question  was  an 
agrarian  crime  of  the  most  brutal  oharacter. 
It  was  curious  that  this  agrarian  murder 
should  have  followed  almost  immediately 
on  the  statement  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
in  another  place  a  few  days  ago,  that  no 
agrarian  murder  had  occurred  in  Irelaud 
since  he  had  been  responsible  for  its  ad- 
ministration. The  statement  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Cork),  in  reply 
to  his  question  of  Monday,  was  of  a 
somewhat  curious  character.  The  noble 
Earl  seemed  to  wish  their  Lordships  to 
imagine  that  Donovan  had  been  murdered 
not  because  he  was  the  caretaker  of  au 
evicted  farm,  but  because  he  had  taken 
part  in  the  seizure  of  cattle  on  another 
estate.  He  should  like  the  noble  Earl  to 
give  some  reason  for  that  statement,  be- 
cause personally  he  had  no  doubt,  and 
anyone  who  knew  Ireland  would  enter- 
tain the  same  opinion,  that  the  uufortu- 
uate  man  was  murdered  because  be  was 
a  caretaker  of  an  evicted  farm.  The 
Bpeeches  that  had  been  delivered  in  de- 
nunciation of  land-grabbers  most  certainly 
lent  colour  to  that  opinion.  In  passing, 
he  would  explain  that  "  laud-grabber 
was  the  term  applied  to  a  man  who  de- 
sired to  enjoy  the  rights  of  property  sup- 
posed to  belong  to  every  Britit^li  subject. 
He  could  only  suppose  that  the  sweets 
of  Office  had  blinded  the  noble  Earl,  and 
that  he  desired  to  say  and  do  only  what 
was  agreeable  to  the  leading  Members 
of  the  Government.  He  could  only  re- 
gret that  the  noble  Earl  apparently 
looked  at  the  matter  from  a  standpoint 
not  far  removed  from  that  of  his  Nation- 
alist allies.  He  must  ask  the  noble  Earl 
to  explain  his  position,  which  was  incon- 
gruous, seeing  that  he  was  a  Member  of 
a  Governmeut  who  were  iu  power  by 
the  votes  of  men  who  on  every  occasion 
denounced  land-grabbing  in  the  most 
violent  terms.  At  the  same  time,  he 
was  au  Irish  landlord  who  was  abso- 
lutely justified  in  that  assertion  of  his 
rights  which  necessitated  the  employment 
of  such  men  as  the  unfortunate  Donovan. 
No  one  knew  better  than  the  noble 
Earl  (Spencer)  that  in  the  past  crime 
had  followed  speeches  of  a  deounciatory 
character.  IfthenobleEiarlrequiredcorro- 
boration  of  that  statement  he  would  see  it 
in  the  finding  of  the  Judges  on  the 
Parnell  Commission.  During  the  past 
few  months,  in  various  parts  of  Ireland, 
violent  speeches  had  been  made  and  re- 
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BolutioDS  passed  id  deouucialion  of  laad- 
KrabbiDg.  Speaking  at  Neoagh,  Mr.  A. 
C.  O'Connor  said — 

*'  I  my  that  tbe  man  who  takes  a  farm  from 
which  the  tenant  has  been  erioted  for  non-pay- 
ment of  an  Imposuble  or  unjust  rent  la  not  to 
be  morally  dfatin^ished  from  the  receirer  of 
stolen  goods.  Now,  speaking  for  myself,  I 
mean  to  say  that  wherever  I  meet  sach  a  man, 
be  he  high  or  low,  rich  or  poor,  I  will  boycott 
that  man.  I  will  have  nothing  to  do  with  him  ; 
I  will  treat  him,  in  the  words  of  Pamell,  as  a 
*  social  leper,*  and  other  people  may  say  what 
they  like  aboat  my  action." 

Similar  words  were  used  by  Mr.  Parnell 
in  a  speech  delivered  on  the  20th  of  Sep- 
tember, 1880,  at  Ennis  ;  and  between  that 
date  and  December,  1880,  there  were  no 
less  than  22  murders  and  attempts  at 
murder  ;  in  1881  there  were  ^2,  and  in 
1882  there  were  64.  This  showed  what 
the  lawless  population  in  Ireland  under- 
stood bj  shunning  a  man  as  a  leper.  At 
the  Nenagh- meeting  Mr.  Dillon  said — 

"  I  say  it  is  comparatively  easy  now  to  keep 
an  evicted  farm  empty.  You  can  boycott,  you 
can  keep  it  empty,  you  can  reduce  it  to  the  con- 
dition which  a  priest  described  to  me  when  he 
said  that  when  a  crow  flying  along  sees  an 
evicted  farm  he  turns  aside  for  fear  he  would 
fly  over  it.  You  can  do  all  that  to-day  without 
anybody  interferii^  with  yon." 

The  late  Prime  Minister,  iu  speaking 
of  a  former  speech  of  Mr.  Dillon's, 
said — 

"  What  is  boycotting  ?  It  is  combined  in- 
timidation made  use  of  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
stroying the  private  liberties  of  choice  by  fear 
of  ruin  and  starvation." 

He  hoped  the  noble  Earl  (Rosebery) 
was  not  going  to  leave  the  House,  for 
be  should  have  somethiDg  to  say  to  him 
directly. 

The  Earl  op  ROSEBERT  :  I  will 
return. 

The  Marquess  ov  LONDON- 
DERRY :  Mr.  Gladstone  went  on  to 
Bay— 

"  The  creed  of  boycotting,  like  every  other 
creed,  reqairea  a  sanction,  and  the  sanction  of 
boycotting,  that  which  stands  in  the  rear  of 
boycotting  and  by  which  alone  boycotting  can 
in  the  long  run  be  made  thoroughly  effective, 
is  the  mumer  which  cannot  be  denounced." 

Therefore,  according  to  tbe  late  Prime 
Miuister,  tbe  gentlemen  who  in  their 
speeches  advocated  boycotting  advo- 
cated murder,  and,  if  so,  why  not  the 
murder  of  this  unhappy  caretaker  whose 
life  was  brutally  taken  on  Saturday  last  ? 
Mr.  Dillon  then  proceeded  to  gay — 

The  Marqueis  of  Londonderry 


"  After  the  remarks  I  have  made,  you  can  do 
all  that  tO'day  " 

— that  was,  boycotting  evicted  farms — 

"  without  anybody  interfering  with  you.  I  say 
that  if  evicted  farms  in  some  parts  of  Ireland 
are  to  be  takea  to-day  that  is  not  the  fault  of 
the  Government." 

That  was  tbe  most  serious  statement 
that  had  been  made  among  the  many 
speeches  of  tbe  Nationalist  Party.  It 
was  one  he  particularly  drew  tbe  atten- 
tion of  the  Prime  Minister  to.  If  Mr. 
Dillon's  statement  were  correct,  the  Go- 
vernment were  virtually  sanctioning  the 
boycotting  of  evicted  farms.  They  wore 
doing  even  more — ^by  sanctioning  it  they 
were  assisting  to  keep  boycotted  farms 
evicted.  If  it  were  true,  the  action  ot  the 
Government  passed  any  expression  he 
could  find  to  describe  it ;  if  it  were  not 
true,  the  Prime  Minister  should  take  tbe 
first  opportuuity  of  contradicting  the 
words  of  bis  Nationalist  Irish  Leader. 
He  knew  well  that  the  Prime  Minister 
was  singularly  reticent  with  regard  to 
addressing  their  Lordships  ou  Irish  sub- 
jects. He  had  only  beard  the  noble  Earl 
deal  with  Irish  matters  in  two  speeches, 
both  of  which  were  associated  with  either 
misfortune  or  with  mystery.  The  last 
of  these,  delivered  on  the  first  day  of  tbe 
present  Session,  was  of  a  very  Woad 
character,  and  be  straightway  rushed  off 
to  Edinburgh  and  contradicted  the  state- 
ment be  made  on  that  occasion.  Tbe 
other  speech  was  when  the  Home  Rule 
Bill  was  before  their  Lordships'  House, 
and  that  was  a  speech  of  the  most  mar- 
vellous character.  It  exemplified  a  policy 
of  mystery  and  ambiguity,  interlarded 
with  a  series  of  jests  which  struck  him 
as  being  of  a  ponderous  and  rather  Joe 
Miller-like  character.  There  were  two 
lines  of  Pope  which  aptly  described  it — 

"  Such  laboured  nothings,  in  bo  strange  a  style. 
Amuse  the  unlearned,  and  make  the  learned 

smile." 

It  might  be  that  mystery  and  ambiguity 
were  favourite  characteristics  of  tbe 
noble  Eart.  In  all  probability  no 
one  cared  if  he  cultivated  those  character- 
istics as  Lord  Rosebery,  but  in  the  Prime 
Minister  of  England  with  regard  to  the 
policy  of  himself  and  his  followers  mys- 
tery could  not  for  one  moment  be 
tolerated.  He  would  ask  tbe  noble  Earl 
whether  he  as  Prime  Minist«-  was  aa  ud- 
entbusiastic  with  regard  to  tbe  safety  and 
welfare  of  Her  Majesty^s  subjects  in  Ire- 
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laud  as  be  had  stated  he  was  with  regard 
to  Home  Rule  ?  Passiag  to  the  third  part 
of  bis  question,  he  maiutained  that,  iu  view 
of  Bucb  speeches  and  tbe  recent  brutal 
murder,  tbe  Goverumeat  ought  to  recou- 
sider  their  avowed  policy  of  repeal- 
ing the  Crimes  Act.  He  ehalleuged 
noble  Lords  opposite  to  say  that  any  law- 
abidiog  person  safiered  under  j,the  ad- 
ministratioD  of  that  Act.  Tbe  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  Spencer),  wbo  bad 
bad  considerable  experience  in  the  ad- 
miaistratiou  of  sucb  Acta,  knew  that 
crime  in  Ireland  rose  and  fell  witb  almost 
barometer-like  accuracy,  wben  a  Crimes 
Act  WHS  in  force  and  when  it  was  not ;  and 
be  maiotaiued  that,  owing  to  tbe  relaxing 
of  important  clauses  reiutiug  to  secret 
inquiry  and  the  change  of  venue,  crime 
of  an  agrarian  character  had  increased. 
The  relaxing  the  power  to  change  the 
venue  was  at  this  moment  holding  out 
hopes  to  every  law-breaker  in  tbe  coun- 
try, while  there  was  not  tbe  slightest 
chance  of  an  ordinary  jury  in  Cork 
convicting  the  murderers  of  Donovan, 
however  clearly  his  guilt  might  be 
brought  home  to  them.  Xbe  Goveru- 
ment,  therefore,  should  give  some  good 
reason  for  their  action  in  dropping  an  Act 
which  hurt  nobody  but  law-breakers. 
The  reason,  be  supposed,  would  be  that 
when  Mr.  Morley  succeeded  to  the 
Irish  Office  Ireland  was  in  a  satisfactory 
condition  as  regards  law  and  order,  except 
in  a  certain  part.  This  was  entirely  due 
to  tbe  administration  of  the  Crimes  Act 
by  Mr.  Balfour,  assisted  by  one  of  tbe 
most  brilliant  Law  Officers  that  any  Go- 
vernment had  possessed.  Mr.  Morley 
also  was  fortunate  iu  tbe  fact  that  while 
under  tbe  Unionist  Government  tbe  Irish 
Leaders  did  the  utmost  to  render  tbe 
government  of  Ireland  under  tbe  ordinary 
law  impossible,  now  tbey  were,  for  Party 
and  political  purposes,  zealously  en- 
deavouring to  make  the  administration  of 
tbe  taw  as  easy  as  possible.  ButMr.Morley 
bad  a  further  advautage.  He  was  faced 
by  a  loyal  Opposition,  wbo  sought  to 
place  no  obstacle  in  his  way.  How 
different  was  the  action  of  Mr.  Morley 
and  his  friends  when  Mr.  Balfour  was 
responsible  for  tbe  Govern  meat  of 
Ireland  I  They  did  their  best  to 
hamper  the  administration  of  the 
law  in  every  possible  way. 

Earl  SPENCER :  No. 
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The  Marquxss  op  LONDON- 
DERRY asked  them  how  did  noble 
Lords  account  for  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre 
parading  the  Flan  of  Campaign  estates, 
making  wild  promises  which  he  bad  no 
idea  of  redeeming  ?  He  would  ask  the 
noble  Earl  who  shook  his  head. 

Earl  SPENCER :  I  was  not  aware 
that  I  shook  my  bead. 
•The  Marquess  or  LONDON- 
DERRY said,  tben  the  noble  Earl 
allowed  that  his  Party  did  their  besi 
to  hamper  Mr.  Balfour  in  bis  administra- 
tion. He  was  very  glad  to  have  got  that 
From  him.  He  ur^sd  that  the  Crimes 
Act  shonid  not  be  repealed,  because  be 
looked  forward  to  the  future  of  Ireland. 
Noble  Lordsopposite  and  their  colleagues 
in  tbe  House  of  Commons  seemed  to  have 
no  idea  as  to  what  was  to  be  tbe  future 
of  Irela  nd.  They  were  content  to  submit 
measures  solely  to  conciliate  their 
followers  in  the  House  of  Commons — 
measures  which,  so  far  as  he  could 
gather,  would  benefit  no  one  but  those 
who  bad  broken  the  law  iu  Ireland.  He 
looked  forward  to  the  time  when  a 
Uuionist  Grovemment  would  be  returned 
to  power,  and  he  trusted  that  instead  of 
trying  to  conciliate  law-breakers  they 
would  endeavour  to  promote  tbe  pro- 
sperity of  Ireland.  But  how  could  that 
policy  be  carried  out  if,  on  account  of  tbe 
action  of  tbe  present  Government,  three 
mouths  had  to  be  spent  iu  re-enacting 
the  Crimes  Act  ?  That  the  re- 
enactment  of  the  Crimes  Act  would  be 
necessary  was  proved  by  Mr.  Dillou^a 
own  statement  that  "if  the  Unionist 
Party  returned  to  ^wer  there  would  be 
tbe  bluest  land  imitation  in  Ireland  that 
bad  ever  been  known."  He  was  not  in 
tbe  confidence  of  the  Unionist  Leaders 
witb  regard  to  their  future  policy  ;  but  he 
thought  he  was  able,  by  reason  of  the 
official  position  which  he  had  held,  of  his 
practical  experience  as  an  Irish  landlord, 
and  of  the  many  friends  be  bad  in  all 
parts  of  Ireland,  to  give  as  good  an  opinion 
as  anybody  in  Her  Majesty's  dominions 
witb  regard  to  tbe  present  and  future 
position  of  Ireland.  He  bad  ventured  to 
put  forward  a  poUcy  which  he  would 
certainly  urge  upon  the  noble  Marquess 
wben  he  next  came  into  power.  That 
policy  could  not  be  propounded  by  iba 
noble  Earl  opposite,  because  be  was  too 
much  fettered  by  pledges  made  to  those 
who  cared  nothing  for  the  future  of 
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Ireland.  A  great  stride  towards  the  settle- 
ment of  the  Irish  Question  would  be  made 
if  the  Land  Question  could  be  settled 
on  terms  agreeable  to  landlords  and 
tenants,  and  with  no  appreciable  risk 
to  the  State.  Again,  much  might  be 
done  bj  the  establishment  of  a  Board  of 
Agriculture  to  develop  the  natural 
resources  of  the  country.  But  what  was 
the  use  of  such  a  policy  if  the  only  power 
to  deal  with  agitation  were  to  be  repealed? 
He  appealed  to  noble  Lords  opposite  to 
put  aside  Party  feeling  and  to  look  at 
the  question  from  a  larger  point  of  view. 
He  was  convinced  that  by  the  policy  he 
had  indicated,  which  had  received  the 
approval  of  all  claaaea  and  sections  of  the 
people,  Ireland  would  be  made  happj, 
contented,  and  prosperous,  and  be  no 
longer  the  shuttlecock  of  various  con- 
flicting political  Parties  who  seemed 
only  anxious  to  obtain  votes  in  Parlia- 
ment. Ireland,  if  such  a  policy  was 
carried  out,  would  become  one  of  the 
brightest  gems  io  the  British  diadem, 
and  when  that  day  arrived  a  Ministry 
under  the  noble  Marquess — having  pro- 
pounded such  a  policy  supported  by  all 
classes  i  u  the  coun by — the  noble  Marquess 
would  leave  behind  htm  a  name  as  the 
statesman  who,  having 

"  Scattared  plenty  o'er  a  smiUng  land," 
had  made  it  possible,  happily,  to 

**  Read  their  history  in  a  nation's  eyes," 
•Lord  MONKSWELL  said,  he  was 
glad  to  dud  from  the  eloquent  peroration 
of  the  noble  Marquess  that  his  object  was 
to  promote  cordial  relationship  between 
this  country  and  Ireland.  He  would 
hardly  have  gathered  so  much  from  the 
opening  and  subsequent  portions  of  his 
speech,  because  those  remarks  appeared 
to  be  conceived  in  a  spirit  that  must 
cause  bitter  exasperation  between  the 
two  countries.  He  would  not  follow  the 
noble  Marquess  with  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion whether  this  murder  was  of  an 
agrarian  character  or  not ;  he  was  per- 
fectly willing  to  concede  that  it  was 
possibly  a  brutal  agrarian  outrage.  Nor 
did  he  propose  to  take  any  notice  of  the 
suggestion  that  the  speech  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  bad  something  to  do  vith  the 
outrage. 

The  Marqusss  op  LONDON- 
DERBY  :  I  did  not  sav  anything  of  the 
sort.  I  said  it  followed  very  closely  on 
that  speech.  . 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry 


•Lord  MONKSWELL  said,  then  he 
did  not  know  why  the  noble  Marquess 
should  have  made  the  observation.  He 
should  not  have  made  it  unless  he  meant 
to  insinuate "  that  the  speech  had  some- 
thing to  do  with  the  murder.  The  noble 
Marquess  was  very  eloquent  on  the 
subject  of  boycotting.  But  he  answered 
himself  in  his  own  speech,  for  he  had 
shown  that  boycotting  had  gone  on 
di.Tiinishing  until  at  the  present  moment 
there  was  no  case  of  total  boycotting,  and 
only  one  case  of  partial  boycotting  in 
Ireland.  The  noble  Marquess  was  not 
correct  in  bis  statistics,  for  when  the  late 
Govemmeut  left  Office  there  was  one 
case  of  partial  boycotting  affecting  seven 
persons,  while  now  there  was  only  one 
case  of  partial  boycotting  affecting 
one  person.  With  regard  to  the  first 
question  put  by  the  noble  Marquess, 
the  government  were  not  in  a  position 
to  give  any  police  information  in 
their  possession  in  regard  to  the  murder 
of  Donovan,  for  the  very  simple  reason 
that  it  might  defeat  the  ends  of  justice  if 
they  were  to  do  so.  But  he  would 
mention  one  fact  that  was  very  significant. 
That  murder,  on  the  Sunday  after  it  was 
committed,  was  denounced  from  all  the 
neighbouring  altars  and  was  received 
with  every  mark  of  public  indignation. 
With  regard  to  the  second  question,  the 
Government  did  not  attribute  the  murder 
to  the  speeches  of  any  of  their  supporters 
or  to  the  speeches  of  anybody,  whether 
their  supporters  or  not.  They  had 
information  from  the  highest  authorities 
in  the  district,  whose  opinion  they  had 
asked,  to  the  effect  that  in  their  view  this 
murder  had  nothing  to  do  with  any 
inflammatory  speeches  whatever.  Then 
the  noble  Marquess  asked  the  Govern- 
ment to  reconsider  their  avowed  policj 
in  the  light  of  the  speeches  to  which  he 
had  referred  and  of  this  murder.  That 
seemed  to  be  a  rather  slender  basis  on 
which  to  suggest  that  the  Government 
should  reverse  their  policy  in  an 
exceedingly  important  particular.  Ex- 
perience bad  shown  that  the  policy  of 
conciliation  towards  Ireland  and  of 
doing  without  the  provisions  of  a  Crimes 
Act  had  been  successful.  The  noble 
Marquess  had -not  condescended  to  come 
to  close  quarters.  He  said  he  would  not 
quote  statistics  ;  and  the  reason  was 
obvious — they  would  have  told  against 
him. 
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Thb  Mahquess  op  LONDON- 
DEIRRY  said,  that  all  he  desired  to  point 
oat  was  that  the  present  GovernmeDt 
enjojed  greater  advantages  in  governing 
Irelwd  than  were  possessed  hj  their  pre- 
decessors under  the  noble  Marquess. 

"Lord  MONESWELL  said,  that  was 
8o.  He  was  ready  to  admit  that  the  pre- 
sent GovernmeDt  enjoyed  advantages  in 
governing  Ireland  which  the  Govern- 
ment under  the  noble  Marquess  did  not 
enjoy,  and  the  reason  was  because  the 
policy  of  the  present  Administration  was 
to  govern  Ireland  with  the  goodwill  of 
the  people,  whereas  the  policy  of 
the  preceding  Government  was  to 
govern  t^e  country  a^inst  the  will  of 
the  people.  Statistics  affecting  the 
whole  of  Ireland  and  also  the  disturbed 
districts  proved  that  under  the  present 
Administration  crimes  had  been  fewer 
and  lens  serious.  It  was  only  respectful 
to  Lord  Londonderry  to  give  the  statistics 
which  led  them  to  believe  that  their  policy 
would  be  successful  in  the  future.  From 
the  Winter  Assizes,  1B90,  to  the  Spring 
Assizes,  1892,  in  the  whole  of  Ireland  the 
indictable  ofieuces,  as  compared  with 
those  from  the  Winter  Assizes,  1892,  to 
the  Sjiring  Assizes,  1894,  were  ratJier 
more  numerous — that  was  to  say,  that  the 
number  of  indictable  offences  throughout 
the  whole  of  Ireland  had  fallen  under  the 
administration  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment. With  regard  to  the  particular  class 
of  offences  dealt  with  specially  under  the 
Crimea  Act,  a  greater  number  of  offenders 
had  been  brought  to  justice,  and  a  larger 
percentage liad  been  convicted  than  during 
any  similar  period  under  the  late  Govern- 
ment without  the  aid  of  the  Crimes  Act. 
The  Judges,  moreover,  had  laid  consider- 
able stress  recently  on  the  creditable 
manner  in  which  the  juries  in  Ireland 
bad  acted.  Public  opinion  was  on  the 
side  of  the  Grovernment,  and  this  unques- 
tionably was  a  much  more  efficient  moans 
of  checking  crime  and  outrage  andof  bring- 
ing criminals  to  justice  than  secret  inquiries. 
The  figures  he  had  given  referred  to  the 
whole  of  Ireland,  but  in  the  disturbed 
districts  it  was  exactly  the  same.  County 
Clare  was  quieter  than  it  had  been  since 
1886.  In  the  disturbed  districts  of 
Kerry,  in  the  20  months  since  the  present 
GoTeroment  came  into  Office,  there  had 
only  been  147  outrages  as  against  235 
previously.  In  the  distnrb«l  area  of 
Copnty  Cork,  for  the  first  quarter  of  18^, 
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there  were  18  outrages.  They  fell  to  10 
in  the  first  quarter  of  1893.  That  had 
been  effected  not  by  calling  in  aid  the 
provisions  of  the  Crimes  Act,  but  simply 
by  constant  care,  vigorous  patrolling  and 
watchfulness  on  the  part  of  the  police, 
with  the  advantage,  of  course,  of  having 
the  goodwill  of  the  people  on  Uie  side  of 
the  Government.  Of  the  81  secret  in- 
quiries held  under  the  Crimes  Act  of 
1887  only  11  convictions  resulted.  Secret 
inquiries  bad  been  held  under  the  Ex- 
plosives Act  of  1883,  but  in  uot  a  single 
case  was  sufficient  evidence  procured  to 
warrant  a  trial.  It  was  an  achieve- 
ment which  the  Government  regarded 
with  great  pride,  that  they  should  have 
succeeded  at  last  in  bringing  the  people 
of  Ireland  over  to  their  side.  It  luid 
been  said  by  the  noble  Marquess  that 
nobody  would  be  the  worse  for  keeping 
the  Crimes  Act.  on  the  Statute  Book. 
But  that  argument  would  take  them  a 
very  long  way,  for  sjirely  in  that  case  it 
was  just  possible  that  they  might  want  a 
Crimes  Act  for  some  other  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  It  did  not  seem  to 
him  that  Ireland  should  be  treated  in  a 
different  way  from  the  rest  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  especially  when  statistics  fw 
the  last  20  months  showed  that  crime 
was  steadily  decreasing.  It  was  not  de- 
sirable, therefore,  in  justice  and  in  pru- 
dence, that  the  provisions  of  the  Crimes 
Act  should  be  kept,  or  put,  in  force.  In 
such  circumstances  it  would  be  an  ex- 
ceedingly strong  and  unwise  course  to 
take,  and  it  was  entirely  opposed  to  the 
spirit  of  the  Union  that  laws  should  be 
kept  ou  the  Statute  Book  affecting  only 
one  portion  of  the  United  Kingdom  and 
depriving  persons  in  Ireland  of  the  right 
of  trial  by  jury,  in  respect  of  certain 
ofEencea,  at  the  mere  will  and  pleasure  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant.  The  great  object  of 
the  Government  was  to  make  the  Irish 
people  respect  the  administration  of  the 
law.  Having  that  object  in  view,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  it  would  be  mon- 
strous on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
accede  t-o  the  invitation  of  the  noble 
Marquess,  and  to  reverse  the  whole 
spirit  and  policy  that  had  already  produced 
such  satisfactory  and  beneficial  results, 
simply  because  of  the  commission  of  one 
crime  which  had  been  strongly  con- 
demned by  public  opinion  in  the 
neighbourhood.  In  conclusion,  he  would 
merely  say  that  he  hoped  when  the 
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noble  Marquess  agaia  asked  the  Go- 
vernment to  reverse  the  whole  tenonr  of 
their  policy,  he  woald  base  fltioh  a  very 
large  demand  on  groands  less  inadequate 
thbo  those  he  advanced  in  support  of  his 
argument  on  this  occaBiOD. 

The  Earl  of  CORK  said,  he  very 
much  regretted  the  interpretation  which 
the  noble  Marquess  had  apparently  put 
upon  the  remarks  he  had  made  in  that 
House  the  other  evening  with  reference 
to  the  crime  in  question.  It  was  true  he 
had  said  that,  so  far  as  his  tnformntion 
went,  the  crime  was  not  solely  attri- 
butable to  the  fact  that  the  victim  was  in 
charge  of  an  evicted  farm,  but  ho  had 
added  that  this  was  not  in  any  way  a 
palliation  of  the  deed.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess would  no  doubt  admit,  on  further 
consideration,  that  he  was  hardly  justified 
in  speaking  as  he  had  spoken.  He  could 
assure  the  noble  Marquess  that,  however 
great  his  love  for  Ireland  might  be,  he 
would  in  no  way  yield  to  him  in  that 
respect.  They  might  differ  as  to  the  best 
means  of  maintaining  peaceful  relations 
between  the  two  countries.  All  he  could 
say  was  that  he  very  mnch  doubted 
whether  such  speeches  as  tliat  which  bad 
been  delivered  that  afternoon  by  the 
noble  Marquess  were  calculated  to  pro- 
mote good  feeling.  He  bad  it  on  the 
best  authority  that  the  priests  in  tb« 
district  had  done  their  best  to  put  down 
crime  of  every  kind  ;  and  on  this  oceasiou 
there  was  not  an  altar  In  the  district  from 
which  the  crime  was  not  denounced. 
When  pnblic opinion  was  strongly  against 
the  commission  of  crime,  convictions 
were  far  more  likely  to  be  obtained. 
From  what  he  had  heard,  he  was  con- 
vinced that  should  the  perpetrators  be 
brought  to  trial,  justice  would  be  meted 
out  to  them  in  a  manner  such  as  they 
rightly  deserved. 

•LoBD  ASHBOURNE  said,  the  noblo 
Earl  who  had  just  spoken  could  hardly 
have  attended  very  closely  to  or  ap- 
preciated very  accurately  what  had  been 
said  by  the  noble  Marquess  in  his  allusions 
to  the  recent  deplorable  murder,  for  they 
all  knew  how  such  a  crime  would  be 
viewed  by  the  noble  B^rl,  and  his  earnest 
and  deep  desire  that  in  ^e  district  with 
which  he  was  specially  connected,  law  and 
order  should  prevail,  and  when  violated 
should  be  thoroughly  viudicated.  He 
assumed  also  that  that  was  the  desire  of 
the  Government,  and  that  they  would 

Lord  Monkswell 


make  every  effort  with  the  powers  at 
th^T  disptwal  to  detect  the  crime  and 
bring  the  authors  to  justice.    The  noble 
Lord  opposite  had  referred  to  the  quiet 
which,  he  said,  existed  at  present  in  Ire- 
land, but  that    was  a  matter  to  be 
regarded  from  separate  points  of  view. 
Everyone,  of  course,  was  glad  of  the 
quiet  that  now  existed  in  the  greater 
part    of    Ireland,   and   of    the  peace 
and  prosperity  which  prevailed   in  so 
many  districts  of  the   eonntry.  But 
there  might  well  be  a  divergence  of 
opinion  respecting  the  reasons  for  the 
existing  peace  and  quiet.    One  reason 
was  the  satisfactory  harvest  last  year, 
and  another  the  rejection  of  the  Home 
Rule  Bill,  which  had  unsettled  men*s 
minds,  and  was  regarded  as  pregnant  with 
danger.    A  third  reason  was  the  support 
which  the  present  Government  received 
from  those  who,  when  the  noble  Marquess 
near  him  was  Prime  Miaister,  did  not 
apply  themselves  in  the  same  strenuous 
way  to  enforcing  the  duty  and  necessity 
of  preserving  law  and  order.  When  they 
were  considering  the  figures  given  on 
behalf  of  the  Govwnment  as  to  the 
dimiunlion  of  crime,  it  would  be  interest- 
ing to  know  how  boycotting  was  regarded 
by  the  present  Government.  Everyone 
knew  that  boycotting  was  a  cruel  and 
lirutal  form  of  crime,  based  ou  intimida- 
tion and  appealing  to  all  the  worst  and 
lowest  passions  of  humanity,  as  displayed 
against   persons   who   were  unpopular 
owing  to  local  circumstances.    Yet  not 
very  long  ago  Mr.  Dillon  appeared  to 
indicate,  in  the  speech  to  which  reference 
had  been  made,  that  in  his  belief  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  interfere  with  boy- 
cotting, and  wouhl  not  prosecute  in  such 
cases.    It  was  a  very  serious  thing 
that  suggestions  of  that  kind  should  be 
circulated  in  a  country  inhabited  by  a 
very  intelligent  and  quick-witted  people, 
who  understood  the  meaoing  of  words  as 
well  as  any  of  Her  Majesty*s  subjects 
in  any  part  of  the  world.  He  hoped  tbey 
would  be  told  by  the  Government  that 
boycotting  would  continue  to  bo  regarded 
as  a  violation  of  the  law  which  must 
be  suppressed  relentlessly.   The  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Monkswell)  said 
that  part  of  the  programme  and  policy  of 
the  Government  was  the  repeal  of  the 
Crimes  Act.    But  no  one  would  have 
thought  that  two  weeks  ago.    The  Go- 
vernment had  been  in  power  now  for 
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somethtDg  orer  20  moiitbs,  and  no  faint 
of  it  had  been  heard  before.  If  it  was 
part  of  their  policy,  why  was  not  this  in- 
tention mentioned  in  the  Queen's  Speech  ? 
It  was  difficult  to  understand  how  the 
repeal  of  this  Act  could  have  been 
regarded  by  the  Government  as  a  cardinal 
part  of  their  policy,  seeing  that  no 
Minister  had  ever  suggested  anything  of 
the  kind  uutil  the  recent  Wednesday 
when  a  repealing  Bill  was  introduced  by 
s  private  Member,  and  adopted  bj  Mr. 
Morley.  There  was  no  justification  for 
the  repeal  of  the  Crimes  Act.  It  having, 
on  many  occasions,  been  found  necessary 
to  enact  special  measures  for  the  re- 
pression of  crime,  it  was,  a  few  years  ago, 
at  last  deemed  wise  to  put  into  one  com- 
pendious Code  the  most  moderate  of  the 
provisions  which  had  been  embodied  in 
previous  Acts  passed  by  Mr.  Gladstone's 
Governments,  and  it  was  arranged  that 
these  provisions  should  lie  dormaut  when 
there  was  no  necessity  for  their  applica- 
tion, and  only  to  be  called  into  existence 
when  they  were  required.  Well,  when 
the  noble  Marquess  (Lord  Salisbury)  left 
Office  there  were  only  fonr  men  in  prison 
under  this  Crimes  Act,  and  the  only 
clauses  to  which  exception  had  ever  been 
taken  were  allowed  to  remain  dormant. 
He  would  not  weary  their  Lordships  by 
wading  through  the  crowds  of  statistics 
given  the  other  day  in  the  House  of 
Commons  to  prove  the  utility  and  mercy 
of  passing  such  an  Act.  When  the  late 
Government  passed  the  Crimes  A.ct  there 
were  4^00  persons  wholly  or  partially 
boyootted  ;  but  when  the  late  Govern- 
ment left  Office,  i^ter  the  Act  had  been 
in  fwee  for  some  fonr  or  five  years,  there 
was  only  one  family  boycotted  in  the 
whole  of  Ireland.  Even  if  no  other  re- 
sult had  been  achieved,  would  not  that 
alone  constitute  an  ample  justification  for 
keeping  this  measure  on  the  Statute 
Book,  to  be  called  into  existence  when 
required  to  put  down  and  stifle  such  an 
appalling  state  of  facts  ?  Nothing  was 
said  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  about 
laying  aside  the  great  powers  which 
fihonld  exist  in  every  Constitution  of 
having  aready  and  easy  means  of  obtaining 
changes  of  venue  and  independent  juries. 
The  necessity  for  sucb  an  Act  had  been 
overwhelmingly  proved.  The  Government 
said  that  if  this  Act  were  repealed 
And  an  occasion  arose  for  repressive 
measures     Parliament     could  again 
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be  asked  to  pass  a  special  Bill.  In 
that  suggestion  great  danger  lurked. 
The  Government  were  apparently  pre- 
pared to  wait  for  an  outburst  of  lawless- 
ness, boycotting  and  outrage,  and  then  to 
spend  months  in  comiog  to  Parliament  to 
obtain  fresh  powers  with  which  to  cope 
with  the  evil.  Surely  it  could  not  be 
right  to  run  into  such  danger  merely  in 
order  to  remove  from  the  Statute  Book 
an  Act  which  did  not  do  any  human 
being  an  atom  of  hann,  or  bring  peril  to 
any  honest  man — nnder  which  no  law- 
abiding  person  could  be  arrested,  and 
which  was  potent  for  good,  and  might  be 
necessary  at  any  time  for  the  proper 
administration  of  the  law — that  that  was 
to  be  done  in  face  of  the  obvious  and 
serious  risks  he  had  indicated.  Was  it 
so  very  certain  that  the  existence  of  that 
Act  on  the  Statute  Book  did  do  good  ? 
Was  it  so  very  certain  that  the  admoni- 
tions which  were  given  to  the  people  to 
abstain  from  crime  and  outrage,  that  the 
sermons  which  might  be  preached  urging 
the  people  to  remain  quiet  and  enforcing 
the  duty  of  obedience  to  the  laws  of  God 
and  man,  did  not  owe  most  of  their  in- 
fluence to  the  fact  that  it  was  known 
that  if  they  were  not  attended  to  this 
Act  could  be  called  into  operation  at 
once  for  the  purpose  of  grappling  with 
crime  ?  The  subject  of  boycotting  was 
not  one  to  be  put  aside  with  light  and 
hopeful  phrases.  It  was  nn  appalling 
thing  to  the  neighbourhood  cursed  by  it 
— a  wicked  and  cruel  tiling  to  those 
against  whom  it  was  directed — its  ap- 
palling cruelty  could  not  be  overstated 
— and  yet  they  were  asked  to  assent  in 
the  light  and  hopeful  way  in  which  it 
had  been  spoken  of  to  the  repeal  of  the 
only  measure  which  had  proved  equal  to 
cope  with  the  present  state  of  many  parts 
of  Ireland.  The  Evicted  Tenants'  Bill 
was  not  yet  before  their  Lordships,  and 
he  was  not  going  to  discuss  it ;  but  one 
of  'the  points  of  difficulty  under  it 
was  the  position  of  the  existing  tenants 
(called  **  planters  **)  of  evicted  farms, 
who  would  bare  to  give  way  to  old 
tenants  if  they  did  not  take  the  re- 
sponsibility of  saying  "  no."  Those 
who  knew  Ireland  would  know  well 
what  a  tremendous  suggestion  was 
there  made  to  apply  terrorism  and  in- 
timidation to  the  existing  tenants.  It 
was  a  serious  danger  to  remove  from  the 
Statute  Book  an  Act  wbich  might  be 
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required  at  any  moment  to  deal  with 
boycotting  and  other  crimes  if  they 
should  sprout  up.  Mr.  Morley  had  said 
more  than  once  that  in  Ireland  a  stroog 
admin  istratioD  of  the  taw  was  needed, 
and  yet  he  proposed  to  dispense  altogether 
with  an  Act  whose  utility  had  been 
abundantly  shown  when  crime  and  oat* 
rage  prerailed.  Was  it  not  sad  also  to 
reflect — knowing  that  changes  of  Govem- 
meot  had  taken  place,  and  must  again 
take  place,  knowing  that  political  causes 
had  as  much  to  do  with  quietude  in 
Ireland  as  auythiug  else — upon  what 
might  be  the  terrible  consequences  of 
removing  from  the  Statute  Book  an  Act 
which  would  be  needed  to  maintain  law 
and  order  in  Ireland  when  those  political 
causes  came  to  be  regarded  by  another 
Government  from  a  different  atandpoint? 
That  Bill  had  only  passed  the  Second 

Reading-  

The  Eabl  of  ROSEBERT  :  I  really 
do  not  wish  to  interrupt  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  but  I  must  rise  on  the 
point  of  Order.  He  has  been  discussing 
continually  a  Bill  which  is  at  present 
before  the  other  House.  I  confess  this 
discussion  exceeds  anything  I  have  ever 
heard. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said,  he  was 
only  following  the  noble  Lord  opposite. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERT  :  Even 
if  that  were  the  case,  I  do  not  know 
that  a  breach  of  Order  by  one  noble  Lord 
would  excuse  a  breach  by  another  noble 
Ix)rd,  but  really  the  irregularity  of  the 
discussion  has  been  exceptional. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said,  he  had 
often  admired  the  acutenessand  readiness 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  had  never 
been  more  struck  with  it  than  upon  this 
occasion.  The  noble  Earl,  having  listened 
to  his  owu  Colleague  stating  his  reasons 
for  the  action  of  the  Government,  now 
suggested  that  it  was  out  of  Order  to 
reply  to  him.  He  would  not  invite  Earl 
Spencer  to  follow  all  the  remarks  which 
had  been  made,  but  he  should  be  glad 
before  the  Debate  closed  to  hear  stated 
with  clearness  what  was  ihe  attitude  of 
the  Government  with  reference  to  this 
terrible  crime  of  boycotting  in  Ireland. 

•The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Eari  Spencer)  :  I  do  not 
propose  to  follow  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  in  the  various  topics  which  he  has 
raised  iu  his  speech.  He  has  referred,  to 
various  Bills  which  are  to  come  before 
Lord  Ashbourne 


us,  and  I  think  it  is  exceedingly  incon- 
venient to  forestall  discussions  which 
may  possibly  arise  in  this  House.  Bat 
I  do  feel  that  I  ought  to  give  a  distinei 
answer  to  one  point  of  considerable  inn 
portance  which  the  noble  Marquess  has 
introduced  in  his  question.  The  noble 
Marquess  and  the  noble  and  leanied 
Lord  both  appealed  to  the  Government 
to  know  what  their  views  were  with 
regard  to  boycotting.  With  regard  to 
the  rest  of  the  Debate,  the  Government 
are  quite  ready  to  rest  their  answer  on 
the  very  clear  and  lucid  statement  of 
Lord  Monkswell.  But  as  my  noble 
Friend  did  not  refer  to  this  qnestion  of 
boycotting,  therefore  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  on  that  matter.  I  do  not  under- 
stand to  what  the  noble  Lords  refer  wfaeo 
they  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Govenunttit 
are  indifferent  to  the  subject  (tf  boycot- 
ting. I  think  the  noble  Marquess  alluded 
to  an  expression  of  my  own  and  to  my 
experience  with  regard  to  boycotting 
when  in  Ireland.  I  have  on  many 
occasions  spoken  strongly  against  boy- 
cotting, and  I  have  denounced  the  very 
serious  consequences  that  follow  it.  I 
maintain  the  views  I  have  always  held 
on  that  subject,  and  Her  Majesty^s  Go- 
vernment agree  with  those  views.  I 
have  heard  something  with  regard  to  the 
views  of  the  Chief  Secretary  on  tbii 
subject,  and  if  it  has  not  been  repeated 
here  in  such  absolute  terms,  an  insinua* 
tion  has  been  put  forward  that  ray  right 
lion.  Friend  is  indifferent,  and  that  he 
would  not  institute  any  prosecutions  for 
boycotting. 

The  Mahquzss  op  LONDON- 
DERRY: I  was  quoting  Mr.  DilWs 
speech. 

•Earl  SPENCER  :  We  are  not  re- 
sponsible for  Mr.  Dillon's  speeches. 
He  is  not  a  Member  of  the  Government.  I 
say  this  most  distinctly — that  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  repudiates  any  notion  of 
condoning  boycotting,  and  that  he  is  per- 
fectly ready  toapprove  of  any  prosecutions 
which  the  Law  OflScers  may  advise  for 
boycotting,  if  boycotting  exists.  That  is 
the  position  in  which  the  Government 
stand,  and  it  is  a  perfectly  clear  one,  and  I 
feel  it  my  duty  to  make  that  statem^it 
in  this  House. 

•The  Marquess  or  LONDON- 
DERRY :  May  I  ask  the  noble  Earl, 
as  he  is  speaking  on  behalf  of  the  Chief 
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Mr.  usefol  collection  of  casts  should  be 
sacrificed  iat  the  purpose.  It  was 
unnecessary  to  go  at  length  into  its 
history.  First  established  in  the  time 
of'Lord  Beaconsfield,  who  nu fortunately 
quitted  Office  before  anything  could  be 
done,  it  hod  been  left  to  the  noble  Earl 
to  make  provision  fcv  that  valuable  col- 
lection. In  all  such  matters  somebody 
must,  of  cotu'se,  be  responsible.  At  the 
instance  of  Mr.  Perry,  the  well-known 
sculptor,  Lord  Spencer  bad  given  a  room 
for  the  purpose,  and  the  collection  had 
been  much  admired  by  native  and  foreign 
judges,  and  by  everybody  competent  to 
speak  on  the  subject.  Recently,  how- 
ever, the  casts  have  beeu  removed,  and 
placed  where  nobody  could  see  them, 
lutrinsically  valuable,  they  were  also  of 
great  use  to  persons  wishing  to  copy  from 
the  antique — far  more  so  than  any  tapestry 
we  possessed  iu  this  country.  He  need 
not  enlarge  on  the  value  of  such  a  col- 
lectioD  to  students  of  ancient  history, 
but,  of  course,  its  chief  use  was  for  copy- 
ing purposes.  Modem  artists  recognised 
the  importance  of  young  men  being 
enabled  ta  study  admirable  works  of  this 
kind,  and  acquire  a  good  foundation  in 
art.  He  had  made  an  inspection,  and 
foundthe  casts  now  in  a  very  bad,  dark,  and 
nnsnitable  place  for  copying.  Plenty  of 
light  was  nocesewy  for  the  exhibition  of 
these  works.  This  might  seem  a  trifling 
matter,  but.  to  young  artists  it  was  of 
great  importance,  and  he  hoped  that  who- 
ever was  responsible  would  see  that  it 
was  put  right,  and  that  this  valuable  col- 
lection of  antique  casts  was  placed  in  a 
position  where  they  could  be  seen. 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  desired, 
before  Lord  Playfair  answered  the  ques- 
tion, to  add  a  few  words  on  the  subject. 
He  examined  the  casts  and  was  distressed 
to  see  that  they  were  being  painted  white. 
He  could  only  suppose  that  that  was 
rendered  necessary  by  their  being  put  in 
a  dark  passage.  He  had  felt  it  to  be  a 
regrettable  thing  that  these  objects  of 
art  which  had  been  collected  by  the  noble 
Earl  on  the  Front  Bench  should  be 
scattered  and  put  into  a  place  where  they 
were  only  lighted  from  below  like  actors 
on  the  stage.  He  should  like  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  if  he  was  convinced  that  all 
the  hangings,  for  the  sake  of  which  the 
great  alterations  bad  been  made,  would 
not  suffer  from  the  strong  light  in  which 
they  were  now  placed  ?    He  would  also 
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Secretary,  whether  he  repudiates 
Dillon^a  statement  or  not  P 
•Earl  SPENCER:  The  Chief 
Secretary  is  not  responsible  for  Mr. 
Dillon's  speeches,  or  for  every  speech 
which  may  be  made  in  Ireland.  The 
noble  Marquess  refers  to  speeches  made 
as  far  back  as  1880,  but  I  maintain,  again, 
that  Members  of  the  Government  are  not 
responsible  for  the  speeches  of  indepen- 
dent persons  in  Ireland.  What  I  wish  to 
say  distinctly  is  that,  happily,  at  this 
moment  there  is  no  boycotting  in  Ireland. 
One  case  is  reported  to  the  police  of  a 
person  partly  boycotted.  The  noble 
Jfarqness  boasted  of  what  the  Crimes 
Act  aid  with  regard  to  boycotting,  and 
that  it  was  successful  in  putting  it  down. 
I  maintain  that  the  policy  pursued  by  the 
present  Grovernment  has  been  equally 
successful,  and  that  at  the  presentmoment 
there  is  practically  no  boycotting  in 
Ireland. 

[The  subject  then  dropped.] 

ANTIQUE  CASTS  AT  SOUTH  KBNSINaTON 
MUSEUM. 

QUESTIONS.  OBSBRVATIONS. 

Earl  COWPER  called  the  attention 
of  the  Gov^ment  to  the  removal  of  casts 
from  the  antique  in  South  Kensington 
Hnscum  from  the  large,  commodious, 
well-lighted  room  where  they  have  stood 
till  now  to  one  side  of  a  long  dark 
corridor,  where  none  of  them  can  be  seen 
perfectly,  and  only  the  front  of  many  of 
them  can  be  seen  at  all ;  and  to  ask  whe- 
ther there  is  any  prospect  of  these  casts 
being  restored  to  their  former  position, 
where  students  can  copy  them,  which  it 
is  almost  impossible  for  them  to  do  now  ? 
He  said,  he  had  no  intention  to  make 
any  attack  on  the  Government  upon  this 
subject.  Perhaps  if  the  matter  were  in 
the  hands  of  a  more  constant  supporter 
of  theirs  the  notice  might  have  greater 
influence.  Professor  Middleton,  who  pre- 
sided over  South  Kensington  Museum, 
commanded  general  confidence,  and  was 
to  be  in  every  way  trusted,  though  no 
doubt  great  pressure  was  put  upon  the 
authorities.  It  appeared  that  a  collection 
of  textile  work  ha4  not  been  exhibited  as 
it  should  have  been,  and  Mr.  William 
Morris,  well  known  for  his  artistic  tastes, 
and  his  friends  were  anxious  that  such 
beautiful  work  should  be  better  seen. 
But  it  was  rather  hard  that  this  most 
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ask  wketber  there  were  not  vacaot  spaces 
for  the  exhibition  of  these  hangings  in 
^e  cross  gallery  in  the  Exhibition  build- 
ing on  the  other  side  of  the  road  ?  He 
considered  it  unfortunate  that  such  great 
alterations  should  have  been  made  while 
the  Mnseam  was  confesaedlj  in  an  im- 
perfect state.  Whatever  alterations 
were  made,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
eventually  the  buildings  at  Sjuth  Ken- 
sington would  have  to  be  added  to. 
Indeed,  he  believed  that  there  had  already 
been  a  competition  iu  reapect  of  the  plans 
for  new  buildings  ;  therefore  it  seemed  to 
him  regrettable  that  internal  alterations 
should  be  made  pending  the  conclusion 
of  these  structural  arrangements. 

*LoKD  PLAYFAIR  said,  that  the  diffi- 
cnltiea  which  had  been  shown  to  exist  in 
regard  to  the  arrangement  of  casts  arose 
txom  the  inadequacy  of  the  accommoda- 
tion in  the  Museum  for  its  splendid  col- 
lections, and  there  was  no  doubt  a  strong 
desire  that  the  great  treasures  which  South 
Kensington  Museum  possessed  should  be 
adequately  seen  by  the  public.  With  re- 
gard to  the  collection  of  tapestry,  there 
was  probably  nocollectioD  in  Europe, save 
that  of  ^Spain,  equal  to  the  collectioD  at 
South  KensiugtoD.  On  account  of  defi- 
cient accommodation  this  collection  was 
exhibited  against  a  wall  in  the  present 
sculpture  gallery  with  the  light  shining 
upon  the  glass  which  enclosed  the  tapestry . 
The  reflection  of  the  windows  in  the 
glass  which  enclosed  the  collection  made 
it  almost  impossible  for  the  tapestry 
to  be  seen  at  all  ;  and  the  artis^ts  of  this 
country,  who  were  proud  of  this  great 
collection,  were  anxious  that  something 
flhould  be  done  to  enable  the  tapestry  to 
be  properly  displayed.  And  more  than 
the  art  ists :  there  was  no  class  of  the 
industrial  community  who  used  the 
Museum  so  much  for  industrial  purposes 
as  manufacturers  of  textile  fabrics,  and 
their  great  desire  was  that  these  tapestries 
should  be  seen  to  the  best  advantage. 
Well,thecourt  in  which  the  sculpture  was 
formerly  exhibited  was  admirably  lighted 
for  showing  these  tapestries  in  a  most 
effective  manner.  They  had  now  a  skilled 
artist  who  was  Directorof  theMuseum,aDd 
under  his  advice  and  belief  that  he  could 
exhibit  the  tapestries  in  a  manner  worthy 
of  the  nation,  and  could  exhibit  the  casts 
—which,  after  all,  although  important, 
were  only  reproductions,  whilst  the 
tapestries   were  originals — ^better  than 
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they  had  been  exhibited  hitherto,  the 
change  was  made.  The  nation  owed  a 
great  deal  to  Mr.  Perry,  who,  at  much 
inconvenience  to  himself,  bad  travelled 
through  Europe  to  make  this  admirable 
collection  of  oasts.  No  doubt  the  last 
wish  on  the  part  of  the  authorities  at 
South  Kensington  would  have  been  to 
slight  Mr.  Perry  in  any  way  with  re- 
gard to  the  collection.  But  they  were 
under  a  misapprehension.  Mr.  Perry 
did  visit  the  Museum  when  the  changes 
were  being  made.  It  now  appears 
that  he  thought  the  arrangements  in 
the  Sculpture  Gallery  were  only  on 
account  of  an  overflow.  Clearly,  there 
was  a  mistake  on  the  part  of  the 
authorities  or  on  that  of  Mr.  Perry, 
for  Mr.  Perry  left  the  impression  on 
the  miud  of  die  authorities  that  be 
was  in  favour  of  the  change.  He  (Lord 
Playfair)  had  a  number  of  letters  from 
artists  approving  of  the  change  both 
as  being  good  for  the  tapestries  and 
being  good  for  the  casts.  He  had  letters 
from  Mr.  Morris,  Sir  Bume-Jones,  Mr. 
Richmond,  and  Mr.  Penrose,  all  of  whom 
thought  the  casts  were  much  better 
placed  than  they  were  before,  and  that 
the  tapestries  were  admirably  seen,  and 
that  these  treasures  bad  now  really  be- 
come available  to  the  public,  hitherto 
having  been  concealed.  He  would 
only  read  the  letter  received  from  Mr. 
Richmond,  who  was  a  very  competent 
authority  with  regard  to  the  result.  He 
said — 

"  I  am  glad  that  you  have  brought  out  of 
'  darkueBS  into  light  these  glorious  Flemish 
tapestries,  which  have  hitherto  been  practically 
useless  to  the  student.  The  casts  i  a  the  large 
gallery  look  extremely  well,  far  better,  to  my 
thioking,  than  in  the  restricted  light  in  which 
they  were.  There  is  a  dignity  in  their  arrange- 
ment vhicb  every  true  artist  will  allow." 

Having  obtained  this  view  from  artists 
it  was  not  intended,  at  present,  at  all 
events,  to  make  any  change.  If  it  were 
found  that  the  sculpture  could  not  be 
properly  seen  by  the  students  some 
other  accommodation  would  have  to  be 
provided.  At  present,  however,  the 
authorities  desired  to  ascertain  fairly  the 
result  of  the  change.  Lord  Cowper 
must  have  gone  on  a  very  dark  day  to 
see  these  objects  of  art.  He  (Ijord  Play- 
fair)  had  gone  to  see  them  three  days 
ngOf  when  the  light  was  good,  and 
had  found  there  some  students  eopr- 
ing  from  the  casts.    He  spoke  to  the 
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StodeotB,  who  did  Dot  Icdot  who  he  was 
or  what  was  bis  motive  in  queetioning 
them.  He  asked  them,  "Do  you  like 
copjing  ID  this  gallery  or  did  you  prefer 
working  io  the  coart  from  which  the 
oasts  have  come."  The  answer  he  re- 
ceived was  that  in  the  old  court  there 
were  other  statues  in  the  line  of  vision 
behind  those  that  were  being  copied,  the 
result  being  that  a  statue  would  appear 
with  four  arms  and  three  or  four  tegs," 
Under  the  new  plan,"  they  said,  "  we 
■find  it  far  more  easy  to  copy  than 
formerly."  No  doubt  the  conditions 
under  which  the  casts  were  seen  would 
materially  affect  the  impressions  of  the 
visitor.  WbeD  he  visited  the  place  the 
light  was  good,  and  he  could  see  everything 
very  clearly.  With  regard  to  the  painting, 
some  of  the  casts  had  become  dirty  and 
had  been  cleaned,  and  two  or  three  had 
been  flatted,  to  see  whether  that  would 
suit  the  copiers  ;  but  that  was  only  an 
experiment.  As  to  removing  them  to 
another  place,  he  hoped  the  Government 
eome  day  would  undertake  to  provide 
farther  exhibition  room  to  the  Art 
treasures  of  South  Kensington.  Those 
treasures  were  splendid  and  an  honour  to 
the  nation,  but  they  were  so  crowded 
that  a  great  part  of  them  were  not  ex- 
hibited properly.  He  could  assure  the 
noble  Lord  that  the  highest  value  was 
attached  to  the  collection  of  casts,  and 
that  if  its  present  position  was  not  suit- 
able to  the  stutrents  the  authorities  would 
take  means  to  get  some  other  place 
where  they  would  be  satisfied  that  the 
conditions  were  satisfactory. 
•ViscoDNT  CRANBROOK  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  enter  into  the  dispute 
between  the  artists  who  might  bold 
different  views  as  to  the  place  in  which 
these  oasts  should  be  exhibited,  but  he 
wished  to  call  attention  to  a  point  made  by 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Playfair)  opposite 
as  to  the  want  of  ancommodatiouat  South 
Kensington  for  the  splendid  collections 
there.  No  one  could  see  that  collection  and 
see  the  people  who  resorted  to  it  without 
wishing  that  it  could  be  shown  to  greater 
advantage  than  it  was.  He  had  heard 
of  an  American  geotlemao  driving  up  to 
the  "  Brompton  Boilers,"  as  the  place 
vas  often  called ;  and  when  he  was  told 
that  that  was  the  great  South  Kensiog- 
'ton  Museum  which  he  had  heard  so  much 
of  as  containing  the  finest  collection  of 
■  (ut  works  in  the  world,  he  coutd  not  be- 


lieve that  it  could  be  in  such  a  place,  and 
drove  away  again.  He  (Viscount  Cran- 
brook)  would,  therefore,  ask  the  noble 
Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Government  to 
use  his  influmce  as  the  head  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter,  and  to  say 
that  a  commencement  should  be  made,  as 
soon  as  money  could  be  got  from  the 
Treasury,  with  the  buildings  for  the  de- 
signs of  which  money  was  voted  two 
years  ago. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERT  :  On  that 
point  I  think  it  is  a  little  hard  that  a 
Government  who  are  living  in  lean  years 
should  be  asked  to  carry  out  this  much- 
needed  improvement  when  the  Govern- 
ment of  which  the  noble  Lwd  was  a 
distinguished  Member  had  six  compara- 
tively fat  years  in  which  they  did  nothing 
at  all. 

The  Earl  of  CRANBROOK :  I 
would  remind  the  noble  Earl  that  the 
late  Government  had  a  competition  of 
designs  and  took  a  Vote  of  money  for 
the  first  year's  operations. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  I  think 
we  could  have  found  money  for  the  de- 
signs.   The  matter  will  receive  attention. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IKELAND)  PBO- 
VISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  2)  BILL. 
Read  2*  (accordiug  to  Order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 

COONTY  COaNGILS  ASSOCIATION 
(SCOTLAND)  BXPEN8ES  BILL.— (No.  27.) 

House  iu  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Ordered,  That  the  Evening  Sitting  of 
the  House  on  Tuesday  next,  and  on  all 
subsequent  Tuesdays  during  the  present 
Session,  do  commence  at  half-past  Five 
oVlock,  unless  the  House  shall  otherwise 
order. 

LAW  LIBRARY  FOUR  COURTa  IBRLAND, 
BILL.— (No.  29.) 
Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

HARKING  OF  FORBIGN  AMP  COLONIAL 
FRODUOE. 

The  Lord  Vernon  exempted  from  attendance 
OD  the  Select  Committee,  and  the  Lord  De 
L'Isle  and  Dudley  added  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee. 
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TOWN    IHPR0TKHENT8  (BETTERHEHT). 

The  Barl  Cowper  and  the  Loid  Egerton 
added  to  the  Select  Ooznmittee. 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BIIX8  AND 
CONSOLIDATION  BILLS. 

Ueesage  from  the  Commoiu,  That  they  have 
ordered  that  the  Select  Committee  appointed  by 
them  to  join  with  a  Committee  of  their  Lord- 
shipe  on  Statute  Law  Bension  Bills  and  Con- 
aolidation  Bills  do  meet  the  Committee  ap- 

rtnted  by  their  Loidshlps  in  Oommittee  Bofuo 
on  Monday  next,  at  TwelTa  o'clock,  u  dedred 
by  their  Lordships. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Six 
o'clock,  to  Monday  next,  a  qnarter 
betbre  Eleven  (Tdock. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
Friday,  27th  April  1S94. 


The  House  met  at  Two  olthe  dock. 

NEW  WRIT  ISSUED. 
For  the  Borough  of  Haekney  (Sonth- 
ern  DiTiston),  r.  Sir  Charles  Knssell, 
G.C.M.G.,    Manor    of  Northstead^ 
{Mr.  T.  'E.Ellia,) 

QUESTIONS. 


GBESHAM   UNIVEBSITY  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  BENN  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George's)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretarj  to 
the  Treasnry  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fiict  that  the  Report  of  the  Gresham 
University  Commismou  was  pablished 
more  than .  a  month  ago,  he  wul  accele- 
rate the  publication  of  the  evidence  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBBBT,  Oldham)  : 
I  am  informed  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
Commission  that  the  work  has  been  ex- 

ceedingly  heavy,  the  Commission  having 
held  some  115  protracted  sittings,  and 
there  being  some  1,227  double-columned 
pages  of  evidence  to  be  passed  through 
the  Press  and  indexed,  besides  an  Ap- 
pendix. The  printers  have  already  set 
ap  the  Evidence  and  Index,  but  not  the 
Appendix.   I  hope,  however,  that  no  an- 


necessary  delay  will  occur  in  finishing 
the  work. 

COST  OF  THE  R07AL  GOMUI88IOK  ON 
LABOUR. 

Mb.  BENN  t  I  beg  to  ask  the  Seoie- 
tary  to  the  Treasury  whether  he  can 
state  the  total  amount  expended  in  respect 
of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Labour  up 
to  the  Slst  of  March  Ust,  and  the  ap- 
proximate further  expenditure  which  will 
be  incurred  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  total  ex- 
penditure up  to  March  31,  1894,  is 
£45,358,  and  tlie  estimated  further  ex- 
penditure is  £1,530.  These  figures  are 
exclusive  of  the  rent  of  the  premises 
used,  which  belong  to  the  Government. 

DOG  MUZZLING  REGULATIONS  AT 
KANTURK. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N  Jl.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lwd 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  i> 
aware  that  a  considerable  number  oi 

sbopkeeperfl  in  Eautark  have  recently 
been  sunmioned  to  Petty  Sessions  and 
fined  for  having  their  dogs  without  log  ot 
muzzle  ;  was  any  public  notice  put  up 
warning  the  public  that  such  was  con- 
trary to  law  ;  and,  if  not,  why  was  not 
the  customary  practice  followed  in  this 
case  ;  and  is  he  aware  that  a  certain  sub- 
constable^s  dog  was  at  large  without  log 
or  moule ;  aiui,  if  so,  why  were  the  same 
proceedings  not  instituted  against  the 
policeman  as  against  the  civilians  ? 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRETARY  rOR 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Moblet,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  am  informed  tliat  the  fact 
is  as  stated  in  the  first  paiagraph,  and 
that  so  late  as  September  last  Orders 
were  made  by  the  Local  Authority  (the 
Board  of  Guardians)  to  the  effect  men- 
tioned in  the  question.  These  Orders 
were  posted  in  the  usual  way  throughout 
the  district.  It  appears  to  be  the  fact 
that  the  local  sergeant  of  police  has  a 
dog,  but  the  animal,  I  am  told,  is  con- 
stantly muazled  and  tied  up. 

Mb.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  beeo 
called  to  certain  proceedings  before  the 
Kanturk  Petty  Sessions  on  the  21st 
instant,  when  a  trader  in  the  town, 
named  Callaghan  McCarthy,  was  sum- 
moned for  having  a  greyhound  at  large 
without  a  muzzle,  and  fined  lOs.  and  costs. 
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notfrithBtaTidmg  that  Dr.  Webb  informed 
the  police  and  the  Magistrates  that  the 
dog  belonged  to  him  ;  is  be  aware  that  the 
MftglBtrates  refused  to  increase  the  fine 
to  such  an  amount  as  woald  give 
Mr.  McCarthy  the  right  of  appeal ;  and 
will  the  attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
be  called  to  the  action  of  the  Magistrates 
in  thus  summarily  deciding  a  case  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  The  facts  are 
accarately  stated  in  the  question,  though 
I  am  informed  that  Dr.  Webb  was  unable 
to  tell  the  Magistrate  when  he  got 
possession  of  Che  dog,  and  that  McCarthy 
did  hot  appear  in  Court  until  the  Magis- 
trates were  about  rising,  when  his  appli- 
cation conld  not,  of  coarse,  be  acceded  to. 

BOARD  OF  WORKS  LOANS  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  GILHOOLT  (Cork  Co.,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  case  of  Patrick  Murnane,  of  Coolboy, 
who  applied,  iu  December  last,  to  the 
Board  of  Public  Works  for  a  loan  (under 
the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Acts),  and  re- 
ceived an  answer  that  the  work  for  which 
he  desired  to  borrow  should  be  gradually 
done  by  himself  and  his  sons  without  the 
aid  of  the  loan  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Patrick  Murnane  had  paid  his  rent  up  to 
the  customary  period  on  the  estate,  as  re- 
quired by  the  Board  of  Works ;  uid 
whethw  the  Treasury  hare  advised  the 
Board  of  Works  to  refuse  loans  to  tenant 
farmers  in  L*eland  who  are  competent  to 
do  works  of  improvement  on  their  hold- 
ings ;  and  if  so,  when  this  new  rule  came 
into  operation  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT I  have  re- 
ceived information  as  to  the  circumstances 
of  the  case  referred  to.  No  general  in- 
structions have  been  issued.  Each  case 
is  dealt  with  on  its  merits ;  but  the  Trea- 
sury is  in  full  accord  with  the  principle 
that  where  a  tenant  or  tenant-purchaser 
«an  reasonably  be  expected  to  cury  ont 
an  improTement  by  the  labour  of  himself 
and  his  family,  it  is  not  desirable  that  he 
should  be  encouraged  to  burden  his 
holding  with  a  rent  charge  for  a  loan 
extending  over  at  least  22  years. 

LABOnuERS'  COTTAQES  IK  THE 
ROSCREA  UNION. 
Mr.  CREAN  (Queen's  Co.,  Ossory)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  a  majority  of  the  elected 
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Guardians  of  the  Roscrea  Union,  in  the 
Queen^s  County,  hare  petitioned  the 
Local  Government  Board  for  Ireland  to 
put  the  compulsory  clauses  of  the 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Act  into  force,  and 
to  instruct  their  Inspector,  when  holding 
the  local  inquiry  into  the  third  scheme, 
to  include  aU  representations  for  cottages 
which  were  rejected  by  the  majority  vote 
of  the  ex  officio  Guardians  on  the  15th 
of  March  and  the  5th  of  April,  1894  ; 
and  whether  the  Local  Government 
Board  for  Ireland  will  meet  the  wishes 
of  the  elected  Guardians  and  cause  the 
inquiry  to  include  the  rejected  represen- 
tations ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Petition  re- 
ferred to  in  this  question  was  received  by 
the  Local  Government  Board  on  the 
Hth  inst.,  and  petitioners  ware  informed 
that  nndw  Section  4  of  the  Labourers 
Act  of  1891  an  application  for  an  inquiry 
into  the  action  of  the  Guardians  in  such 
cases  should  emanate  from  the  persons 
who  signed  the  representations.  The 
consideration  of  the  queBtiou  raised  in 
the  concluding  paragraph  of  this  notice 
must,  therefore,  await  the  receipt  of  such 
an  application. 

THE  LEWIS  ESTATES.  GALWAY. 
Mr.  ROCHE  (Galway^  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will  state  the 
number  and  cost  of  extra  police  in  the 
County  <A  Galway  in  connection  with 
the  Lewis  estate  since  1885  ;  and  if  he 
will  state  the  amount  paid  to  Mrs.  Lewis 
during  that  period  for  rent  of  barracks, 
provisions  to  police,  forage  for  horses, 
&c? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  number  of 
extra  police  employed  on  this  estate 
since  1885  has  varied  from  three  to  nine, 
and  the  total  cost  of  the  men  is  estimated 
to  have  been  about  £3,660.  The  lady 
referred  to  is  the  owner  of  one  of  the 
pOTmanent  barracks  of  ibe  county,  which 
has  been  hold  from  her  on  lease  since 
1873.  But,  beyond  this,  the  answer  to 
the  second  paragraph  is  "  nil." 

Mr.  ROCHE  :  Are  we  to  understand 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  none 
of  the  Lewis  family  derive  any  benefit 
or  receive  compensation  for  the  other 
houses  occupied  by  the  police,  or  fat 
forage  supplied  to  the  horses  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  information  is 
definite  that,  so  far  aa  forage  goes,  tU^y 
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recetve  no  payment  whatever.  The  only 
payment  they  do  receive  is  under  a  lease 
made  in  the  year  1878.  If  my  hon. 
Frieod  wishes,  I  will  make  further 
inqnirj. 

Mr.  M'CABTAN  (Down,  S.) :  Is  it 
not  usual  to  pay  rent  iu  all  these 
cases  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  :  Yes. 

Mr.  bodkin  (BoBCommon,  8.)  :  la 
not  the  amount  charged  for  extra  police 
more  than  the  fee  farm  value  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  say. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  Will  it 
be  possible  before  the  Second  Beading  of 
the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill  to  lay  on  the 
Table  an  estimate  of  the  cost  to  the  tax- 
payer for  extra  police  on  the  several 
estates  the  cases  of  which  were  inquired 
into  by  the  Mathew  Commission  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY :  I  have  not  in  my 
possession  a  full  account  of  all  the  heads 
of  expenditure,  bnt  I  will  coDsider  what 
information  can  be  supplied.  I  do  not 
see  why  it  should  not  be  communicated 
to  the  House. 

Mr.  ROCHE  :  As  I  believe  the  Lewis 
family  are  paid  for  the  rent  of  the  house 
in  which  the  police  reside,  I  will  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  make  further 
inquiries. 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  :  I  am  tdd  that 
DO  payment  is  made,  except  that  pro- 
Tided  for  in  the  Iwse  of  1873. 

ST.  SILAS'  SCHOOLS,  HUN8LBT. 
Mr.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Vice  Fre3ident  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education 
what  is  the  cause  of  the  delay  in 
payment  of  the  grant  due  to  St. 
Silas'  Schools,  Hunslet,  Leeds ;  and  if 
he  can  say  when  the  payment  will  be 
made. 

The  vice  PBESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Aclakd,  York,  W.B., 
Botherham)  :  The  delay  in  payment  of 
the  grant  has  arisen  from  the  managers 
having  entered  in  the  aeconnt  of  income 
and  expenditure  certain  sums  spent  on 
the  improvement  of  the  school  premises, 
not  being  ordinary  repairs.  Article  90  of 
the  Code  does  not  allow  the  income  of  a 
school  to  be  applied  to  any  outlay  on  the 
school  premises,  beyond  the  cost  of 
ordinary  repairs  ;  and  if  the  Department 
were  to  make  a  grant  in  aid  of  the  im- 
provement of  school  premises,  they  would 
violate  the  provisions  of  Section  96  of 
.  Jtfr.  J.  Morley 


the  Elementary  Education  Act  of  1870. 
The  managers  have  1  een  asked  to  with- 
draw these  sums  from  the  account,  and 
have  declined  to  do  so.  If,  however, 
without  withdrawing  the  sums  from  the 
account,  they  will  state  the  amount  that 
has  been  expended  on  the  items  specified 
in  the  correspondence,  I  will  direct  that 
the  grant  shall  be  paid ;  bnt,  of  course, 
without  reckoning  the  sums  I  have  men- 
tioned as  income,  for  the  purpose  of 
increasing  the  grant  beyond  the  17b.  6d. 
limit. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  Then  how  does  the 
matter  stand  ?  If  the  managers  do  not 
furnish  the  items,  will  the  school  have  to 
go  without  the  grant  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  Education 
Department  cannot  break  the  law,  which 
provides  that  they  shall  not  allow  the 
income  of  the  school  to  be  applied  to 
school  building  improvements  beyond 
ordinary  repairs.  If  we  know  these 
items  do  not  come  within  ttie  category  of 
ordinary  repairs  we  shall  be  making  a 
grant  in  excess  of  what  the  law  directs. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  Then  we  must  get 
the  items  distinct  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  Yes,  we  cannot 
break  the  law. 

MADDEN  ESTATE.  CO.  FERMANAGH. 

Mr.  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  is  he  aware  that 
103  tenants  are  under  notice  of  eviction 
on  the  Madden  (Boslea)  estate.  County 
Fermanagh,  which  is  held  by  Mr.  Madden 
from  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  under  a 
renewable  lease,  on  which  the  College 
has  gradually  increased  the  head  rent 
from  £800  in  1805  to  £2,263  in  1866, 
this  increase  being  made  chiefly  upon  the 
improvements  executed  on  the  lands  by 
Mr.  Madden,  who  has  practically  ceased 
to  have  any  interest  in  the  property  and 
his  tenants  ;  whethw  the  Boyal  Irish 
CoDStabalary  iiave  specially  reported 
upon  the  condition  of  Uiese  tenants,  and 
their  inability  to  meet  the  present  demands 
against  them  ;  and  whether,  under  the 
circumstances,  he  will  place  himself  id 
communication  with  the  Board  of  Trinity 
College,  with  the  view  of  effecting  some 
settlement  and  preventing  some  150 
families  of  tenants  and  sub-teoants  being 
dispossessed  from  their  holdings  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY :  It  is  a  fact  that 
103  tenants  are  under  notice  of  eviction 
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OD  this  estate  ;  but  the  proceediogs, 
though  iu  the  name  of  the  middle  laud- 
lord,  Mr.  Madden,  have,  I  believe,  beeu 
really  taken  by  a  Receiver  ou  the  estate 
OD  behalf  of  Trinity  College.  I  have  no 
iDfonnatiou  as  to  the  amount  of  the 
bead-reut  iu  1806.  There  seems  to  be 
no  doubt,  however,  that  it  has  been 
largely  increased  from  time  to  time,  and 
that  such  iocreases  hare  beeu  accom- 
panied by  corresponding  iDcreases  in  the 
rentals  paid  by  the  tenants.  The  con- 
dition of  the  property  has  formed  the 
subject  of  special  Reports  both  to  the 
present  Government  and  that  of  my  pre- 
decessor ;  aud  from  the  iafonuatioti 
brought  to  my  notice,  I  believe  that 
most  of  the  tenants  uow  under  notice  of 
eviction  are  poor — many  of  them  hope- 
lessly so — and  that,  moreover,  the  im- 
mediiite  landlord  ia  himself  very  little 
better  off.  Regarding  the  last  para- 
graph, it  is  undoubtedly  most  desirable 
in  the  general  interests  that  settlements 
should  he  arrived  at  between  the  tenants 
and  the  landlord,  but  I  am  not  sure  that 
any  mediation  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  secure  so  deserving  an  object 
would  be  attended  with  good  results.  I 
would,  however,  suggest  that  the  hon.  and 
leagued  Geutlemen  opposite  are  likely  to 
have  more  influence  with  the  Board  of 
Trinity  College  than  I  should  have. 

INCITEMENT  TO  BOYCOTTING  AT 

PEAKE,  CO.  CORK. 
Mb.  DANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  pf  Ire- 
land is  he  aware  that  a  meeting  was  held 
ou  Sunday,  the  15th  instant,  at  Peake 
village.  County  Cork  for  the  purpose  of 
denouncing  a  person  who  had  taken  a 
vacant  farm,  and  that  a  strong  resolution 
was  passed  inciting  the  people  in  the 
district  to  boycott  snch  person  ;  were 
any  arrests  made  by  the  police ;  and 
does  the  Irish  Government  purpose 
taking  steps  to  put  a  stop  to  such  prac- 
tice ? 

Mb.  J.  MOBLEY  :  It  is  a  fact,  I  am 
informed,  that  a  meeting  was  held  on  the 
date  aud  at  the  place  mentioned,  but  the 
information  which  I  have  received  from 
the  police  does  not  bear  out  the  allega- 
tion iu  the  question  that  a  strong 
resolution  inciting  to  boycotting  was 
passed  at  the  meeting.  On  the  contrary, 
the  Police  Report  states  that  the  speeches 
were  short  and  moderate  ;  that  the  meet- 


ing was  a  great  failure,  and  that  it  will 
have  no  effect  whatever.  No  arrests 
were  made,  for  the  reasou  that  the  neces- 
sity for  such  did  not  arise. 

Mr  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  S.) : 
Was  a  resolution  passed  as  suggested  in 
the  question  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  newspaper 
report  speaks  of  a  resolution  having  been 
passed  condemnatory  of  land-grabbing. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY:  Have  tho 
police  forwarded  the  terms  of  the  resolu- 
tion ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  No. 

LORD  ANNALY'S  ESTATE  IN  COUNTY 
LONGFORD. 
Mr.  DANE :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieuteuaut  of  Ire- 
laud  is  be  aware  that  Lord  Annaly's 
estate  in  the  County  Longford  is  uow, 
and  lias  been  for  some  time,  under  the 
control  of  the  Land  Judge  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  iu  Ireland  ;  can  he 
state  how  many  lettings  have  been  made 
by  him  from  time  to  time  of  evicted  farms 
to  new  tenants  ;  how  many  old  tenants 
have  been  committed  for  contempt  of 
Court  in  retaking  forcible  possession  of 
farms ;  and  whether  any  of  them  have 
been  discharged  from  prison  upon  giving 
undertakings  not  to  again  violate  the  law ; 
in  how  many  cases  have  these  .under* 
takinga  beeu  broken,  and  thereupon  the 
tenants  so  breaking  them  been  recom- 
mitted to  prison ;  and  is  the  Land  Judge 
at  the  present  time  in  treaty  with  &e 
tenants  on  this  estate  for  the  sale  to  them 
of  their  holdings  under  the  Land  Pnrehase 
Acts? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  an  order  for  the  sale  of  these  estates 
was  made  iu  March,  1886,  and  that  an 
order  appointing  a  Receiver  was  made  in 
October,  1888.  Teuauts  have  surren- 
dered or  been  evicted  from  their  holdings 
in  about  20  cases,  in  most  of  vhich  re- 
lettings were  made  to  relations  of  the 
old  tenants.  In  three  or  four  cases  re- 
lettings have  been  made  to  other  tenants 
on  the  estate,  who  are  still  in  occupation. 
Three  evicted  tenants,  and  the  wife  of 
one  of  them,  have  beeu  committed  for 
contempt  in  retaking  forcible  possession ; 
one  of  such  tenants  and  his  wife  were 
discharged  in  promising  not  again  to 
violate  the  law.  The  said  tenant  and 
his  wife,  after  their  release,  again  took 
forcible  possession,  and  an  order  for 
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their  recommittal  was  again  made,  but 
the  tenant  evaded  arrest  hy  leaving  the 
country,  and  his  wife  alone  again  was 
committed.  The  Land  Judge  has,  h^ 
an  order,  authorised  the  solicitor  having 
carriage  to  negotiate  a  sale  with  the 
tenants,  and  such  negotiations  are  still 
pending. 

Mb.  HAYDEN  (Roscommon,  S.)  : 
Will  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  direct 
careful  inquiry  to  be  made  into  all  the 
circumstances  ? 

Mtt.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  had  fuU 
inquiry  made. 

TRAINING  COLLEGES. 
Mr.  T.  BAYLEY  (Derbyshire,  Ches- 
terfield) :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council-  on 
Education  if  he  is  aware  that  so  long  as 
the  existing  accommodation  at  Training 
Colleges  is  insufficient  to  meet  the  de- 
maud  caused  by  the  operation  of  Article 
115  (a)  of  the  Education  Code,  and  so 
long  as  the  authorities  of  Trainiug  Col- 
leges are  free  to  select  students  for  other 
reasons  than  success  in  order  of  merit  at 
the  Queen's  Scbolardship  Examinations, 
serious  professional  disabilities  are  by  tbe 
operation  of  Article  73  of  the  Education 
Code  placed  upon  many  teachers  who  as 
Qneen^s  scholars  were  entitled  to  obtain 
entrance  at  a  Training  College,  and  that 
managers  of  schools  often  regard  these 
teachers  as  belonging  to  an  inferior  class 
unworthy  of  promotion  or  the  higher 
scale  of  pay  ;  and  further,  if  be  will 
undertake  that  a  Minute  of  the  Educa- 
tion Department  shall  remedy  these 
grievances  as  far  as  at  present  practi- 
cable by  removing  tbe  technical  distinc- 
tion m^e  in  Article  73  of  the  Education 
Code  between  the  staff  equivalents  of 
certificated  teachers  trained  at  a  Training 
College  and  certificated  teachers  not  so 
trained  ? 

Mb.  ACLAND  :  There  are  still  some 
vacant  places  in  the  day  Training  Col- 
leges. The  Article  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  relates  in  its  terms  to 
assistant  certificated  teachers  only,  and 
not  to  head  teachers  in  charge  of  schools, 
who  count  for  the  same  number  of 
Boholars,  whether  they  are  trained  in 
Training  Collies  or  not.  I  cannot  pre- 
vent managers  of  schools  from  preferring 
a  head  teacher  trained  in  a  Training 
College  to  one  who  has  not  been  bo 
trained  ;  and,  if  such  a  preference  is  un- 
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justifiable,  it  would  be  difficult  to  justify 
the  large  expenditure  of  tbe  State  upon 
Training  Colleges.  But  I  quite  admit 
that  when  a  teacher  has  done  good  work 
his  record  should  he  considered,  whether 
be  has  been  trained  in  a  Training  College 
or  not,  and  if  conclusive  evidence  is 
placed  before  me  showing  that  teachers 
of  proved  excellence  have  been  rejected 
for  inferior  teachers  simply  on  account  of 
the  slight  difference  applied  to  assistant 
certificated  teachers  in  Article  73, 1  shall 
be  happy  to  consider  the  matter. 

WRITS  OF  SUMMONSES. 

Mb.  M*CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  there 
are  83  District  Registries  for  the  issne 
of  writs  of  summons  in  England,  and 
only  one  in  Ireland ;  and  whether,  con- 
sidering the  serious  losses  caused  to 
merchants  and  traders  in  Belfast  and  ad- 
joining districts  by  the  delay  involved  in 
having  at  present  to  send  to  Dublin  for 
writs  of  summons,  be  will  communicate 
with  tbe  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  as 
to  the  advisability  of  establishing  in 
Belfast  an  office  for  the  issue  of  writs  of 
summons  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  District  Registries 
in  England  are  the  creation  of  Statute, 
and  there  is  no  similar  legislation  applic- 
able to  Ireland.  The  Lord  Chancellor 
has,  therefore,  no  authority  to  act  as 
suggested  in  the  question  of  my  hon. 
Friend. 

IRISH  CHURCH  TEMPORALITIBB 
COMMISSION. 

Mb.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  any  change  has  been 
made  by  the  Irish  Land  Commissioners 
in  fixing  the  dates  for  payment  of  the 
half-yearly  instalments  payable  by  the 
tenant  purchasers  under  the  Irish  Church 
Temporalities  Commission  ;  whether  the 
dates  for  payment  have  in  former  years 
been  extended  from  1st  January  and  let 
July  to  Slst  March  and  30th  September 
respectively ;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
the  great  depression  in  the  prices  of 
agricultural  produce,  the  Land  CommU- 
sioners  will  extend  the  time  for  repay> 
ment  to  the  dates  above  mentioued  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  No  change  has 
been  made  by  the  Irish  Land  Com- 
missionera  in  dzing  the  date  for  payment 
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of  half-yearly  instalments  payable  by 
teoaDt-purchaaers  under  the  Irish  Church 
Acts.  The  gale  days  upuu  which  the 
instalments  are  made  payable  by  the 
mortgagees  are  Ist  Jaunary  and  Ist  July 
in  some  oases,  and  Ut  April  and  1st 
October  in  others.  When  the  July  iustal- 
meots  become  due,  foIlowlDg  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Church  CommissioDers,  the 
purchasers  are  sent  orders  to  pay  the 
half-yearly  gale  on  or  before  the  30th 
September.  The  limit  in  respect  of  the 
instalments  ivhich  become  due  upon  the 
1st  January  is  the  15th  March. 

PIERS  ly  IRELAND. 
Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Keny,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lientenant  of  Ireland  if  he  could 
state  what  is  the  amoant  of  the  annual 
grant  made  to  the  Scotch  Fishery  Com- 
missioners for  the  coDstructioD  of  piers 
in  Scotland  ;  and  why  a  similar  grant  is 
not  made  to  the  Irish  Fishery  Commis- 
sioners for  a  similar  purpose  ? 

•Sib  J.  T.  HIBBERT  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  £3,000  voted  aoDually  to  the 
Fishery  Board  for  Scotland  for  grants  in  aid 
of  piers  or  quays  is  voted  under  the  Act 
5  Geo.  ly.,  c.  64,  and  there  is  no  similar 
jnvriston  in  force  with  regard  to  Ireland. 

KILULVULLEN  KAXIONAL  SCHOOL. 

Mr.  W.  ABRAHAM  (Cork  Co., 
N.£.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whe- 
ther he  has  fully  considered  the  case  of 
Mr.  Nicholas  Fitzgerald,  assistant  teacher 
in  the  Dational  school,  Killavullen,  County 
Cork,  who  has  been  deprived  of  his 
share  of  the  result  fees,  to  which  he  be- 
came entitled  on  an  examination  of  the 
pupile  in  December,  1892,  in  con- 
sequence of  some  irregularity  in  the 
record  of  the  attendance  of  pupils, 
for  which  Mr.  Fitzgerald  was  not 
in  the  least  degree  responsible ;  if  the 
District  Inspector  of  National  Schools 
has  report'Cd  favourably  of  the  progress 
of  the  pupils  generally,  and  spoken  in 
terms  of  commendation  of  the  way  in 
which  the  assistant  teacher  has  discharged 
his  duties  ;  and  whether  he  will  consider 
the  desirability  of  advising  the  Commis- 
sioners of  National  Education  to  pay  Mr. 
Fitzgerald  the  result  fees  he  has  earned  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  The  Commis- 
sioners of  National  Education  inform  me 
that  the  results  fees  that  accrued  from  the 
annual  results  inspection  of  this  school  in 
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December,  1892,  were  cancelled  because 
the  records  of  the  pupils*  attendances 
during  the  results  year  were  wholly  un- 
reliable,  and  the  Inspector  was  unable  to 
certify,  as  a  condition  of  payment,  that 
the  accounts  were  correct  and  trust- 
worthy. Under  these  circumstances,  it 
was  not  possible  to  grant  any  portion  of 
results  fees  to  the  assistant  teacher,  Mr. 
Fitzgerald.  There  is  no  complaint 
recorded  against  this  assistant,  and  there 
is  no  special  Report  regarding  him  per- 
sonally. The  school,  I  believe,  although 
not  free  from  defects,  has  on  the  whole 
made  fair  progress  as  regards  the  pro- 
ficiency of  its  classes.  The  Com- 
missioners have,  however,  no  power 
under  their  Rules  to  pay  results  fees,  or 
any  part  thereof,  in  the  case  of  the  non- 
fnlftlment  of  the  fundamental  condition 
of  duly  certified  accounts  of  attend- 
ances, &c. 

PBISOy-HADB  GOODS  FOB  THB  POST 
OFFICE. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS(Birmingham,  E.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  the  belts,  pouches,  leggings,  and 
leather  articles  required  by  the  Post  Office 
have  hitherto  been  made  under  contract 
with  private  firms  ;  whether  it  is  intended 
in  future  to  have  these  articles  made  by 
prisoners  in  Her  Majesty^s  gaols  ;  whe- 
ther this  change  of  system  will  involve 
extra  cost  of  instruction  and  waste  of 
time  and  material  through  the  incom- 
petence of  the  men  employed  ;  and  whe- 
ther he  can  give  an  estimate  of  what  saving, 
if  any,  will  result  from  the  change  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLBT,  Nottingham,  E.) : 
The  supply  of  leggings  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Prisons  dates  from  a  period 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
wag  Home  Secretary.  The  supply  of 
belts  and  pouches  from  the  same  source  is 
more  recent.  The  present  intention  is  to 
continue  to  obtain  these  articles  from 
that  source.  I  am  not  aware  that  there  is 
any  extra  cost  for  instruction  or  waste  of 
time  and  materials  ;  but  if  there  is,  I 
presume  that  the  Prison  Commissioners 
have  taken  these  matters  into  considera- 
tion in  fixing  the  price  of  the  articles.  The 
estimated  saving  is  about  £100  a  year, 

GERMAN-MADB  BRUSHES. 

Mr.  HOLLAND  (Salforf,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Tr.de  if  he  wUl  exj-Wn  i^J^gf^t 
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GermaD-made  brushes  are  allowed  to  be 
imported  into  this  country,  packed  iu 
large  cases,  marked  with  the  words 
"  Made  in  Germany,"  whilst  the  brushes 
themselves  hear  no  mark  whatever  to 
iiidicate  their  origin  ? 

The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OK-  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  The  practice  referred  to  by 
the  hou.  Member  in  itself  discloses  no 
ofifenoe  against  the  Merchandise  Marks 
Act.  The  case  would,  of  course,  be  dif- 
ferent if  the  brushes  were  subsequently 
sold  or  exposed  for  sale  with  a  covering 
or  label  attached  applying  a  false  trade 
description  to  them. 

LOSS  OF  LIFE  IN  BECENT  QALES. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  can  give  any  particulars  as  to  the  loss 
of  lives  and  fishing  boats  during  the 
recent  storm  off  the  southern  coast  of 
Ireland  ;  and  if  he  can  state  how  many 
poor  fishermen  are  reported  as  missing? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  Reports  re- 
ceived by  the  Board  of  Trade  to  date  are 
as  follows  : — Two  Norwegian  ships 
stranded  (crews  saved)  ;  one  Irish  lugger 
foundered  with  all  hands ;  one  man 
washed  overboard  from  a  Manx  lugger  ; 
one  foreign  lugger  driven  her 
anchors,  and  one  Irish  lugger  dismasted 
(no  lives  lost)  ;  nets  of  five  luggers  lost, 
of  which  four  were  Irish  and  one  Manx. 
I  am  glad  to  say  that  the  results  of  the 
recent  gale  on  the  south  coast  of  Ireland 
^re  not  turning  out  so  disastrously  as 
was  at  first  anticipated,  but  the  Board  of 
Trade  Returns  are  not  yet  complete. 

2nd  battalion  DORSET  RKQIMENT. 

Mr.  WINGFIELD-DIGBY  (Dorset, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  the  2ud  Battalion  of  the 
Dorset  Regiment,  now  quartered  at 
Belfast,  is  in  a  satisfactory  condition,  or 
in  a  state  of  demoralisation  as  has  been 
recently  alleged  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  The  battalion  is  reported 
to  be  in  a  satisfactory  condition,  and  1 
have  already  said  in  answer  to  a  quei- 
tioq  that  the  reports  of  a  recent  occurrence 
in  barracks  were  greatly  exaggerated. 

VOLUNTEKBS  AND  GUN  LICEN0K8. 
Mb.  WINGFIELD-DIGBY  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

Mr.  Holland 


whether  his  Excise  officers  are  within 
their  rights  in  asking  members  of  the 
Volunteer  and  Yeomanry  Forces  for  their 
gun  licences  when  they  are  engaged  in 
shooting  their  annual  course  according 
to  the  Queen's  Regulatious  on  a  Govern- 
ment inspected  rifle  range ;  and,  if  not, 
will  he  kindly  issue  Orders  to  prevent 
such  demands  being  made  on  members 
of  the  Auxiliary  Forces  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT(who  replied)  said: 
Members  of  Volunteer  and  Y'eomsnry 
forces  are  exempt  from  Gun  Licence  Duty 
when  using  guus  on  duty  or  in  target 
practice.  This  exemption  should  be 
well  knowu  to  Excise  officers.  If  the  hon. 
Member  has  any  particular  case  in  view 
where  the  exemption  has  been  refused  I 
will  cause  further  inquiry  to  be  made  on 
being  furnished  with  the  particulars. 

EVICTIONS  IN  SOUTH  LEITRIM. 
Mr.  TULLY  (Leitrim,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how  many  evictions 
have  taken  place  in  the  parish  of  Drum- 
reilly,  iu  Soutb  Leitrim,  since  the  Ist  of 
January,  1893  ;  how  many  of  the  farms 
have  been  occupied  by  planters  since  that 
period ;  and  whether,  with  a  view  to  pre- 
vent! ug  the  undue  creation  of  these 
tenancies,  he  will  provide  that  the  com- 
pensation proposed  to  be  paid  to  planters 
under  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill  shall  not 
be  payable  to  any  planter  who  entered  into 
possession  after  the  1st  of  January,  1893? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Eight  evictions 
buve  taken  place  in  this  parish  since  the 
date  mentioned.      None  of  these  evicted 
hoUliugs  have   been  occupied   by  new 
tenants,  though  I  am  informed  that  two 
i  such  tenauts  occupy  six  farms  from  which 
I  tenants  had  been  evicted  prior  to  the  Ist 
I  of  January,  1U93. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAF. 


STANDING  COMMITTEE  (8C0TLAND). 
RESOLUTION.     [ADJOrRSED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  ou  Main  Question,  as  amended 
[20th  April], 

"  That,  in  addition  to  the  two  tStanding  Com- 
mitteea  appointed  onder  Standing:  Order  No.  47, 
a  Standing  Committee  shall  be  appointed  for 
the  considefatioD  of  all  Bills.  Introdacecl  by  a 
Mioieter  of  the  Crown,  relating  excluKire^  to 
Scotland  which  may,  by  order  of  the  House,  be 
i  committed  to  them,  and  that  the  proTisions  of 
I  Staodiof?  Order  No.  47  shall  apply  to  the  nid 
I  Standing  Committ^^;,^^^  byGoOglc 
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That  the  said  Standing  Committee  do  cotuiBt 
of  all  the  Members  representing  Scottish  COQ- 
otitueacies,  together  with  Fif  teea  other  Members 
to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee  oE  Selection, 
who  shall  have  power  from  time  to  time  to  dis- 
charge the  Uembera  so  nominated  by  them  and 
to  appoint  others  In  substitution  for  those  dls- 
chai^(ed : 

That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  i9  aad  60  do  apply 
to  the  said  Standing  Committee." — {Sir  O. 
Tretelyan.") 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  It  may  be  coDvenieut  that 
I  should  state  the  course  which  the  Go- 
vernment propose  to  take  on  the  Ameui]- 
meuts  now  upon  the  Paper,  as  it  is  cue 
which,  I  hope,  will  facilitate  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  qucstioD.  There  are  two 
Amendments  which  stand  at  the  head  of 
the  Paper  relating  to  the  corapositiou  of 
the  Committee,  one  oi  them  in  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Parttck  and  the 
other  in  the  name  of  the  hou.  Member 
for  West  Renfrewshire.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Partick  will  perhaps  excuse  me 
for  saying  that  I  am  not  altogether  aware 
of  the  object  with  which  the  hoo.  Mem- 
ber moves  his  Amendment,  for  it  is  iu  a 
contrary  direction  to  what  is  the  general 
opinion  of  gentlemen  who  act  and  vote 
with  him.  I  take  it  that  the  "qualifications 
of  the  Members  selected  "  refers  to  their 
special  knowledge  of  any  special  ques- 
tion before  the  Committee,  and  the 
*'  compositiou  of  the  House "  relates 
rather  to  the  votiog  power  of  the  two 
sides  of  the  House.  The  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Renfrewshire  is 
quite  clear  as  to  its  objects.  Its  pur- 
pose is  to  give  instructions  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  to  select  Members  for 
the  Grand  Committee,  so  as  to  ap- 
proximate the  balance  of  parties  in 
the  Grand  Committee  to  that  of  the 
whole  House.  When  I  introduced  this 
proposal  it  was  not  as  a  Party  matter,  but 
for  the  purpose  of  promoting  Scotch 
business  and  facilitating  the  transaction 
of  other  business.  Other  interpretations 
have  been  put  upon  my  words,  but  I  think 
those  hon.  Members  who  know  me  will 
believe  thati  was  perfectly  sincere  iu  the 
description  which  I  gave  of  my  intentions 
in  introducing  the  proposal.  Certainly, 
I  am  going  to  give  a  very  great  proof  of 
that  sincerity  by  saying  that  the  Govern- 
ment accept  as  a  practical  proposal,  and 
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as  a  concession  which  we  are  quite  ready 
to  make  to  the  feelings  of  hon.  Members 
who  do  not  agree  with  the  original  pro- 
posal, the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Renfrewshire  (Mr.  Ren- 
shaw).  The  consequence  will  be  that 
the  composition  of  the  Grand  Committee 
will  be  a  true  and  thorough  exponent  of 
Scotch  opinion,  and  the  House  at  large 
will  then  be  able  either  to  defer  to  Scotch 
opinion — to  accept  the  work  iu  the  shape 
iu  which  it  comes  back  to  the  House—or, 
if  they  think  sufficiently  strongly  Cb  the 
question,  to  go  counter  to  that  opinion, 
and  then  they  will  do  so  with  their  eyes 
open,  and  only  upon  due  cause.  When 
once  this  coucessiou  is  made,  I  do  not 
think,  on  looking  through  the  other 
Amendments  on  the  Paper,  that  there  is 
anything  which  requires  very  serious 
consideration  by  the  House.  Apart  from 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Islington,  which  either  is  or  is  not  in 
Order — it  is  not  ifor  me  to  say — the  re- 
maining Amendments  refer  to  the  classes 
of  Bills  that  should,  or  ^ould  not,  be 
referred  to  the  Grand  Committee.  The 
Government  have  given  the  ast^urance 
that  the  only  Government  measures  to  be 
referred  this  Session  to  the  Scotch  Grand 
Committee  are  the  Scotch  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  and  the  Fatal  Accidents  Bill ; 
and  that  being  the  case,  the  Government 
are  bound  to  resist  all  the  Amendments 
which  limit  the  scope  of  the  Committee. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  earnestly 
hope  that  the  House  will  allow  this  dis- 
cussion to  close.  Hon.  Members  on  the 
Government  side,  and,  I  believe,  many 
hon.  Members  on  the  opposite  side,  are 
wilting  to  have  the  Scotch  Local  Go- 
vernment Bill  laid  before  the  House,  and 
immediately  the  question  of  the  Grand 
Committee  shall  be  settled  I  propose  to 
ask  leave  to  bring  iu  the  Local  Goveru- 
meut  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  iu  Hoe  9,  after 
the  words  "  Committee  of  Selection," 
to  insert  the  words 

"who  shall  hare  regard  in  such  appointment 
to  the  desirability  o£  approxf-^ting  the  balance 
of  parties  tti  the  Committee  that  of  the  whole 
House,  and." — {Mr.  Renskate.') 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Mb.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  said, 
he  must  congratulate  the  Government 
on  having  climbed  down.  \_Cries  of 
"  Oh  I The  c^^eessiALiUdiji^i^  so 
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far  as  the  Oppoeition  wished,  because 
they  objected  to  the  proposal  altogether. 
He  could  truly  say  there  was  no 
eutbasiasm  whatever  in  favour  of  this 
proposal  iu  Scotland.  In  proof  of  that 
he  could  ouly  quote  The  North  British 
Daily  Mailt  which  was  the  leading 
GladstoniaD  paper  in  Scotland. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  House  is  not 
now  on  the  Main  Question,  but  simply 
on  the  Amenilmeot  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Renfrew. 

Mr.  HOZIER  said,  he  was  merely 
pointing  out  that  the  concessiou  of  this 
Amendment  did  not  do  away  with  the 
objections  to  the  scheme.    Even  The 

North  British  Daily  Mail  said  [Cn'e* 

©/"Order!"]  He  did  not  see  why  he 
should  not  refer  to  The  North  British 
Daily  Mail.  Tliat  newspaper  said  that 
the  scheme  of  the  Grand  Committee  was 
a  temporary  expedient^  "  about  which 
few  people  are  enthusiastic."  [Cnef  of 
"  Order  I "] 

•Mr.  speaker  :  The  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  perfectly 
appropriate  when  I  put  the  Main  Ques- 
tion aiter  the  Amendments  have  been 
disposed  of. 

Mr.  HOZIER  said,  he  would  only 
point  out  that  the  Crovemmeot  bad  now 
certainly  changed  very  much  from  their 
position  of  last  week.  The  North  British 
Daily  Mail  had  said  that  the  Goveru- 
ment  did  uot  know  their  own  mind,  and 
he  would  only  emphasise  the  fact  that 
this  very  day  last  week  the  Governmeut 
did  not  hold  the  opinion  which  they  at 
present  held.  The  Leader  of  the  House 
then  said — 

**  As  I  understand  the  ailments  put  forward 
io  support  of  the  AmeDdment,  they  are  that  the 
16  aacfitional  Hembflrs  ate  to  be  taken  from  one 
political  Party  in  order  to  neatraliae  the  other 
70.  Such  a  proposal  is  one  to  which  we  cannot 
listeo  for  R  moment.  If  Members  are  to  be 
added  to  the  Committee,  they  must  be  chosen 
on  the  priacipleon  which  Memben  are  selected 
for  other  Oommittees." 

On  the  other  hand,  he  quite  admitted 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
Campbell-Ban  nerman)  had  been  success- 
ful in  having  his  opinion  accepted  by  the 
rest  of  the  Cabinet,  because,  though  he 
tried  to  minimise  the  words  he  used,  be 
appareutly  was  strongly  in  favour  of  this 
proposal  from  the  first.  In  othw  words, 
a  fortnight  ago  the  Secretary  for  War 
was  in  favow  of  a  proposal  which  the 
Leader  of  the  Hottee  derided  last  week. 
Mr,  ffozier  \ 


I  What  the  Opposition  objected  to  in 
I  regard  to  this  proposal  was  the  accen* 
tuation  of  so  -  called  Scottish  opinion 
which  it  brought  about.  The  Scot- 
tish Unionists  were  in  a  minority  of 
23  to  49  on  Imperial  questions,  but  not 
on  local  questions.  Even  on  Imperial 
questions,  however,  according  to  Uie  votes 
at  the  last  Election,  in  the  view  of  the 
Member  for  Bodmin  (Mr.  Courtney), 
who  was  a  past  master  in  proportional 
representation,  the  figures  ought  to  be 
as  33  to  39.  The  concession  would 
in  no  real  way  remedy  this  grievance, 
and  would  not  prevent  Scottish 
Gladstonian  opinion  from  being  un- 
duly accentuated.  The  Scottish  Glad- 
stonian Members  had  been  proved  to  )>e 
wrong  before  now  on  several  most  im- 
portant matters,  such  as  the  Fisheries 
Bill,  Temperance,  Education,  and  the 
Church.  [Cries  of  "Order!"]  He 
could  quite  understand  why  the 
Secretary  for  War  succeeded  in  tis,ving 
his  opinion  accepted  by  the  rest 
of  the  Cabinet.  After  all,  what 
good  did  the  acceptance  of  this  proposal 
do  to  the  Uoiouists?  Hon.  Members 
opposite  would  analyse  every  single 
Division  that  took  place,  and  the  result 
would  be  that  all  these  Members  that 
were  added  would  be  considered  simply 
as  nothing  at  all.  The  Secretary  for 
War  might  also  have  urged  that  on  the 
Committee  there  were  amongst  the  Glad- 
stonians  10  who  were  Members  of  the 
Governmeut  and  five  who  were  practising 
barristers.  Fifteeu  Scottish  Gladstouiaa 
Members  would  fiud  it  extremely  awk- 
ward to  attend  regnlarly,  and  it  would  be 
by  no  means  inconvenient  to  them  that 
15  Unionist  Members  should  be  added 
with  whom  they  would  be  able  to  pair.  If 
hon.  Members  from  Scotland  were  absent, 
and  had  not  paired,  their  votes  could  not 
be  considered  as  expressing  Scottish 
opinion ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  if 
they  were  paired  with  any  of  the 
English  Members,  their  votes  would  no 
doubt  be  counted  iu  the  careful  analysis 
that  would  be  made.  He  was  borne  out 
in  his  opinion  upon  this  concession  by 
the  Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  Reid), 
who,  from  bis  point  of  view,  said  that 
he  would  not  for  a  moment  ask  for,  or 
agree  to,  a  Committee  which  did  not 
consist  exclusively  of  Scottish  Member*, 
while  the  hou.  Member  for  the  College 
Division  of  Glasgow,  on  March  6^  1888, 
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"  As  for  this  peddling  and  pottering  throned 
Cbaod^Committees  it  is  not  wanted  by  the  p«ople 
<tf  Scotland.  It  will  not  satisfy  tnem,  and  it 
.  will  nob  oare  the  evils  complidned  of." 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanark, 
Partick)  said,  he  attached  more  import- 
ance than  his  hoo.  Friend  did  to  this  con- 
ceBflion.  He  thought  it  was  an  Important 
one,  and  be  did  not  accept  it  grudgingly. 
He  did  not  need  to  enter  into  an  explana- 
tion of  Lis  Amendment,  because  the  pre- 
sent Amendment  wm  a  larger  one.  He 
r^[arded  the  present  Amen^nfflut  m  im- 
portant, because  it  accepted  the  desiraUe- 
oess  of  forming  this  Scottish  Grand 
Committee  not  iu  accordance  with  the 
division  of  Members  in  Scotland,  but  ac- 
cording to  the  old  principle,  and  in 
accordance  with  the  composition  of  fhis 
House.  If  the  Committee  had  been 
entirely  in  accordance  with  the  composi- 
tion of  this  House,  he  would  have  ap- 
proTod  of  it  heartily.  This  Amendment 
went  a  long  way  towards  recognising  the 
old  principle  of  following  the  proportional 
composition  of  the  Honse,  and  it  there- 
fore removed  a  great  part  of  his  objection 
to  the  proposal  of  the  Govermentfor  esta- 
blishing a  Scotch  Grand  Committee. 

Mr.  a.  J,  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.)  said,  he  did  not  think  it  was  necessary 
that  they  should  compare  the  concession 
the  Government  bad  now  made  too 
closely  with  their  previous  utterances. 
Without  undue  comment,  he  thought  bis 
hon.  Friend  behind  him  (Mr.  Hozier)  was 
perfectly  right  in  saying  that,  though  this 
was  a  substantial  ooncession,  it  was  not 
one  which  in  its  nature  could  remove  the 
fundamental  objections  they  had  to  the 
proposals  of  the  Government.  It  did  not 
do  so  for  more  than  one  reason.  But 
many  of  these  reasons  he  would  be  out 
of  Order  in  dealing  with.  He  would 
simply  say,  with  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Frieud,  that  it  was 
intended  by  its  author  to  remedy  one,  and 
one  only,  of  the  objections  they  felt  to 
the  plan  of  the  Government.  That  ob-  : 
jection  was  that  the  proposed  Grand 
Committee  would  not,  as  it  stood  origi- 
nally, be  a  reflection  of  the  composition 
of  the  House.  It  would  not  be  a  reflec- 
tion even  now.  If  the  Government  bad 
chosen  to  accept  the  Amendment  which 
was  pressed  upon  them  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham, and  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Partick  and  others,  and  had  allowed 
40  Members  to  be  appointed  for  the  pur- 


pose of  redressing  any  disparity  that 
might  exist,  then,  no  doubt,  the  funda- 
mental injustice  would  have  been  largely 
remedied.  However,  the  Government 
refused  the  Amendment,  and  he  thought 
they  were  now  in  the  rather  inconsistent 
position  of  having  conceded  the  whole 
principle  which  the  Opposition  asked  for 
when  they  put  down  the  Amendment, 
without  carrying  theprinciple  which  they 
accepted  to  its  logical  conclusion.  He 
thanked  the  Government  for  what  they 
had  done  ;  but  he  would  point  out  that, 
even  as  regarded  the  particular  objection 
which  this  Amendment  was  intended 
to  meet,  obviously  it  only  met  it  half- 
way. 

Mr.  THORBURN  (Peebles  and  Sel- 
kirk) said,  he  sbould  like  to  ask  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  whether  the 
Members  appointed  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection  were  all  to  be  taken  from 
the  Unionist  Party  ?  If  that  was  done, 
he  quite  agreed  that,  to  some  extent, 
their  objections  would  be  removed.  But 
he  shoidd  certainly  have  preferred  to 
have  seen  the  composition  of  the  Com- 
mittee one  which  was  the  exact  reflection 
of  the  political  complexion  of  the  House 
rather  than,  as  would  be,  an  approxima- 
tion to  it.  He  thought  the  time  of  the 
House  would  have  been  very  much  saved 
if  the  Government  had  come  to  the  con- 
clusion at  which  they  had  now  arrived 
long  ago. 

Sib  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) said,  he  wished  to  know  whether 
the  15  English  Members  were  to  be 
allocated  to  the  minority  in  the  House  ? 
He  hardly  thought  the  Grand  Committee 
would  prove  satisfactory  either  to  the 
Scottish  Members  or  to  the  House 
generally.  There  was  a  very  strong  feel- 
ing against  it  in  Scotland  and  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  ;  therefore,  it  would 
give  satisfaction  to  nobody.  As  they 
had  the  concession  from  the  Government, 
he  would  be  wilting  to  let  the  matter  go 
in  the  belief  that  these  15  Members  were 
to  be  allocated  to  the  minority. 

*Mr.  jacks  (Stirlingshire)  said,  he 
felt  very  strong  disappointment  that  the 
Government  had  given  way  in  this 
matter.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
Opposition  had  taken  much  too  serious  a 
view  of  this  modest  proposal.  At  the 
last  Election  there  was  scarcely  a  single 
candidate  in  Scotland  who  did  not 
advocote  some  devolution  of  all  Scottish 
business.   No  scsipeg^Q-s^t^iD^ueple 
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proposal  made  hy  the  GoverDmeDt 
than  the  Opposition  ascended  to  the 
very  mountain  top  of  panic*  and 
pointed  out  dangers  and  prophesied 
disasters  as  the  result  of  the  proposal. 
Now,  what  did  the  Amendmeiit  mean  ? 
It  meant  that  the  Scotch  Committee  was 
not  to  be  a  Scotch  Committee,  but  a  hybrid 
one,  and  the  coucession  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment was  most  important.  The  Scotch 
Party  consisted  of  49  Radicals  and  23  Con- 
servatives and  Unionists,  but  there  were 
eight  official  or  semi-official  Members 
who  certainly  could  not  be  counted  upon 
to  attend,  and  who  wouU,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  not  attend.  This  reduced  the  num- 
ber of  Liberals  to  41,  and  the  Amend- 
ment adding  to  the  Conservative  Mem- 
bers 15,  who  were  not  to  be  Scotch 
Representatives,  and  who  must  be  Con- 
servatives, made  the  figures  41  Liberals 
and  38  Conservatives.  He  confessed  he 
greatly  regretted  such  a  concession  having 
been  made.  If  the  Opposition  was  unjustifi- 
able at  first,  it  had  now  become  ridiculous. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  pursuing  a 
shadow  and  losing  the  substance,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  far  better  to  drop 
the  proposal  as  it  now  stood  altogether, 
and  come  forward  boldly  with  a  scheme 
of  thorough  devulutiou  of  purely  Scottish 
affairs  to  some  Scottish  assembly.  This 
would  put  before  them  something  of  sub- 
stance aud  sense,  and  would  call  forth 
very  little,  if  any,  more  opposition  than 
had  been  offered  to  the  machinery  now 
before  the  House,  and  which  all  felt  and 
acknowledged  would  be  absolutely  in- 
adequate. 

Sib  E.  CLARKE  (Plymouth)  said,  the 
concession  made  by  the  Goremmeot  had 
no  doubt  much  diminished  the  objections 
made  on  that  side  of  the  House  to  the 
proposal  of  a  Grand  Committee  ;  but  he 
saw  not  merely  from  the  speech  of  tiie 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken,  but 
from  other  indications,  that  it  had  very 
greatly  diminished  the  value  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  the  eyes  of  the  supporters  of 
the  GovemmeuL  The  position  that  had 
now  been  arrived  at  was  one  that  made 
them  regret  that  five  days  of  Parlia- 
mentary time  should  have  been  spent  on 
a  proposal  which  came  now  to  «uch  a 
feeble  oouclusioo.  When  one  considered 
the  numerical  distribution  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee,  one  would  see 
that  the  Scottish  Liberal  Members  who 
were  very  anxious  for  this  Committee 
would  gain  no  real  advantage  in  a 

Mr.  Jach 


majority  of  that  Committee  which  pat 
them  in  a  better  position  than  they  would 
have  been  if  the  sound  course  had  been 
adopted  of  standing  by  the  ordinary 
constitution  of  the  Grand  Committees. 
He  did  not  think  the  result  now  arrived 
at  was  so  different  from  the  result  which 
would  have  been  arrived  at  if  an  ordinary 
Grand  Committee  had  been  appointed  as 
to  make  it  worth  thelr.while  to  continue 
a  controversy  which,  solely  through  the 
fault  of  the  Government,  bad  occupied 
so  much  of  their  valuable  time.  Al- 
though, as  a  matter  of  practice,  he  did 
not  think  the  Government  and  their 
Scottish  Liberal  supporters  gained  any- 
thing by  the  adoption  of  the  plan  in  its 
present  form,  he  did  not  think  they  need 
waste  valuable  time  by  discussing  what 
after  all  was  a  theoretical  objection. 
But  there  was  one  point  which  ought  to 
be  noted  before  auy  final  agreemeut  was 
come  to.  The  result  of  the  adoption  of 
this  modified  state  of  things  would  be 
that  instead  of  the  Committee  being 
constituted!  by  an  impartial  authority,  as 
in  the  case  of  an  ordinary  Grand  Com- 
mittee, they  would  have  all  the  Scotch 
Members  sitting  on  it,  and  it  would  be 
the  duty  of  the  authority  appointing  the 
Committee  to  select  15  opponents  of  the 
Government  in  order  to  remedy  as  far  as 
possible  the  disproportion  in  political 
influence  which  would  then  exist.  He 
did  think  it  a  serious  objection  that  15 
Members  of  a  Committee  should  be 
selected  with  the  express  purpose  and 
duty  of  counterbalancing  a  political 
majority.  It  was  a  great  pity  that  any 
such  proposal  should  have  been  selected. 
It  was  some  satisfaction,  however,  to 
know  that  no  Private  Bills  would  be 
sent  before  the  Committee,  who  would 
only  have  to  consider  this  Session  the 
Scotch  Local  Government  Bill  and  the 
Fatal  Accidents  Bill.  It  must  be  under- 
stood that  iu  assenting  to  this  proposal 
the  Unionist  Party  repudiated  the  idea 
that  they  were  making  any  concession  in 
point  of  principle  or  any  agreement  as 
to  the  permanent  form  in  fnture  of  such 
a  Committee. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (St.  Audrew^e, 
&c.)  said,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Membtf 
for  Stirlingshire,  who  had  blown  hot 
and  cold  in  this  matter,  had  given  the 
House  to  understand  that  the  whole  of 
the  15  Members  were  to  be  added  from 
the  minority.  They  had  no  answer 
from  the  Governnwnfetp^hftt,«ig^M*«»* 
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This  80-called  concesaiou  of  the  Govern- 
ment Was,  to  his  mind,  no  concession  at 
all.  They  had  been  from  the  first 
opposing  this  Resolution  on  account  of 
the  impossibility  of  it  reflecting  the 
composition  of  the  whole  House  upon  the 
Scottish  Committee,  and  they  hod  not 
even  now  any  assurance  from  the  Govern- 
ment that  the  utmost  efforts  would  be 
made  to  redress  the  ineqnality.  Whereas 
in  the  ordinary  Standing  Committee  the 
proportion  would  be  46  to  41,  nnder  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  the  pro- 
portion, even  if  the  whole  of  the  15 
Members  were  added  from  tlie  minority, 
would  be  49  to  38.  It  had  been  said 
that  the  official  Members  would  not 
attend.  Were  they  to  add  a  direction  to 
the  Committee  of  Selection,  or  to  some 
other  body,  that  the  official  Members 
who  graced  the  Front  Bench,  and  who 
had  added  so  much  to  the  enlightenment 
of  the  House  in  the  whole  of  these  pro- 
ceedings, were  not  to  attend  on  the  Com- 
mittee ?  Before  this  Amendment  was 
agreed  to  they  ought  to  have  some 
further  declaration  from  the  Government 
as  to  whether  it  was  their  intention  that 
the  whole  of  the  15  Members  were  to  be 
added  on  the  side  of  the  minority,  and 
evea  if  that  was  done,  the  proportion  on 
the  Committee  would  operate  in  the 
most  unfair  manner  against  those  who 
represented  the  minority  in  that  matter. 

•Sib  C.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  Col- 
lege) said,  that,  speaking  on  behalf  of  a 
lar.^  numberof  Scottish  Members  on  that 
side,  he  did  not  oppose  the  concession 
of  the  Government,  which  he  regarded 
as  one  of  considerable  importance.  As 
the  scope  of  the  Grand  Committee 
would  obviously  be  the  consideration  of 
the  two  Bills  mentioned  by  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland,  he  thought  it  was  much 
better  to  allow  the  machinery  to  be  set 
up  as  speedily  as  possible,  and  so  avoid 
any  prolonged  controversy  which  might 
prevent  the  Bills  from  being  proceeded 
with.  But  they  did  not  regard  it  as  an 
arrangement  that  could  be  at  all  a  per- 
manent one,  and  they  could  not  at  all 
accept  it  as  a  fnlfilmeot  of  what  they 
were  led  to  expect  would  l>e  granted  for 
the  consideratiou  of  all  sorts  of  Scottish 
business.  He  truatcfl  the  experiment 
might  succeed,  and  that,  in  future  years, 
the  original  plan  of  the  Government 
would  be  adopted. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over  Square) :  Following  the  observft- 


tlons  of  the  hnn.  Member  who  has  just 
resumed  his  seat,  I  wish  to  say  this.  If 
the  hoii.  Member  contends  that  this  is  a 
simple  piece  of  machinery,  set  up  for  the 
one  particular  Bill,  it  must  be  understood 
that  the  House  does  not  commit  itself  in 
any  way  whatever  to  the  principle  or 
constitution  of  the  Grand  Committee, 
and  that  it  is,  eveu  in  the  opinion  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  but  a  piece  of 
machinery  to  pass  one  particular  BilL 
There  is  a  good  deal  of  hesitation  among 
hon.  Members  behind  me  as  to  whether 
this  particular  Bill  should  be  referred  ; 
and  what  I  wish  to  accentuate  is  this — 
that,  uotwtthstandiug  the  concession  of 
the  Government,  and  notwithstanding 
the  change  in  its  original  proposition,  we 
regard  this  now  as  simply  a  Sessional 
arrangement  for  the  present  year,  and  we 
also  take  it  that  hon.  Members  opposite 
do  not  consider  the  House  committed  by 
this  Grand  Committee  to  anything  in  the 
nature  of  the  original  proposal. 

•Sir  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Den- 
bighshire, E.)  said,  he  regarded  this  as  a 
storm  in  a  teacup.  He  had  had  as  much 
experience  of  Grand  Committees  as  any 
man  in  the  House,  and  was  satisBed  that 
in  nine  cases  out  of  ten,  if  not  in  19  out 
of  20,  those  Committees  did  not  vote  upon 
Party  lines.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  really  thought  that  all  this  heated 
discussion  was  unnecessary. 

•Mr.  WODEHOUSE  (Bath)  said,  he 
had  a  slight  verbal  alteration  to  suggest, 
and  he  proposed  to  amend  the  Amend- 
ment by  omitting  the  words  "  desirability 
of  approximating,"  in  order  to  insert 
"approximation  of."  This  proposal  he 
made  in  the  interests  of  precision  and 
definiteness,  and  he  thought  it  sufficiently 
explained  itself. 

Mr.  RENSHAW  said,  he  regarded 
this  as  an  improvement  of  his  own  pro- 
posal, and  was  willing  to  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Slit  G.  TREVELYAN  :  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
( Mr.  Renshaw)  has  been  before  the 
House  for  some  time,  and,  as  the  Go- 
vernment has  carefully  considered  it  and 
accepted  it  in  perfet^t  good  faith,  1  do  not 
think  it  is  wise  at  the  last  moment  to 
adopt  other  words.  I  may  remind  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Government 
cannot  dictate  to  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion ;  and  as  I  am  sure  my>  hon.  Friend 
drew  his  AmendoieBt  b4ittC^^tL(£are, 
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the  Government  would  rather  adhere  to 
that. 

Sir  J.  MOWBRAY  (Oxfoitl  Uni- 
versitj)  said  that,  as  Chainnan  of  the 
Committee  of  Selection,  he  had  been 
much  disappointed  to  hear  what  had  been 
said  by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  That 
Committee  had  for  12  years  performed 
their  duties  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
House,  and  they  ought  to  have  definite 
instructions  as  to  what  they  were  to  do 
and  what  they  were  not  to  do.  He 
earnestly  hoped  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  would  see  that  the  Amendment 
was  very  important  as  coDceroed  the 
Committee  of  Selection. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANKERMAN  : 
I  do  not  see  why  there  should  be  any 
difference  or  misnoderstanding  -on  the 
subject.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
last  spoke  is,  of  course,  a  great  authority 
ou  the  question,  but  I  must  say  I  think  it 
is  not  desirable  that  the  House  should 
dictate  to  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
who  always  conduct  their  business,  under 
the  guidance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, iu  a  manner  which  commands  the 
admiration  and  confidence  of  every  sec- 
tion of  the  House.  It  appears  to  me  that 
the  words  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Renfrewshire  are  per- 
fectly clear  and  intelligible,  and  that  it 
is  uunecesbary  at  the  last  moment  to 
change  them  ;  but  if  i<o  high  an  autho- 
rity as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks 
that  the  Amendment  is  an  improvement, 
the  Government  are  not  prepared  to  resist 
it.  It  is  a  mere  question  of  wording ; 
our  object  is  identical,  and  we  have  the 
same  thing  in  our  minds. 

Amendment  amended,  by  leaving  out 
the  words  "desirability  of  approxi- 
mating," and  inserting  the  words 
"  approximation   of."  —  {Mr.  fVode- 

Words,  as  amended,  inserted. 

•Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities)  said,  he  wished 
to  move,  in  line  11,  after  the  word  "dis- 
charged,^* to  insert  the  words — 

"  Provided  that  no  Bill  may  be  committed  to 
the  said  Committee  respecting  the  establish- 
ment or  endowmeot  or  the  disestablishment  or 
diaendowment  c>f  religion." 

They  had  had  assurances  from  the  Go- 
vemmeut  that  a  Disestablishment  Bill 
would  not  be  submitted  to  tbis  Com- 
mittee, and  such  assurances  were  quite 
satisfactory  in  so  far  as  the  present  Ses- 
Sir  Gr  Trevetyan 


sion  was  concerned,  but  he  would  point 
out  that  the  precedent  now  created 
would  be  judged,  not  in  the  light 
of  the  explanations  which  had  been 
given  by  the  Government,  but  by  the 
termw  of  die  proposal  itself.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  the  Amendment  would  com- 
mend itself  to  the  Government  on  its 
merits.  It  must  be  remembered  that, 
notwithstanding  the  promise  given,  it 
would  still  be  in  the  power  of  supporters 
of  the  Government  to  move  that  a  Bill 
of  the  kind  indicated  in  his  Amendment 
should  be  committed.  To  guard  against 
a  discussion  on  such  a  subject  hereafter, 
he  thought  it  advisable  that  some  such 
proviso  should  be  accepted,  or  that  th^ 
should  get  an  assurance  from  the  Govern- 
ment that  their  silence  on  the  point 
should  not  be  held  to  leave  the  question 
open  in  the  future.  For  that  purpose  he 
formally  moved  his  proviso. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1 1,  after 
the  word  "discharged,"  to  insert  the 
words — 

"  Provided  that  no  Bill  may  be  committed  to 
the  said  Committee  respecung  the  cstabllah- 
meot  or  endowment  or  the  disMtablfshmeat  or 
diSNidowment   of   religion.**  —  (Jtfr.   J.  A, 

Campbell.') 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 

be  there  inserted." 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  thai  if 
the  Government  accepted  tbis  Amend- 
ment they  would  not  end  the  discussion 
of  this  Committee  to-day  or  next  week, 
because  if  they  admitted  one  exception 
they  must  admit  all.  To  exclude 
specially  any  Bill  from  the  purview  of 
this  Committee  implied  that  all  Bills  not 
so  excluded  stood  a  certain  advantage. 
The  Government  bad  given  an  absolute 
assurance  as  to  the  Bills  to  be  brought 
before  the  Committee.  No  Government 
could  afford  to  break  such  a  pledge — 
not  even  in  the  shape  of  not  actively  re- 
sisting with  all  its  power  any  proposal 
of  a  private  Mem)>er  to  refer  a  Bill  of 
the  excepted  character  to  the  Commit- 
tee. He  trusted  the  Amendment  would 
he  withdrawn,  and  that  they  would  get 
to  the  Local  Government  Bill. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  ad- 
mitted the  difficulty  in  which  the  Go- 
vernment were  placed.  But  it  arose  out 
of  the  position  they  themselves  had 
chosen  to  assume.  The  words  of  their 
Resolution  implied  every  conceivable 
kindofBiU,  PriYfM^^^%i^^,gHya^cp^tro- 
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venial  and  non-controTeraial ;  and  they 
would  remain  on  the  Fap«r  as  the 
Sessional  Order,  and  the  only  safe- 
guards rested   on  the   assurances  of 

MinisterB,  He  accepted  the  good 
faith  of  the  Government  that  they 
had  nothing  else  in  their  minds  but 
two  Bills.  But  while  takiug  the  word 
of  the  GoTemment  for  this  Session, 
they  felt  that  the  House  to-day  was 
taking  a  step  which  might  be  fruitful  of 
ill  effects  in  the  future  ;  and  the  neoes- 
sity  lay  on  them  as  far  ae  they  could  to 
diminish  that  danger.  The  fear  be  had 
with  regard  to  his  hon.  Friend*s  Amend- 
ment was  tbatif  theHouse  accepted  it,  and 
did  not  accept  others,  they  might  in  the 
future  be  cousidered  as  having  assented 
to  the  proposition — to  which  they  did 
not  assent — that  Bills  other  than  those 
connected  with  the  Church  might  be 
referred  to  this  Committee.  He  saw 
danger  in  their  appearing  to  concentrate 
their  efforts  even  on  so  important  a  sub- 
ject as  the  disestafolisbment  of  the  Church 
of  Scotlaad.  That  was  a  reason  why 
they  should  not  press  suoh  provisos,  al- 
though he  himself  bad  one  to  which  he 
did  not  think  those  particular  objections 
occurred. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  moved  to  in- 
sert the  following  proviso  :  — ■ 

"  Provided  that  no  Bill  be  committed  to  the 
aai<l  Committee  which  does  not  refer  to  the 
whole  of  Scotland." 

The  theory  of  the  Government  Resolu- 
tion was  that  they  wanted  Scottish  ex- 
pert opinion  upon  Scottish  Bills.  He 
had  given  reasons  for  disapproving  many 
of  the  principles  which  underlay  the 
Resolution ;  but  lie  did  understand  that 
where  every  Scottish  constituency  was 
interested  in  a  Bill,  and  no  other  con- 
stitueucy  was  concerned  with  it,  there 
might  be  Bome  show  of  reason  for  the 
Committee.  But  that  reason  absolutely 
fell  to  the  ground  when  they  were  dealing 
with  Bills  which  did  not  refer  to  the 
whole,  but  only  to  a  fraction  of  Scot- 
land.  On  such  Bills,  Scotsmen  as  Soots- 
men,  and  Scottish  Representatives  as 
Scottish  Representatives  had  no  more 
right  to  express  an  opinion  than  Irish  or 
English  Representatives.  Take  the 
Crofters  Act.  It  applied  only  in  a  few 
counties  in  the  North  and  West  of  Scot- 
land. It  involved  broad,  general  con- 
siderations, on  which  the  whole  House 


was  equally  competent  to  deal ;  and 
he  wished  to  know  why  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Lothian,  or  the  Member 
for  Midlothian,  should  be  specially 
qualified,  simply  because  he  was  a  Scot- 
tish Member,  to  deal  with  that  (jucstiou. 
They  were  not  experts  on^  crofter  sub- 
jects. It  immediately  concerned  the 
crofter  counties,  and  no  more  specially 
concerned  the  South  of  Scotland  than  the 
North  of  England  or  Wales.  ["  Oh  !"] 
It  was  80.  The  Member  for  Aberdeen 
appeared  to  think  that  he  (Mr.  Balfour) 
had  uttered  a  paradox,  but  probably  the 
rest  of  the  House  might  think  he  had 
uttered  a  truism.  Would  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber inform  them  what  possible  title  he 
had  to  be  regarded  as  an  expert  in  High- 
land matters  any  more  than  the  Repre- 
sentative of  a  constituency  just  on  the 
other  side  of  the  Tweed,  like  that  of  the 
Uuder  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  ? 
There  was  no  difference  between  them 
in  that  respect.  He  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  this  proviso,  because 
it  would  carry  out  more  completely  the 
object  they  desired. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  11, 
after  the  word  "discharged,"  to  insert 
the  words — 

"  Provided  that  no  Bill  be  romraitted  to  the 
said  Committee  which  does  not  refer  to  the 
whole  of  Scotland."— (^r.  A.  J.  Bal/mr.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  introduced  an 
Amendment  which  was  ingenious  and 
interesting  in  itself,  and  did  great  honour 
to  his  powers  of  seeing  aspects  of  a 
question  which  nobody  else  had  seen 
before  him,  when  he  got  up,  bnt  in  which, 
when  he  sat  down,  everybody  recognised 
not  only  novelty,  but  very  considerable 
substance.  He  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan) 
thought  that  no  Scotchman  would  admit 
that  the  population,  the  Representatives, 
the  newspaper  Press  of  Glasgow  was 
not  more  interested  in,  and  had  not 
greater  knowledge  upon.  Highland  ques- 
tions than  the  population,  the  Repre- 
sentatives, and  the  newspaper  Press  of 
London,  Manchester,  or  Newcastle.^ 
They  never  should  admit  that  for  a 
moment.  As  a  nation,  they  had  complete 
solidarity  of  interests,  and  a  most 
remarkable  solidarity  of  knowledge  of 
the  circumstances  of  the  whole  country  ; 
and,  indeed,  thc^^zecg^vatv^ia^went 
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for  moring  this  Committee  was  that 
Scottish  Members  were  not  only  con- 
versant themselves  with  Scottish  in- 
terests, but  their  constituents  had  such 
a  thorough  knowledge  of  those  interests 
that  thej  kept  their  Members  up  to  the 
mark  with  information.  What  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  bad  failed  to  do  was 
to  draw  any  distinction  between  his 
Amendment  and  others  on  the  Paper, 
which  had  either  been  withdrawn  or 
passed  over  in  silence.  The  Leader  of 
the  OppoeitioD  had  been  careful  not  to 
commit  his  Partj  on  matters  of  principle 
beyond  the  present  Session,  and  the 
Gtorernment  equally  were  not  willing  to 
bind  themselves  at  this  momeut  in  any 
manner  further  with  regard  to  the  future 
after  the  pledges  they  had  given. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  said,  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  had  committed  himself,  and 
endeavoured  to  commit  the  House  to  one 
proposal — namely,  the  consideration  of 
ail  Bills  introduced  by  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  relating  exclusively  to  Scotland, 
whilst  they  had  undertaken  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Session  that  they  would  not, 
except  by  order  of  the  House,  commit 
any  particular  Bills  except  two. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR .  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman, 
Stirling,  &c.)  said,  tliat  the  argument  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  founded 
on  these  words,  as  if  they  included  every- 
thing, even  a  Bill  relating  to  crofters. 
Bntit  had  to  be  read  with  what  followed 
— namely,  Bills 

"relating  ezclnrivelr  tu  Scotland  which  may, 
hj  order  of  fcbe  House,  be  committed  to 
them." 

The  House  was  not  likely  to  make  an 
order  against  the  will  of  the  Government 
and  of  the  Opposition  combined,  and 
alter  the  pledge  that  the  Government 
had  given.  It  was  perfectly  plain  that  a 
Crofters  Bill  could  uot  be  referred  to  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  (Bute- 
shire) said,  that  the  point  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  that  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land dealt  with  the  advantage  of  an  ex- 
pert Committee  ;  and  on  crofter  legisla- 
tion they  could  only  predicate  expert 
information  from  a  small  proportion  of 
Scottish  Members.  As  to  the  solidarity 
of  Scottish  knowledge,  he  did  not  know 
if  there  were  more  ignorant  persons  in 
the  world  than  some  of  the  constituents 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.   If  the  Go- 
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vemment  got  their  RegiBtration  Bill, 
some  25,000  Trisfa  would  be  added  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  constituency, 
and  what  did  they  know  about  those 
questions  ? 

Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD  (Lanark,  N.E.) 
said,  that  the  concession  now  asked  would 
reduce  the  proposal  of  the  Governmeut 
to  nothing  at  all.  It  was  apparently  di- 
rected to  a  single,  measure. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  had 
used  one  measure  as  an  illustration,  and 
so  did  not  give  any  other. 

Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD  defied  the  right 
hon.  Geutlemau  to  produce  another  illus- 
tration of  the  same  kind.  If  he  extended 
his  principle  to  other  cases,  it  showed  at 
once  the  absurdity  of  the  Amendment. 
The  measure  he  cited  referred  to  a 
particular  country.  Let  him  mention 
anothOT  that  might  come  near  it.  Take 
the  sea  fisheries.  Of  course,  the  sea  was 
not  iu  the  middle  of  thelaud.  In  a  sense, 
knowledge  of  that  subject  would  be  con- 
fined toacertaiu  portion  of  Scotlaud,  and 
if  they  went  on  refusing  to  send  Bills  to 
the  Committee  on  such  grounds  they  re- 
duced the  proposal  to  absurdity.  He 
hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  not 
dream  of  accepting  the  Amendment.  He 
thought  they  had  already  carried  conces- 
sion to  the  verge  of  weakness. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll) 
said,  he  rose  to  point  out  the  inutility  of 
attempting  to  conciliate  an  Opposition 
that  would  uot  be  conciliated  ;  and  on 
that  subject  he  would  not  use  his  own 
language,  but  words  of  wisdom  from  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham,  who 
said— 

"  It  is  not  pofwible  for  a  Liberal  Government 
to  give  eatiafactiiHi  to  Tory  opponents,  and  it  is 
uot  desirable. 

Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on. 

He  was  speaking  at  Newcastle,  and — 

"  He  asked  the  oldest  inhnbitant  of  New- 
castle it  he  could  recollect  a  time  when,  a 
I^iberal  Government  heing  in  power,  and  trying 
to  do  Liberal  work,  the  Tories  did  Qotaay  that 
it  brought  the  country  to  the  verge  of  ruin,  and 
that  Enirland  was  becoming  a  country  in  which 
uo  gentleman  could  live." 

What  l:ad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
friends  opposite  been  doing  on  this  and 
other  questions  ?  They  had  been  trying 
to  make  the  Government  do  that  which 
was  impossible  and  undesirable^ — concede 
everything  to  their  Tory  opponents.  He 
remembered  wheu  this  question  of  Grand 
Committees  ca^^^iPft  y^e^rj^^gp^r^ 
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•Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Gwtle- 
man  is  going  mtherwide  of  the  eonsidera- 
tiou  of  this  Amendment. 

Sir  D.  MACFAKLANE  said,  he 
would  not  continue  to  do  ao.  He  would 
only  suggest  to  the  Government  that 
during  the  whole  of  this  Session  and  last 
Session  they  had  surely  had  enough  ex- 
perience of  trying  to  satisfy  Tory  opinion. 
If  the  Government  would  stand  fast  it 
would  take  no  longer  time  to  defeat  these 
Amendments  than  to  accept  tbem. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  Conld  the  House  haive  had  a 
better  Ulustratioa  of  the  way  to  waste 
time  than  in  the  speech  which  we  have 
just  listened  to  ?  It  is  the  time  of  the 
GoTemment  the  hon.  Member  has  been 
wasting.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  1 
make  no  complaint.  He  alleges  of  me 
and  of  my  friends  that  our  object  is  to 
spend  the  time  of  the  Government.  I 
do  not  complain  when  that  allegation  is 
made,  especially  when  it  is  made  by  one 
who  offers  us,  in  himself,  so  powerful  an 
ally.  I  hope  that  in  the  future  as  in  tbe 
past  he  will  not  spare  those  interesting 
extracts  from  my  speeches.  Tbey  are 
always  listened  to  by  me  with  tbe  greatest 
interest,  and,  I  may  say,  with  the  greatest 
admiration.  I  think,  however,  tbat  the 
hon.  Member  was  wasting  time  in  lecturing 
a  Government  which  one  would  have 
thought  was  above  any  criticism  of  that 
kind.  The  Government  themselves  are 
the  greatest  offenders.  What  is  their 
position  this  afteruoon  P  They  come 
down  here  and  boast  of  having  made  a 
great  concMsion.  They  say  that  they 
are  particularly  anxious  to  discuss  tbe 
next  Bill  on  tbe  Paper,  and  that  to  enable 
tbem  to  do  so  they  have  made  this  groat 
concession.  Then  comes  another  Amend- 
ment, which  they  are  askod  to  accept. 
Why  do  they  not  carry  out  the  same 
policy  in  regard  to  it  ?  If  tbey  are 
right  in  making,  as  they  say,  a  great 
coDcession,  why  not  also  make  a  small 
concession  ?  We  have  been  repeatedly 
reminded  tbat  this  is  only  a  Sessional 
Order,  and  that  it  is  to  apply  only 
to  one,  or,  at  most,  to  two  Bills  this 
Session.  My  right  hon.  Friend  proposes 
that  it  shall  not,  in  terms,  apply  to  any 
other  class  of  Bills  which,  by  the  con- 
sent of  the  Government,  it  is  not  intended 
to  apply  to.  Yet  the  Government  refuse 
to  accept  the  Amendment.  Is  not  that 
wasting  time  ?  Why  do  they  object,  in 
drawing  up  this  Sessional  Order,  to  ex- 


clude definitely  any  class  of  Bills  other  than 
tbat  to  which  the  two  Bills  tbey  have 
named  belong  ?  We  want  the  exclusion, 
because  we  do  not  wish  to  commit  our- 
selves, or  wish  to  commit  ourselves-  as 
little  as  possible,  to  a  principle.  The 
present  proposal,  if  it  were  accepted, 
would  not  alter  in  the  slightest  degree  the 
intention  expressed  by  the  Government, 
who  not  only  at  great  length  discuss  the 
propriety  of  this  matter,  but  allow  the 
hun.  Member  below  me  to  get  up  and 
occupy  a  good  quarter  of  an  hour.  iCriet 
o/"Oh!"]  I  should  have  said,  to  try  to 
occupy  a  good  quarter  of  an  hour  in 
irrelevant  matter  —  ["Oh  I"] — and  I 
have  no  doubt  he  would  have  succeeded 
but  for  the  interposition  of  tbe  Cbair. 

Dr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
this  discussion  showed  the  extreme 
inconvenience  of  oral  Amendments  being 
sprung  on  the  House,  and  of  not  putting 
all  the  Amendments  down  on  tbe  Paper. 
As  far  as  he  was  able  to  follow  the 
Motion,  it  would  exclude  from  reference 
to  the  Committee  almost  any  Bill  if  it  did 
not  relate  absolutely  to  the  whole  of  Soot- 
land,  no  matter  though  it  dealt  with  999 
out  of  1 ,000  parts.  A  Scotch  Bill  which 
occupied  a  good  deal  of  time  in  the  late 
Parliament,  was  the  Burghs  Police  Bill. 
That  measure  did  not  apply  to  the  whole 
of  Scotland,  and,  under  tbe  terms  of  the 
present  Amendment,  it  would  be  ex- 
cluiled  from  the  consideration  of  the 
Scotch  Grand  Committee,  because  it  did 
not  apply  to  every  town  in  Scotland. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  177  ; 
Noes  212. — (Divisiou  List,  No.  35,) 

*Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.) 
moved  an  Amendment  providing  that 

all  Members  representing  Scotch  con- 
stituencies should  be  excused  from  serv- 
ing on  Private  Bill  Committees.  He 
said  the  Amendment  would  not  touch 
Select  Committees,  attendance  upon  which 
was  only  voluntary  ;  hut  as  attendance 
upon  Private  Bill  Committees  was  com- 
pulsory, and  such  Committees  sat  five  days 
a  week,  he  did  not  see  how  an  unfortu- 
nate Scottish  Member  who  had  to  attend 
by  order  of  the  House,  under  fear  of 
imprisonment  in  the  Clock  Tower,  or 
some  similar  punishment,  alt  the  meetings 
of  a  Private  Bill  Committee  could  pos- 
sibly attend  twice  a  week  at  the  same 
hours  the  meetings  of  the  Scottish  Grand 
Committee.  Digitized  by  GoOglc 
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Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
the  Question,  to  add  the  words — 

"  Prorided  always,  that  all  the  Members 
representing  Scottish  constituenciefl  shall  be 
excused  from  serving  on  Private  Bill  Com- 
mitteea"— (-Vr.  HoxierJ) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  (hose  words 
be  there  added." 

Sib  G.  TREVELY an  :  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  Memlier  will  press  this 
Ameodment.  tie  has  called  attention 
to  the  labours  that  may  be  thrown  on 
Scottish  Members,  and,  no  doubt,  has 
evoked  a  certain  amount  of  eympathj. 
But  it  must  be  remembered  that  from 
this  time  forth  Scottish  Members  will  be 
regarded  not  in  their  character  as  Scottish 
Members,  but  in  their  character  as  Mem- 
bers of  the  Standing  Committee,  and  the 
practice  with  regard  to  Members  of 
Standing  Committees  is  well  known  to 
be  that  they  are  not  on  that  account  to 
be  excused  from  serving  on  Private  Bill 
Committees.  But  the  Members  of  the 
Committee  of  Selection  are  men  of  con- 
sideration for  their  brother  Members,  and 
when  a  man  is  engaged  in  hard  work 
upon  a  Standing  Committee  it  is  pro- 
bable that  during  that  time  be  will  be 
excnsed  from  service  on  Private  Bill 
Committees  and  will  be  allowed  to  serve 
at  some  later  period  of  the  Session.  I 
earnesttj  trust  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  not  press  his  Amendment  and  that 
we  may  be  allowed  to  proceed  with  the 
Resolution,  and  to  place  the  Local  Gro- 
vernment  Bill  before  those  Scottish 
County  Councils  which  will  be  meeting 
almost  in  a  week's  time. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  think  my  lion. 
Friend  is  quite  right  in  calling  attention 
to  this  point.  It  is  a  very  serious  one, 
because  undoubtedly  there  will  be  a  con- 
siderable obligation  on  Scottish  Members 
to  attend  the  Committee,  and  it  will  be 
extremely  inconvenient  for  them  to  be 
put  on  Private  Bill  Committees.  At  the 
same  time,  I  am  sure  the  House  will  be 
sorry  to  lose  on  the  Private  Bill  Com- 
mittees the  services  of  many  Members 
who  have  done  excellent  work  on  those 
Committees.  This,  however,  shows  the 
anomaly  of  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment. It  is  one  of  those  ditHculties 
which  are  coherent  in  the  whole  system, 
and  which  seem  to  me  to  vitiate  it  ifi  a 
very,  important  particular.  I  do  nOt 
think  my  hou.  Friend  will  be  welt  advised 
to  divide  on  the  subject.  He  has  raised 
the  question  of  the  difficulty  in  which 


the  Scottish  Members  will  be  placed,  and 
I  am  sure  that  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion will  do  everthing  possible  to  enable 
Scottish  Members  to  perform  their  duties. 

Sir  H.  maxwell  (Wigtoo)  said, 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  had  stated 
that  Members  of  Standing  Committees 
were  not  at  present  exempted  from  ser- 
viffe  ou  Private  Bill  Committees.  The 
Scotch  Committee  was  to  be  an  addition 
to  the  present  Standing  Committees,  and 
he  wished  to  know  whether  in  future 
Scottish  Members  were  to  be  excluded 
from  service  on  the  Standing  Committees 
on  Law  and  Trade?  Hewasnotauxious, 
Heaven  knejv  I  to  add  to  the  duties  of 
Scottish  Members,  but  he  felt  bound  to 
point  out  that  when  the  House  inter- 
fered with  their  functions  it  came  rerj 
near  to  interfering  with  their  privileges. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  it  would  be  a  matter  entirely  for 
the  Committee  of  Selection  to  decide, 
whether  a  man  should  be  put  on  more 
than  one  Staodtug  Committee. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  pro- 
posed. 

Captain  HOPE  (Linlithgow)  said, 
that  on  the  general  question  of  the 
appointment  of  this  Committee  he  desired 
as  a  Scotsman  and  a  Scottish  Member 
to  enter  his  most  earnest  protest  against 
the  whole  idea  and  principle  of  the  Go- 
vernment proposal.  Scottish  busioess, 
he  held,  had  the  same  right  to  the  atteo- 
tion  and  consideration  of  the  Honse  as 
the  business  from  other  parts  of  the 
country.  He  protested  against  the  idea 
that  Scottish  business  should  be  with- 
drawn from  the  House  of  Commons  io 
any  degree.  It  had  been  contended  that 
such  a  measure  as  the  Scotch  Local  Go- 
vernment  Bill  ought  to  be  sent  to  a 
Grand  Committee  composed  wholly  or 
principally  of  Scottish  Members,  because 
they  must  be  supposed  to  know  more 
about  Scottish  local  matters  than  English 
or  Irish  Members  did,  but  he  protested 
against  the  absurdity  of  believing  that 
at  the  present  time  Scottish  Members 
were  returned  to  that  House  on  account 
of  their  knowledge  of  Scottish  local 
affairs.  The  political  representation  of 
Scotland  had  uo  real  reference  to  Scottish 
feeling  in  regard  to  local  matters.  Id 
proof  of  that,  he  need  only  refer  to  the 
composition  of  the  great  majority,  tf  not 
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Scotland.  In  bis  own  Coaaty  Coiiucii, 
of  which  he  was  Convener,  one  of  hie 
strongest  supporters  in  the  Council  was 
a  gentleman  who  invariably  proposed  and 
seconded  bis  opponent  in  politics.  If 
further  proof  were  wanted  of  the  differ- 
ence between  the  feeling  of  Scotland  ou 
political  and  ou  local  matters,  he  would 
refer  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  to  the 
recent  Conference  of  County  Councils  in 
Edinburgh  ;  and  he  would  find  that  many 
of  the  crotchets  of  those  who  were  his 
supporters  were  rejected  by  a  very  con- 
siderable majority  by  the  Conference — 
when  discussed  from  the  local  and  county 
point  of  view.  He  did  not  think  the 
concession  which  had  been  mode  by  the 
Grovernment  had  made  the  Com- 
mittee any  more  satiflfactory  or 
palatable  to  genuine  Scottish  opinion. 
But  he  was  glad  it  had  been  made,  be- 
cause it  showed  more  clearly  than  before 
the  unfairness  of  the  proposal  originally 
made.  What  good,  he  should  like  to  ask 
the  Government,  was  to  be  obtained  by 
this  Committee.  He  was  quite  prepar^ 
to  give  full  credit  to  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  for  his  intentions  in  the  matter, 
but  the  real  cue  to  the  Motion,  he 
believed,  was  that  stated  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  when  he  said  the 
other  day  he  could  give  no  definite 
answer  to  somo  questions  until  the  Go- 
vernment had  succeeded  in  getting 
Scottish  business  out  of  the  House.  If 
that  was  the  object,  his  protest  was  uU 
the  more  called  for.  Scottish  business 
ought  to  have  the  same  fair  consideration 
from  the  House,  which  was  the  right  of 
every  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  in  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  If  the  idea  of  the 
Motion  was  the  exclusion  of  Scottish 
business  from  the  proper  consideration  of 
the  House,  it  ought  to  be  protested 
against  by  the  whole  of  Scotland  when- 
ever  Scotland  could  succeed  in  express- 
ing her  opinion  fairly.  If  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  genuinely  anxious  that 
the  Local  Government  Bil!  should  be 
fairly  and  properly  considered  by  the 
County  Councils,  most  of  which  began 
their  meetings  next  week,  they  might  have 
introduced  the  Bill  three  weeks  ago,  in- 
stead of  spending  the  time  of  the  House 
in  discussing  what  he  thought  was  a  most 
mischievous  proposal. 

Dr.  MACaB£aOR(IiiTerneeB-Bhire) 
said,  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  this  Committee  would  not  give 
satisfaction  to  the  people  of  Scotland. 


He  took  occasion  the  other  night  to  re.- 
mark  that  when  Home  Rulers  asked  for 
bread  they  were  offered  a  stone.  The 
proposal  of  the  Government  since  then 
had  been  whittled  down,  so  that  it 
was  not  even  a  stone  of  the  ordinary 
character.  It  bad  become  an  adamantine 
rock,  upon  which  their  policy  had  split. 
The  Government  ought  to  rise  superior 
to  the  occasion,  and  instead  of  going  ou 
with  this  patchwork  abandon  their  Com- 
mittee, and  adopt  some  more  effective 
and  popular  method  of  dealing  with 
Scottish  business. 

•Sir  H.  maxwell  said,  that  be- 
fore the  House  went  to  a  Division  he 
would  like  to  say  a  few  words  upon  the 
Main  Question  before  them,  in  order  that 
the  country  might  clearly  understand  the 
attitude  of  the  Scottish  Opposition  Mem- 
bers with  regard  to  it.  There  was  no 
doubt  they  would  hear  in  the  near  future, 
as  they, were  at  present  hearing,  a  great 
deal  as  to  the  opposition  to  this  innocent 
proposal  of  the  Government.  In  fact, 
there  was  a  great  deal  more  in  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  than  met  the 
eye,  and  he  wished  the  people  of  Scot- 
land to  understand  the  reason  why  the 
Opposition  had  so  strongly  opposed  the 
Motion.  The  Secretary  for  Scotland  re- 
ferred to  the  pledges  which  had  been 
given,  and  to  the  way  in  which  the  pro- 
posals had  been  hedged  round,  as  .show- 
ing that  the  fears  of  the  Opposition  were 
unreasonable.  But  the  right  hon . 
Gentleman  could  not  get  rid  of  the  fact 
that  he  was  making  a  new  departure  and 
establishing  a  precedent ;  and  the  Opposi- 
tion would  be  doing  less  than  their  duty 
if  they  did  not  see  that  the  precedent  was 
surrounded  by  adequate  safeguards.  The 
Government  would  come  down  next 
Session  with  the  same,  or  a  still  greater, 
demand,  and  they  would  ask  that  the 
Motion  should  be  not  a  Sessional  but  a 
Standing  Order.  That  being  so,  il  Was 
the  duty  of  the  Opposition  to  see  that 
safeguards  were  set  round  such  a  novel 
proposal.  If  the  proposal  now  before  the 
House  was  the  same  as  when  it  was  sub- 
mitted three  weeks  ago,  it  might  be  said 
that  the  criticism  of  the  Opposition  had 
been  futile,  and  the  timeihad  been  wasted. 
But  the  time  had  not  been  wasted,  and 
the  proof  was  that  the  Government  pro- 
posal was  totally  different  from  that  to 
which  they  were  asked  to  agree  three 
weeks  ago.  What  they  were  asked  to 
agree  to  then  was^no  ^|^@(a^^. 
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Kot  ft  word  about  a  Sessiooal  Order  fell 
from  the  right  hon.  'gentleman. 

Sir  G.  TBEVELYAN  :  I  said  it  was 
to  be  A  Sessional  Order. 

Sir  H.  MAXWELL:  There  was 
not  a  worJ  aaid  by  the  right  hoii.  Geu- 
tleman  ou  the  first  night  about  its  being 
a  Sessional  Order. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  It  was  ou 
the  Paper,  and  was  moved  as  a  Sessional 
Order. 

•Sir  H.  maxwell  said,  he  was  not 
sure  about  the  exaut  technicality,  but  he 
believed  before  a  Standing  Order  could  be 
agreed  to  it  must  be  moved  as  a  Sessional 
Order.  That  was  the  procedure  on 
originally  setting  up  the  Standing  Com- 
mittees. He  appealed  to  hon.  Members 
whether  they  did  not  understand  from 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  when  he  in- 
troduced the  proposal  that  the  cliange 
was  to  be  permanent.  At  all  events,  the 
Opposition  understood  it  was  a  per- 
manent and  not  a  Sessional  Order.  This 
was  the  sixth  day  on  which  they  had 
discussed  an  Order  which  would  apply  to 
the  remaining  fraction  of  the  Session — a 
Session  which,  according  to  the  assur- 
ance of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
was  not  to  be  unduly  prolonged.  The 
proposal  had  been  further  limited  to 
those  measures  which  were  introduced  by 
a  Minister  cf  the  Crown.  That  was  an 
additional  safeguard,  certainly.  But  the 
Opposition  were  asked  to  be  grateful  for 
the  concessions.  He  thought  the  grati- 
tude ought  to  come  from  the  opposite 
quarter ;  the  Government  ought  to  be 
grateful  to  the  Opposition  for  making 
the  proposal  more  acceptable  to  the 
general  sense  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  Leader  of  the  Oppositton  had  en- 
deavoured to  get  the  House  of  Commons 
to  consent  to  a  proposition  whereby  the 
Bills  referred  to  the  Committee  should 
be  only  those  applying  to  Scotland  as  a 
whole,  and  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
the  arguments  used  against  that  proposal 
had  been  extremely  unsatisfactory.  They 
wished  to  secure  that,  seeing  the  Go- 
vernment were  setting  up  a  Committee 
upon  a  national  basis,  only  questions  of 
a  national  scope  should  be  submitted  to 
it,  aud  they  regretted  that  that  proposal 
had  not  been  adopted.  Seeing  that  it 
had  not  been  adopted,  their  opposition  to 
the  present  novel  proposal  was  only  in- 
tensified. They  still  saw  a  great  deal  that 
was  objectionable  in  it,  and  intended  to 
resist  it  to  the  last. 
Sir  B,  Maxwell 


Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
appealed  to  the  House  to  now  come  to  a 
decision  upon  the  Motion.  He  thought 
that  everyone  would  admit  a  six  days* 

discussion  was  long  enough  regarding 
it.  The  object  of  the  Govfrnment  in 
submitting  the  Motion  was  to  save 
time  and  accelerate  the  business  of  the 
House,  and  it  was  for  that  purpose  be 
asked  the  House  to  allow  the  introduce 
tion  of  the  Local  Government  Bill, 
which  it  was  desirable  to  get  printed  and 
submitted  to  County  Councils  at  their 
meetings  next  week. 

Mr.  GOSCHEK  said,  he  was  not 
going  to  contend  against  the  wish  of 
tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  an  oppor- 
tunity should  now  be  given  for  intro- 
ducing the  Scotch  Local  Government 
Bill.  He  thought  there  was  force  in  the 
view  that  the  County  Councils  should 
have  the  Local  Government  Bill  before 
them  at  their  meetings.  There  was  no 
desire  to  prolong  the  discussion  on  this 
Motion  ;  and,  so  far  as  the  Opposition  was 
concerned,  he  would  merely  say  they 
protested  against  it,  not  simply  from  the 
point  of  view  of  Scotland,  although 
Scotsmen  had  the  most  right  to  protest 
against  the  withdrawal  of  Scottish 
business  from  this  House  ;  but  he  pro- 
tested against  it  as  an  English  Member 
— that  Scottish  business  should  be  treated 
in  a  different  way  from  English  or  Irish 
business.  They  had  contended  against 
the  measure,  as  they  looked  upou  it  as  an 
invasion  of  the  constitutional  rights  of 
the  difierent  portions  of  the  United  King- 
dom. As  the  jH'opoBal  stood,  it  had 
rightly  been  described  by  the  friends  of 
the  Government,  one  of  whom  had  said 
that  it  had  been  thoroughly  whittled 
down,  another  that  it  was  absurd,  and 
another  that  the  Government  had 
been  reduced  to  impotency.  That  was 
the  result  of  these  Debates.  They 
would  divide  against  the  Motion 
now  as  a  protest,  both  on  behalf  of  Scot- 
land aud  on  behalf  of  England,  in  order 
to  show  that,  so  far  as  the  Unionist  Partj 
were  concerned,  it  would  be  taken  as  no 
precedent  for  the  setting  up  on  a  future 
occasion  of  any  similar  Committee. 

Mr.  ANSTBUTHER  rose  

Mr.  Hunter  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  **  That  the  Question  bo 
now  put." 

*Mr.  SPEAKER  :  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  necessitj^^.^^ij^l^J^^n^e  with 
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this  Motion.  I  understand  that  the 
general  feeling  is  that  the  diicussion 
sbotdd  end.  If  the  hoo.  GeDtlemaa  has 
onlj  a  few  remarks  to  make,  that  would 
Btill  give  time  for  the  important  busings 
on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  said,  he  only 
wanted  to  ask  a  question  arlsins  out  of  a 
remark  of  the  Secretary  for  War  before 
they  were  relegated  to  the  half-way 
house  upstairs.  It  was  not  likely  to 
induce  them  to  curtail  their  remarks  if 
bon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House 
displayed  the  extreme  intolerance  they 
had  displayed  througbout  the  whole  of 
this  Debate.  He  wanted  to  ask  a  qnes- 
tion  relating  to  the  Bill  about  to  be  intro* 
dnced.  Only  yesterday  the  liOader  of  the 
House  said  he  hoped  to  take  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  next  week.  The 
procedure  in  the  County  Councils  would 
probably  be  that  the  Bill  would  be  laid 
on  the  table,  and  a  snb-committee 
would  be  appointed  to  go  through  the 
Bill  and  consider  its  details. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  I  The 
hou.  Gentleman  must  confine  himself  to 
the  Resolution  before  the  Hou&e. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  232  ; 
Noes  207.— (Division  List,  No.  36.) 

Ordered,  That,  in  addition  to  the  two 
Standing  Committees  appointed  under  Stand- 
ing Order  No.  47,  a  Staodiiig  Committee  shall 
be  appointed  tor  the  consideration  of  all  Billa 
introdoced  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  relatini; 
exclusively  to  Scotland  which  may,  by  order  of 
tbe  House,  be  committed  to  them,  and  that  the 
proviBiona  o(  Standing  Order  No.  47,  shall 
apply  to  the  said  Standing  Committee: 

That  the  said  Standing  Committee  do  consist 
of  all  the  Members  representing  Scottish  con- 
atitueocies,  together  with  15  other  Members 
to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee  vl  Selection, 
wbo  shall  have  r^ard  in  such  appointment  to 
the  approximation  of  the  balance  of  Parties  In 
the  Committee  to  that  of  the  whole  House,  and 
who  flhall  hare  power  from  time  to  time  to  dis- 
charge the  Members  so  nominated  by  them,  and 
to  appoint  others  in  substitution  for  those  <lis- 
char^d. 

That  Standing  Orders  Hos.  49  andSOdoappIy 
to  the  said  Standing  Committee.  —  (Ar  G. 
Tretelyan.') 

MOTION. 


LOCAL  aOTERKMBNT  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

MOTION  FOB  LEAVE. 

*Sm  G.  XKEVELYAN  asked  leave 
to  introdnoe  a  Bill  to  establish  a  Loo^ 


Grovernment  Board  for  Scotland,  and 
make  fortliw  provision  for  local  govern- 
ment in  Scotland,  and  for  other  purposes. 
He  said  :  In  accordance  with  the  nsual 
custom  in  the  relation  of  Scottish  and 
English  business,  England  has  bad  tbe 
start  of  a  year  in  its  local  government 
r^onn.  There  is  a  danger  about  this 
that  the  Soottiab  BUI  may  be  moulded 
too  closely  on  the  English  Bill,  aud  that 
Scotland  may  only  get  what  England  has 
got  already.  But  the  Government  have 
been  fully  alive  to  the  dangers  of  this, 
and  I  hope  it  will  be  found  by  the  House 
that  they  will  be  avoided.  We  have 
proposed  to  give  Scotland  all  the  good 
things  that  England  has  ;  that  wherever 
Scotch  local  government  is  defective  we 
will  try  to  correct  the  defects,  and  where 
the  system  is  more  effective  than  tbe 
English  system,  that  we  will  eadeavour 
not  to  reduce  it  to  the  level  of  England, 
but  to  go  ou  and  improve  it  in  the  Scotch 
direction.  The  proposal  which  I  have  to 
lay  before  the  Honse  commoucos  with  the 
proposal  which  has  not  its  like  in  tbe 
English  Bill.  Tbe  first  provision  of  the 
measure  which  I  am  introducing  to  the 
House,  consisting  of  five  clauses,  relates 
to  the  constitution  of  a  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  for  Scotland.  Now,  the 
Local  Government  Board  for  Scotland, 
best  known  as  the  Board  of  Supervision, 
is  wanting  in  several  very  important  par- 
ticulars. It  is  wanting  in  its  relation  to 
Parliament,  which  is  not  that  of  a  Board 
responsible  to  Parliament,  aud  it  is  like- 
wise wanting  in  the  fact  that  it  is  uot 
under  a  responsible  Parliamentary  Chief. 
In  England  there  are  public  offices 
with  all  sorts  of  names  ;  there  is  the 
Board  of  Trade,  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  the  India  Office,  tbe 
Colonial  Office,  the  Committee  of 
Council  for  Education.  But  whatever 
they  are  called,  they  are  all  public  offices 
in  the  right  acceptation  of  the  wwd — 
Boards  they  are  only  in  name  ;  they  are 
Departmental  in  reality,  with  a  re- 
sponsible Parliamentary  Chief,  who  him- 
self is  responsible  to  Parliament.  But 
the  Board  of  Supervision  is  a  Board 
indeed,  of  a  salaried  chairman,  who  has 
eight  colleagues — there  are  the  Provosts 
of  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow,  two  county 
gentlemen  interested  in  local  affitirs,  three 
Sheriffs  (who  receive  £150  each  as  a 
stipend),  and  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland.  The  Board  of  Supervision  is 
not  responsible  to  Parliai 
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got  uo  responsible  chief.    The  Secretary 
for  Scotlaod  for  the  time  being  is  its 
mouthpiece,  if  the  Board  ot  Saper- 
Tision  chooses  to  make  him  so,  but  tiiey 
are  not  ixniDd  to  snpply  him  with  infor- 
mation, and  thej  are  not  bound  to  carry 
out  the  policy  of  the  Government.    It  is 
not  constituted  as  a  public  Department 
ought  to  ibe  constituted.    It  is  not  re- 
sponsible to  Parliament  as  a  public  De* 
partmeut  ought  to  be  responsible.  I  must 
not  say  anything  more  in  that  strain 
without  at  once  assuring  the  House,  as  is 
80  often  the  case  in  our  country,  that  the 
personal  qualities  of  the  men  do  much  to 
correct  the  anomalies  of  the  situation. 
The  members  who  do  the  work  of  the 
Board  of  Supervision  work  as  hard  as 
men  can  do,  and  work  well.   The  Chair- 
man (Mr.  Skelton)  understands  his  busi- 
ness    thoroughly,     and     performs  it 
thoroughly,  and  gives  to  the  performance 
of  that  business  very  eminent  qualities 
which  have  diBtingutshed  him  in  other 
fields.    The   Sherifis   bestow   on  their 
business  of  advising  the  Board  on  legal 
matters  the  very  greatest  trouble,  out  of 
all  proportion  to  their  very  modest 
stipends,  and  the  Board  is  very  well  ad- 
vised, indeed.  Although  the  relations  of 
the  Board  to  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
are  quite  anomalous,  I  have  always 
experienced,  and  I  am  sure  that  has 
been  the  case  of  my  predecessors,  the 
most  prompt  willingness  to  give  all  the 
information  in  the  power  of  the  Board, 
and  a  great  desire  as  far  as  possible  to 
suit  their  views  to  mine,  and  to  meet 
every  emergency  in  such  a  manner  as  I 
thought  it  ought  to  be  met.    But  the 
men,  on  that  very  account,  should  have 
a  good  system  to  work  under,  and  the 
time  has  come  when   the  Board  of 
Supervision  should  be  remodelled.  In 
the  first  place,  the  members  should  be 
much  less  nuroerous  ;  they  should  be  ex- 
pected, all  of  them,  to  be  always  on  the 
spot,  and  the  business  of  the  office  should 
be  their  first  duty,  instead  of  only  one 
among  many,  as  it  is  the  case  with  some 
of  them.    What  we  propose  to  do  is  this : 
The  regular  members  of  the  Board  will 
attend  in  Edinburgh  as  closely  as  the 
principal  officers  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  attend  in  London.  There 
will  be,  acoording  to  our  Bill,  a  Vice 
President,  who  will  be  a  salaried  officer, 
who  will  answer  to  and  be  the  Churman 
of  the  Board  ;  one  Sheriff,  who  will  give 
legal  advice,  and  whose  stipend  will 
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represent  the  increased  responsibility 
tbat  is  pot  upon  him  ;  and  one  medical 
man,  who  shall  likewise  hold  a  diploma 
in  sanitary  science,  and  who  will  do  for 
an  adequate  salary  the  medical  work 
both  io  the  office  and  in  the  country. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  What  will 

be  his  salary  P 

Siu  G.  TB£Y£LYAN  :  It  is  not  iu 
the  Bill,  but  I  should  say  it  would 
probably  be  about  £1,000  a-  year.  It  is 
high  time  that  on  a  body  which  superiu- 
tends  the  public  health  in  Scotlaud  a 
representative  of  medical  and  sanitary 
science  should  find  a  place.  These 
three  officera,  with  a  salaried  secretary, 
will  constitute  what  I  may  call  the  inner 
circle  of  the  Local  Government  Board  in 
Scotland.  That  is  a  much  larger  Board 
than  the  Local  Government  Board  in 
England,  which  in  good  truth  consists  of 
no  one  but  the  President ;  but  the  cir- 
cumstances of  Scotland  differ  very  much 
from  those  of  England.  The  work  has 
to  be  done  on  the  spot  in  Edinburgh,  and 
only  a  general  control  can  be  exercised 
in  London,  and  therefore  we  have 
modelled  the  Board  as  far  as  possible  on 
the  lines  of  the  Irish  Local  Government 
Board,  which  hon.  Members  in  some  parte 
of  the  House  think  has  its  faults,  but 
which  at  any  rate  is  under  the  recognised 
system  of  responsibility  to  Parliament  and 
of  tbe  official  Parliamentary  Chief  iu  a 
manner  that  leaves  nothing  to  be  desired. 
We  propose,  therefore,  that  the  President 
of  the  Board  shall  be  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  as  the  Chief  Secretary  is  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  in  Ireland,  and  that 
the  Under  Secretary  for  Scotland  and 
the  Solicitor  General  should  be  likewise 
members  of  tbe  Board.  You  will  then 
have  in  Edinburgh  a  small,  compact,  and, 
I  think,  well-selected  group  of  adminis- 
trators who  will  be  entirely  confined  to 
the  work  of  their  Department,  and  in 
London  during  the  Session  you  will  have 
a  Parliamentary  Miuister  who  is  really 
and  truly  responsible  to  Parliament  for 
the  information  he  gives  it,  and  for  the 
policy  of  the  Board,  which  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  cannot  in  any  sense  be  said 
to  be  at  the  present  time.  I  will  not  enter 
into  tbe  details  of  the  provisions  by 
which  the  Board  is  turned  from  a  body 
meeUng  at  mter^^^^i^to^iij^g^etiTe 
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and  ever-working  Departmont  of  the 
State.    Those  proTisions  hare  been  verj 
earef ally  arranged  after  consultation  with 
the  experieooea  of  London  and  Dublin. 
But  oae  thing  I  must  ask  hon.  Members 
to   consider  —  namely,   that   this  Bill 
largely  extends  self-government  to  Scot- 
land,    For  purposes  of  check,  for  pur- 
poses of  information,  and  of  financial  con- 
trol  the   Local  Goverament  Board  of 
Scotland  shall  henceforward  be  as  effi- 
cient a  body  as  human  official  experience 
can  poasibly  make  it,  and  we  oannot 
attain  that  efficiency  except  on  the  long- 
tried  condition — ^ftrst,  that  the  State 
should  have  an  absolute  call  on  the  pro- 
fessional services  of  every  one  of  those 
who  do  the  work  of  the  Board,  and  next, 
that  the  Board  should  be  in  immediate, 
confessed  and  acknowledged  relations  to 
Parliament.    That  is  the  body  that  the 
Board  of  Supervision  shall  be  as  reconsti- 
tuted.   Now,  I  will  inform  the  House  in 
what  new  development  the  proposals  of 
the  Govmiment  are  baaed  on  three  prin- 
ciples.   Id  local  bodies,  where  the  con- 
stitution is  not  popular,  we  wish  to  make 
them  in  the  fiill  sense  of  the  word 
re^esentattve ;    we   desire   to  reduce 
to     the   lowest    point    the  number 
of    separate    elections,    and    to  sim- 
plify the  electoral  machinery  as  far  as 
compatible  with  genuine  representation  ; 
and  we  wish  to  give  to  the  bodies  so 
constituted  increased  powers,  so  that  the 
communities  all  over  the  country  may 
have  in  their  hands  the  management  of 
their  own  aSaira,  juat  as  the  Uunicipal 
Bodies  in  Scotland  have  had  with  such 
very-  great  success.   Now,  iu  marking 
out  thiese  priaciplea  we  find  a  state  of 
thinga  very  different  from  that  which 
prevailed  in  England.  In  England  there 
were  no  Parish  Councils — no  representa- 
tive parish  bodies  at  all.  In  England  the 
Boaids  of  Guardians  were  in  full  opera- 
tion in  charge  of  the  Poor  Law,  and 
very  generally  in  charge  of  the  public 
health.     But  in  Scotland  the  whole 
country  is  mapped  out  into  Parochial 
Boards,  which  manage  the  Poor  Law  as 
the  Board  of  Gnarcfians  do  In  England. 
PnbUc  health  is  entrusted  to  District 
Committees,  which  are  composed  partly 
of   freely  -  elected  representatives  and 
partly  of  delegates  from  the  Parochial 
Boards.   But  these  Parochial  Boards  are 
in  their  constitution  anything  but  truly 
elective  according  to  all  the  ideas  which 
are  now  held  of  what  an  elective  body 
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should  be.  And,  therefore,  by  popularising 
the  constitution  of  Parocfaiiu  Boards  we 
effect  several  operations  at  once.  We 
establish  genuine  Parish  Councils  all 
over  the  landward  districts  of  Scotland  ; 
we  place  the  administration  of  the  Poor 
Law  on  a  respoosible  elective  basis;  and 
by  popularising  the  Poor  Law  Boards  we 
secure  that  henceforward  the  District 
Councils  should  be  wholly  representative, 
because  the  delegates  from  the  Poor  Law 
Board  will  henceforward  be  delegates  from 
a  truly  representative  body. 

Mr.  ANSTBUTHER  :  Will  they  be 
called  Parish  Councils  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  trust  and 
hope  that  the  House  of  Commons  will  be 
prepared  to  adopt  the  title  of  Parish 
Councils.  That  is  not  a  point  on  which 
we  should  stand  or  fall,  but  just  as  we 
shall  call  the  Board  of  Supervision 
henceforward  tlie  Local  Government 
Board,  I  think  we  shall  not  shock  any 
genuine  Scottish  feeling  by  calling  tlw 
Parochial  Boards  Parish  Councils.  Now, 
thwe  are  885  civil  parishes  in  Scotland. 
I  say  nothing  at  preseut  about  the  quoad 
sacra  parishes,  of  which  there  are  over 
300,  though  later  I  shall  have  to  make  a 
proposal  with  regard  to  some  of  them.  The 
Parochial  Boards  in  these  civil  parishes 
are  constituted  in  a  manner  familiar  to  all 
Scotsmen.  In  10  burgbal  parishes — some 
of  them  great  cities  and  some  of  them 
uot  larger  than  any  ordinary  parish- 
there  is  a  comparatively  small  eje  officio 
element;  but  in  all  the  other  parishes — 
that  is  to  say,  in  99  per  cent,  of  them — the 
position  of  the  Boards  is  most  peculiar. 
They  consist  of  a  deputation  hxim  the 
kirk-session,  and  of  all  owners  of  land  and 
houses  over  £20  a  year,  be  they  few  or 
be  they  many — be  they,  as  in  some  High- 
land parishes,  only  one  or  two,  or,  as  in 
other  cases,  300,  400,  500,  and  600,  even 
in  one  case  over  2,000.  These  owners 
may  delegate  by  mandate  to  their  factors 
or  other  vicarious  personages  their  own 
duties.  Then  there  are  a  certain  number 
of  elected  members,  the  number  being 
settled  by  the  Board  of  Supervision,  but 
being  uot  more  in  many  cases  than 
a  20th  or  30th  or  40th  part  of  the 
Board,  and  even  these  electors  are 
chosen  by  the  plural  vote  and  by 
voting  papers,  and  in  the  burgbal 
parishes  on  a  high  qualification.  That 
in  the  rural  districts  of  Scotland — for 
in  the  burghal  parishes  there  is  a  snuill 
deputation  from  tfef  tJfSiipieipsiit^Ti?  » 
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tnie  desoription  of  a  Faroehial  Board. 
It  is,  as  I  said,  fomiliar  to  all  Scotch- 
men, and  it  is  beyond  the  power  of  mxj 
words  of  mine  to  exaggerate  or  intensify 
the  disapprobation  with  which  Scotch- 
moo  regard  it.    I  say  nothing  of  the 
efforts  of  private  Members  ;  I  say  nothing 
even  of  the  efforts  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  College  Division 
(Sir  C.  Cameron);  bnt  since  1871  five 
Bills  have  been  brought  in  by  Govern- 
ments, both  Liberal  and  Conservative, 
for  the  purpose  of  refonniag  the  eoo- 
Btitations  of  the  Parochial  Boards.  These 
proposals  fell  through,  as  I  believe, 
because  they  did  not  go  far  enough  and 
did  not  satisfy  the  people  of  Scotland, 
who  did  not  care  to  change  so  much  for 
the  sake  of  getting  so  little.    But  now, 
from  the  experience  of  last  Session,  it  is 
quite  evident  that  public,  opinion  in  Par- 
liament has  shuwu,  in  tbe  case  of  the 
English  Bill,  tbnt  it  has  come  up  to  tbe 
mark  which,  as  I  believe,  public  opinion 
in  Scotland  stood  for  some  time  already. 
This  Bill  proposes  that  the  Parochial 
Board,  which  we  call  the  Parish  Council, 
shall  henceforward  be  entirely  ohosen 
by  free  and  open  popular  election.  The 
coDStituencies  will  in  landward  parishes 
and  parts  of  parishes  be  the  electors  on  tbe 
Register  oF  the  County  Council,  in  burgbal 
parishes    and   parts   of   parishes  they 
will  be  the  muoicipal  electors.  Now 
this,  as  hon.  Members  know,  is  the  widest 
suffrage  that  exists.     It   includes  the 
service  franchise,  the  compound  house- 
holder, the  lodger,  and  likewise  Peers  and 
women.    The  number  of  Councillors  will 
be  fixed  by  the  County  Council ;  in  land- 
ward parts  by  the  Town  Council ;  in 
bdrghal  parts  and  in  parishes  partly 
landward  and  partly  burghal  by  the 
County  Council  and  the  Town  Council 
jointly  ;  and  failing  agreement,  the  matter 
is  to  be  referred  to  the  Sheriff.  The  limit 
of  the  number  of  Parish  Councillors  that 
is  proposed  in  the  Bill  is  between  six  and 
30.    Considering  the  serious  duties  that 
will  fall  to  the  Parish  Councils,  less 
than  six  should  nowhere  be  elected  ;  and 
if  80  seems  high,  it  must  be  remembered 
that  in  the  Bowds  of  Edinburgh  and 
Glasgow  this  number  is  already  ex- 
ceeded.  In  the  smaller  parishes,  the 
number  of  Councillors  will  probably  be 
elected  on  a  single  list ;  but  in  all  cases 
the  County  Council  and  Town  Coupcil 
will  have  the  power  of  dividing  fthe 
parish  into  wards  for  the  purposes  W 
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election.  This  brings  me  to  the  main 
diflBcnlty  of  the  Bill,  which  I  hope  hon. 
Members  will  think  has  been  successfully 
surmounted.  This  is  a  measure  notonly 
for  the  reform  of  Parochial  Boards,  but 
for  the  establishment  of  Parish  Councila 
to  manage  other  affairs  of  the  community. 
But  in  burghs  these  affaire  are  already 
managed  by  the  Municipality.  The 
burghal  parts  of  the  parish  must  be 
united  for  the  purposes  of  the  Poor  Law. 
They  must,  however,  obviously  be 
separated  for  general  Parish  Council 
purposes.  Suppose  the  burghal  part 
was  to  forbid  tSie  rural  port  to  have  a 
recreation  ground,  or  the  burghal  part 
should  refuse  the  rural  part  of  the  parish 
leave  to  take  action  in  matters  of  public 
health  or  rights  of  way,  then  they  would 
be  deprived  of  the  powers  which  every 
English  rural  parish  has,  and  which 
every  Scottish  rural  parish  ought  to 
have.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  it  would 
be  extremely  unjust  that  the  burghal 
part  should  be  rated  for  a  recreation 
ground  which  was  only  enjoyed  by  the 
rural  port  of  the  parish,  when,  perhaps, 
the  town  itself  had  its  own  recreation 
ground.  We  therefore  lay  it  down  that, 
where  the  parish  is  both  landward  and 
burghal,  the  laudward  portion  shall  con- 
stitute at  least  one  separate  ward  or 
wards,  which  shall  form  a  Parish  Council 
for  all  purposes  other  than  for  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Poor  Law.  But  it 
will  be  said — "What  will  you  do  with 
tbe  landward  portions  of  parishes  which 
ue  too  small  to  make  a  Parish  Council  ?  " 
The  £gure  below  which  we  cannot  have 
a  Parish  Council  in  England  is  100,  and 
in  the  whole  of  Scotland  there  are,  I 
believe,  only  four  parishes  In  which  the 
landward  part  falls  below  that  fignre  ; 
and  I  think  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Renfrewshire  represents  two  of  them. 
It  must  be  remembered  that,  under  the 
wide  provisions  of  the  5 1st  section  of  the 
Act  of  1889,  it  is  the  very  easiest  thing  in 
tbe  world  to  bring  about  the  absorption 
of  populations  into  a  neighbouri;ig  rural 
parish,  or  intA  the  bui^h.  This  amount 
of  popnlution,  which  cannot  be  dealt  with 
under  this  scheme-^n  all,  not  exceeding 
200  people  in  the  whole  of  Scotland — 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  serionsly  to  stand 
in  the  way  of  what  I  believe  to  be  the 
only  scheme  practicable  for  giving  Soot- 
land  the  full  be^^t  of  what  England 
has  got,  without  turning  topsy-turvy  the 
whole  system  whi^,^^^|«he^^^^^«^y 
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of  fiuaneial  and  local  adminiBtretion. 
Thufl}  we  propose  to  popniariae  electiona. 
Bnt,  as  I  know  by  experience,  Scotland 
woatd  thank  ns  very  little  if  we  , multi- 
plied the  number,  increased  the  compli- 
cation, and  swelled  the  expense  of 
elections.  Knowing  how  strong  this 
feeling  is,  and  how  Just  it  is,  we  have 
taken  measures  for  simplifying  elections 
which  I  earnestly  trust  the  House  will 
consider  favourably.  In  the  first  place,  the 
electoral  roll  will  be  the  same  absolutely 
for  county  and  burgfa  and  parish  elections. 
This  wiU  be  a  very  great  saving  of 
labour  to  the  assessors,  and  a  saving  of 
expense  to  the  ratepayers.  All  that  is 
necessary  is  that  the  county  and  burgh 
Registers  should  be  so  framed  and  printed 
that  the  electors  may  appear  upon  them 
according  tu  parishes  aud  parish  wards  ; 
and  I  am  informed  that  that  may  be 
done  with  the  greatest  case.  Here  I 
may  say  a  word  about  the  women^s  vote. 
As  a  matter  of  course,  women,  if 
elected,  will  sit  upon  the  Boards  under 
a  clause  which  makes  Parish  Council- 
lors qualified  by  residence  in  or  within 
three  milee  of  the  parish  ;  if  chosen  as 
delegates  by  the  Parish  C!onneil,  they 
will  sit  on  the  District  Committee  ;  and 
we  give  the  Parish  Council  franchise  to 
married  women  living  with  their  hus- 
bands, who  have  a  separate  qualification. 
This  is  essentially  the  same  as  the 
English  law  now  is.  We  go  on  to  pro- 
pose that  the  election  shall  take  place  on 
one  and  the  same  day,  and  in  one  and 
the  same  place  as  the  County  Council  and 
municipal  elections.  For  that  purpose  we 
enact  that  in  settling  the  wards  far  Parish 
Connoils,  County  and  Town  Councils 
shall,  as  far  as  possible,  take  into  ooo- 
Bideration  the  existing  districts  and 
wards  for  municipal  porposee,  and  the 
election  of  Parish  Councillors  shall  take 
place  as  nearly  as  may  be  iu  the  same 
manner,  the  same  place,  and  by  the  same 
returning  officers  and  clerks  as  the  elec- 
tions for  Town  and  County  Councillors. 
This  brings  me  to  the  important  question 
—"For  how  long  are  the  Councillors  to  be 
elected,  and  how  are  they  to  retire  ?  In 
England  the  Parish  Councillors  retire  in  a 
body  at  Uie  end  of  three  years.  Guardians 
do  the  same.  But  if  the  County  Council 
wish  it,  ooe-t^ird  of  the  Guardians  may 
go  out  every  year.  In  Scotland  we  have 
three  altematives.  In  the  first  place, 
over  all  Scotland  one-third  may  go  out 
every  year.    I  must  aay  that  there  are 


very  great  objections  to  this  proposal. 
It  is  very  difficult  in  the  case  of  such 
numerous  bodies  as  the  Parochi^  Boards 
to  find  what  the  general  feeling  is  ;  but 
as  far  as  I  can  gather,  in  smaller  Boards 
there  is  a  very   strong  feeling  indeed 
against  being  put  to  the  trouble  of  an 
annual  election.     Another  point  is  that, 
the  Register  of  the  County  Council  is  only 
made  up  once  in  three  years,  and,  there- 
fore, if  we  retire  one-third  of  the  Parish 
Councillors  every  year,  it  will  be  neces- 
sary that  the  county  should  be  put  to  the 
immense  expense  and  trouble  of  having 
its  roll  made  up  every  year.    Then  comes 
the  idtemative  which,  as  a  matter  of- 
fact,  we  have  adopted  in  the  Bill — 
namely,  that  in  every  parish  in  Scotland 
the  Parish  Conucillors  shall  retire  at  the 
end  of  three  years.     I  am  not  quite 
certain  that  objection  will  not  be  taken 
to  this  on  the  part  of  some  of  the  largest 
urban  Boardf*.     In  the  year  1888  therfr 
was  a  Poor  Law  Conference  which  was 
attended  by  the  representatives  of  28 
parishes  in  Scotland,  beginning  with  the 
great  Edinburgh  aud  Glasgow  parishes^ 
and  going  down  pretty  well  according  to 
the  size  and  dignity  of  the  parishes. 
And  one  of  the  resolutions  that  were 
carried  was  that  elected  members  shotdd 
hold  office  for  three  years,  one-third  re- 
tiring annually.    Now  a  third  alternative 
would  be  that  in  counties  in  the  land- 
ward  parishes   Councillors   should  be 
elected  once  in  three  years,  and  in  the 
burghal  parishes  they  should  be  elected 
one-third  every  year,  retiring  one-third. 
And  this,  of  course,  could  be  carried  out 
very  easily,  because  the  municipal  elec-- 
tions  take  place  every  year,  and  one-third 
of  the  Municipal  Councillors  retire ; 
whereas  in  tiie  case  of  the  County  Coun- 
cillora  the  elections  take  place  every  third 
year,  all  the  Conncillors  coming  out^ 
together.     Now  we  come  to  the  powers 
to  be  given.     These  powers  are  largely 
contained  in  Clause  24  of  the  Bill.  They 
include  powers  to   provide  or  acquire 
buildings  for  public  offices  and  meetings, 
and  oUier  public  purposes ;  to  provide 
and  maintain  grounds  for  public  recrea- 
tion, subject  to  the  consent  of  the  District 
Committee,  or,  where  the  county  is  not 
divided  into  districts,  of  the  County  Coun- 
cil ;  to  acquire  tend  for  sueh  bnildinga  and 
recreation  grounds  ;  to  acquire  by  i^^ree^ 
ment  any  right-of-way  the  acquisition  of 
which  is  beneficial  to  the  inhabitants  of 
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propOTty  for  the  benefit  of  .the  parish ; 
to  execute  works  incidental  to  any 
of  the  foregoing  powers ;  to  contribute 
to  the  expenses  of  doing  anything  above 
mentioned ;  to  sell  and  exchange  anj 
lands  or  buildings  ;  and  to  exercise  all 
the  powers  of  remonstrance  and  inveeti- 
gation  and  other  matters  relating  to  health 
which  are  at  present  enjoyed  by  house- 
holders or  by  ratepayers.  For  these  pur- 
poses, and  for  the  general  purposes  of 
this  Act,  the  Parish  Council  nwy  rate  and 
borrow.  In  the  English  Bill  there  is  a 
limit  of  6d.  in  the  £1 — a  limit  arrived  at 
in  this  House  by  the  general  agreement 
iji  English  Members.  I  have  my  own 
doubts  as  to  whether  Scottish  Members 
will  have  come  to  the  same  conclusion. 
In  an  ordinary  rural  parish  in  the  low- 
'  lands  of  Scotland  the  whole  parish  rates, 
if  you  put  education  aside,  very  often  do 
not  exceed  6d.  in  the  £1,  and  sometimes 
do  not  come  near  6d.  A  9d.  rate  would 
be  a  very  high  one  in  many  rural  districts. 
I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  in  Scotland  very 
considerable  consternation  would  not  be 
created  by  the  laying  down  in  an  Act  of 
Parliament  of  the  fignre  of  6d.  as  the 
rate  up  to  which  it  was  expected  that  the 
Parish  Conocil  should  work.  I  am  well 
inclioed  to  leave  the  Parish  Councils  to 
their  own  common  sense,  which  I  believe 
will  be  their  best  guide,  with  regard  to 
the  objects  they  wish  to  attain,  and  the 
price  they  are  ready  to  pay  for  them. 
With  regard  to  borrowing,  in  the  English 
Bill  parishes  are  allowed  to  borrow  up 
to  one-half  of  their  rateable  value.  From 
A  Return  I  have  had,  I  find  that  there 
Are  only  some  25  parishes  in  Scotland 
which  have  borrowed,  up  to  this  time, 
more  than  one-tenth  of  their  rateable 
value  ;  and  it  would  be,  indeed,  a  jump 
if  we  gave  a  sort  of  inducement  in  an 
Act  of  Parliament  so  largely  to  increase 
the  amount  of  debt  in  the  parishes  of 
Scotland  which  hitherto  have  been  so  free 
from  it.  The  provision  we  have  intro- 
duced is  that  the  borrowing  power  of  the 
Parish  Councils  for  the  general  purposesof 
this  Act  shall  be  placed  nnderthe  close  and 
strict  snperviBion  and  check  of  the  Local 
GroTOmment  Board ;  and  wherertf  more 
than  one-fifth  of  the  rateable  value  has 
been  borrowed  they  will  haYe  to  get  the 
leave  of  the  Local  G-ovemmsnt  Board  to 
exceed  that  amount.  I  belieie  we  may 
anticipate  from  this  scheme  great  addi- 
tions to  the  comfort  and  welf^e  of  the 
people.     The    right  hon.  Geiitleman 

Sir  Q.  TreveSyan  \ 


opposite,  the  Member  for  Korth-East 
Manchester,  asked  me  some  time  ago  about 
recreation  grounds  and  libraries,  and  what 
had  been  done  to  utilise  the  powera 
which  Parliament  has  already  put  in  the 
hands  of  Local  Authorities  ?  It  is  a  very 
curious  tale  to  tell.  In  Scotland  a 
district  committee  is  charged  with  pro- 
viding recreation  grounds.  Now,  thwe 
are  two  difficulties  before  this  committee. 
In  the  first  place,  the  district  is  so  large 
that  it  cannot  enjoy  any  given  recreation 
ground.  They  are  providing,  not  for 
themselvra,  but  only  for  a  portion  of  the 
community  which  they  represent ;  and, 
in  the  next  place,  they  cannot  borrow 
money  for  this  purpose.  What  is  the 
result?  Absolutely  no  recreation  grounds 
have  been  provided  throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  Scotland. 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  (Manchester, 
N.E.)  :  At  the  public  expense. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  Quite  so— 
at  the  public  expense.  I  know  that  a 
great  d^  has  been  done  by  private  bene- 
faction. We  make  over  this  power  to  the 
Pariah  Council,  which  represents  the 
community  which  desires  and  can  utilise 
and  enjoy  the  recreation  ground,  and  the 
Parish  Council  can  borrow  in  order  to 
procure  it.  As  to  public  libraries,  they 
are  now  under  the  Parochial  Boards,  and 
the  Parochial  Boards  have  only  set  up 
four  throughout  the  whole  of  Scotland. 
But  freely  elected  Parish  Councils,  elected 
for  the  management  of  all  the  interests 
of  the  locality,  instead  of  being  a  sort 
of  oflMwrn  ffaiherum  of  ^1  sorts  of  re- 
presentative and  pseudo-representatiTe 
elements,  chosen  airaply  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Poor  Law,  will  be  a  very 
different  body  ;  and  I  earnestly  hope,  and 
firmly  believe,  that  you  will  not  mra^ly 
have  four,  but  40,  and  perhaps  hundreds  of 
public  libraries  provided  iq  the  long  run 
by  the  Parish  Councils.  I  shall  leave 
hon.  Members  to  learn  from  the  Bill  the 
power  which  we  propose  to  give  to 
Parish  Councils  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
vision of  allotments,  and  the  more  speedy 
and  efficacious  [Hvoedare  which  I  hope 
will  make  the  Allotments  Acts  8ome< 
thiug  of  a  reality  instead  of  being,  as 
they  are  at  present,  an  absolute  nullity 
in  Scotland.  There  are  provisions  for 
meetings  in  schools  for  Local  Bodies,  and 
candidates  for  Local  Bodies  ;  powers  of 
appointing  committees  for  special  pur- 
poses, and  joint  committees  of  parishes  for 
objects  which  twqjp^ips^^pieJg^bave 
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in  common ;  provisions  for  finance  and 
audit.  These  and  much  else  I  pass  over 
in  order  to  devote  a  few  minutes  to  the 
explanation  of  anotber  portion  of  the 
Bill,  which  has  no  counterpart  in  the 
English  measure.  The  Local  Gorem- 
meat  Act  of  1889  provided  Scotland 
with  Doachinery  for  local  govmiment, 
which  ve  certainly  do  not  think  of  pull- 
ing to  pieces.  That  machinery  had  certain 
defects  and  omissions,  and  it  is  satisfac- 
tory that  those  defects  and  omissions 
have  been  discovered  by  those  who 
work  it,  and  that  they  are  desirous  of 
getting  a  remedy.  I  think  it  shows  that 
the  system  has  real  life  in  it.  The  atten- 
tion of  the  Scottish  Office  was  called  to 
certain  points  in  which  the  system  of 
county  local  government  was  defective 
by  certain  County  Councillors,  and  I 
issned  a  Circular  Letter  to  County  Coun- 
cillors asking  them  to  point  out  defects 
which  their  experience  had  brought  to 
their  notice;  The  matter  was  courteously 
and  promptly  taken  up,  and  not  only  did 
I  receive  a  quantity  of  very  valuable 
memoranda  from  the  separate  Councils, 
but  a  inost  important  Conference  was  held 
on  the  24th  of  January,  which  was-at- 
teoded  by  the  representatives  of  28 
County  Councils.  That  Conference  was 
quite  a  model  in  the  promptness  with 
which  they  got  through  a  large  amount 
of  business.  The  Government  has  in- 
troduced into  this  measure  a  series  of 
amendments  of  the  present  system  of 
county  administration,  most  of  which 
I  think  I  can  count  on  to  receive  the 
acceptance  of  the  House.  Some  of  the 
proposals  made  in  the  Conference  I 
have  not  adopted,  because  they  would 
demand  not  only  an  Act,  but  almost  a 
code  to  themselves.  I  specially  refer  to 
everything  that  bears  upon  altering  the 
incidence  of  rating,  which  are  neces- 
sarily of  such  a  controversial  character 
that  I  am  quite  satisfied  they  would,  if 
introduced,  wreck  the  Bill.  The  first 
of  the  changes  proposed  has  been  antici- 
pated by  my  hon.  Friend  opposite,  the 
Member  for  Renfrewshire,  in  a  Bill  which 
he  has  introduced,  and  which  has  already 
got  very  far  in  its  passage.  We  propose 
that  County  Councils  should  be  able  to 
pay  a  reasonable  sum  to  the  funds  of  an 
Association  of  County  Councils — a  power 
which  now  exists  in  England.  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  my  idea  of  a  reasonable 
sum  was  more  timid  than  that  of  my  hon. 
Friend.    Unless  my  hon.  Friend's  Bill 


has  become  law  by  the  time  we  come  to 
this  point  in  Committee,  he  will  see  that 
his  proposals  are  embodied  in  our  Bill. 
We  propose  that  the  chairman  of  the 
District  Council  shall,  by  virtue  of  his 
office,  be  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  for  the 
county  ;  and  that  nominations  for  County 
Council  elections  may  be  withdrawn  by 
consent,  in  order  to  obviate  the  trouble 
and  expense  of  a  contest.  The  Connty 
Councils  may  erect  aud  maintain  coun^ 
buildings.  Then — and  this  is  a  most 
important  provision,  and  one  which  will 
extremely  affect  the  interests  of  the 
Highland  counties — iustead  of  being  con- 
fined to  the  expensive  and  elaborate  roads 
by  way  of  communication,  they  may 
make  cart-roads,  footpaths,  and  foot- 
bridges, which  will  enable  the  road  rate 
to  be  used  for  the  benefit  of  portions  of 
Scotland  which  at  present  get  no  benefit 
from  it  at  all.  The  District  Committee^ 
and,  failing  the  District  Committee,  the 
County  Council,  are  chained  with  vin- 
dicating rights-of-wny  by  public  exertions,, 
and,  if  necessary,  at  the  public  expense. 
In  the  Highlands  the  ferries  have  fallen 
out  of  public  care  ever  since  the  Act  of 
1889,  and  we  propose  to  give  the  charge 
and  supervision  of  ferries  to  the  County 
Council,  and  enable  them  to  take  over 
altogether  those  ferries  which  the  pro- 
prietors are  willing  to  make  over  to  them. 
I  am  glad  to  say  that  this  part  of  the  Bill 
has  bmn  drawn  by  a  Highland  proprietor 
with  the  greatest  knowledge  of  that  part 
of  the  country  where  tJiese  ferries 
are  most  needed  and  there  is 
the  greatest  danger  of  decadence. 
County  boundaries  are  to  be  assimilated 
for  valuation,  and  for  the  distribution  of 
money  under  the  local  taxation  aud  other 
grants  ;  and  the  by-laws  dealing  with 
vagrants  are  to  he  defined,  and  the  powers 
of  the  County  Councils  to  deal  with 
vagrants  assured.  The  powers  of  bor- 
rowing for  capital  works,  widening  of 
roads,  and  other  purposes  is  conferred  on 
the  County  Council ;  and  the  time  for 
the  repayment  of  loans  extended  from 
30  to  40  years.  The  land  which  is  re- 
quired for  all  and  any  of  these  purposes, 
whether  by  County  or  Parish  Councils, 
if  it  cannot  be  had  by  agreement,  may  be 
henceforward  obtained  under  provisions 
for  compulsory  purchase — which  we  be- 
lieve will  be  quite  as  efi'ectual  and  quite 
as  cheap  as  they  can  possibly  be  made. 
On  one  point  only,  so  &u*  as  Ii  can 
remember,  we  hit^tiz{|^)>n4^.«^^^^e 
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majority  at  the  County  Conference.  By 
a  majority  of  22  to  16,  the  Conference 
decided  not  to  interfere  with  the  oompo- 
Bition  of  the  Standing  Joint  Committee. 
We  propose  to  ask  Parliament  to  enact 
that  the  representation  of  the  Commis- 
sioner? of  Supply  on  the  Standing  Joint 
Committee  shall  uease  —  and  that  the 
Police  Committee  shall  be  entirely  com- 
posed of  County  Councillors,  along  with 
the  Sheriff  or  Sheriff  Substitute.  The 
powers  and  duties  of  the  Standing  Joint 
Committee  relating  to  capital  worla  and 
borrowing  we  propose  to  transfer  to  the 
Finance  Committee  of  tbeCounty  Council 
— a  body  which,  under  the  7ath  section 
of  the  Local  Government  Act,  has  a 
statutory  recognition  and  a  corporate 
existence  quite  as  marked  and  real  as 
the  Standing  Joint  Committee  itself.  I 
find  my  selections  from  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  with  perhaps  the  most — I  am 
beginning  to  hope  almost  the  only 
—very  controversial  one  ;  and  I  do  not 
argue  it  dot.  Sir,  this  Bill  is  founded 
on  the  existing  civil  paruhes  in  Soot- 
land.  Undoubtedly  these  parishes  are 
in  some  oases  inconveniently  situated  and 
bounded.  Bnt  already  there  exists  a 
remedy  for  this.  Under  the  Poor  Law  Act 
of  1845,  on  the  application  of  any  of 
the  Parochial  Boards  interested,  parishes 
may  be  combined  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Poor  Law ;  and  under  the  51st  section 
of  the  Act  of  1889 — a  section  to  which 
the  attention  of  the  country  has  not  been 
nearly  sufficiently  directed— on  the  re- 
presentation of  a  County  or  Town 
Council,  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  has 
the  largest,  the  widest — I  was  going  to 
say  the  most  arbitrary  power — for  uniting, 
and  dividing,  and  re-grouping  parishes 
and  parts  of  parishes.  There  is  one 
class  of  parishes  to  which  these  powers 
might  be  most  usefully  applied,  and  that 
is  the  quoad  sacra  parish,  which  likewise 
is  a  School  Board  district,  and  which 
ii  composed  of  parts  of  several  other 
parishes.  There  are  53  such  parishes 
and  School  Board  districts,  made  up  out 
of  portions  of  101  civil  parishes.  Now 
it  is  almost  certain  that  where  a  quoad 
soera  parish  has  been  chosen  as  a 
School  Boud  district,  it  is  a  self-con- 
tained community,  with  a  life  of  its  own, 
and  could  with  great  advantage  be  en- 
dowed with  a  corporate  existence,  and 
would  be  able  to  exercise  for  itself  all  the 
powers  given  to  Parish  Councils  under 
this  BiU.  The  Bill,  therefore,  enacts 
Sir  G,  Tmelyan 


that  the  County  and  Town  Council 
shall  take  into  consideration  the  case, 
and  determine  whether  the  quoad  sacra 
parish  shall  be  converted  into  a  civil 
parish,  which,  therefore,  would  ipso 
facto  become  conterminous  with  the 
School  Board  district,  a  matter  which  in 
itself  is  a  gr^t  advantage.  It  only  re- 
mains for  me  to  say  a  word  about  a 
question  which  last  Session  provided  fuel 
for  so  many  hot  debates — the  question  of 
charities.  I  hope  and  believe  our  dis- 
onssions  on  this  question  will  be  much 
less  prolonged  and  much  quieter.  In  the 
first  place,  this  matter  has  been  largely 
arranged  already.  By  the  53rd  section 
of  thu  Poor  Law  Act,  the  funds  which 
have  been  left  for  the  benefit  of  the  legal 
poor  of  Scotland  have  already  been  made 
over  to  the  Parochial  Boards,  and,  there- 
fore, under  this  Bill  will  pass  quite  natur- 
ally to  the  Parish  Council.  Of  such  funds 
there  were  in  Scotland,  as  ascertained  in 
1869,  nearly  200,  some  of  them  of  very 
large  value— £1,000,  £2,000,  and  £3,000 
— and  since  then  a  certain  number  of 
others  have  been  ascertained  and  vested 
in  the  Parochial  Boards.  All  these  are 
now  managed  by  the  Parochial  Boards, 
and  all  these  under  the  Bill  will  pass  to 
the  Parish  Council ;  but,  besides,  there 
is  a  large  number  of  charities,  non-eccle- 
siastical in  their  character,  vested  for  the 
most  part  in  the  kirk-session,  and  with 
trustees  in  some  cases.  Of  these  non- 
ecclesiastical  charities  the  commonest 
form  is  providing  money,  coal,  and  beds 
in  the  hospital  to  the  poor  of  all  deno- 
minations, for  apprenticing  boys  and 
educating  deserving  young  children,  irre- 
spective altogether  of  the  Chnroh  to 
which  they  belong.  In  these  cases  the 
existing  trustees,  whether  they  be  of  the 
kirk-session  or  not,  will  have  the  power 
if  they  think  fit  to  transfer  the  trust  to 
the  Parish  Council ;  but  if  they  do  not 
take  this  step,  various  provisions  will 
come  into  effect  to  give  the  Parish  Coun- 
cil a  strong  hold  on  these  charities. 
The  beat  known  proposal  in  the  English 
Bill  is  not  suited  to  Scotland — the  pro- 
posal, namely,  whieh  enacts  that  the 
Charity  Commissioners  shall  place  tms- 
tees  upon  the  Board  in  order  to  take  part 
in  the  deliberations,  and  possibly  a  pre- 
ponderating part,  with  the  old  trustees. 
But  in  Scotluid,  where  the  kirk-session 
or  the  heritors,  and,  still  more,  where  the 
kirk -session  and  the  heritors,  are  trustees, 
to  add  a  majorityyflfctit^Bteee^^igUjnake 
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the  Board  ponderous  and  numerons  to 
sbaurditj,  and  in  the  next  place  ire  have 
no  Charity  Commission  in  Scotland. 
We  propose,  therefore,  that  in  these  cnses 
the  Local  GoTemment  Board  for  Scot- 
land shall  make  a  scheme  nominating 
a  new  Board  of  Trustees  of  a  convenient 
size  from  the  existing  trustees  aod  from 
the  trustees  appointed  by  thd  Parish 
Council,  taking  care,  in  the  case  of  a  non- 
eceleaiaatical  eluuity — aud  these  are  the 
only  charities  which  will  be  dealt  with 
— ^to  give  a  majority  of  the  nominees  to 
the  Parish  Council.  This  is  our  prac- 
tical aod  simple  method  of  dealing  with 
what,  I  believe,  the  iScottisb  people  con-  j 
eider  a  practical  and  simple  matter,  un-  ! 
less,  indeed,  the  Scottish  Members  go  fur-  ' 
ther,  aud  take  the  advice  of  a  very  powerful 
body  of  Members  in  this  House,  not  at  all 
belonging  to  one  Party,aod  make  over  these 
charities  bodily  to  the  Parish  Councils. 
I  have  endeavoured  to  give  the  House  a 
onnpact  sketch  of  a  large  meaanre,  and  I 
think  I  have  said  enough  to  show  that 
we  have  fulfilled  our  promise  ;  and  while 
Scotland  gets  everything  that  England 
haa  got,  while  nothing  has  been  withheld, 
a  good  deal  more  hag  been  given,  or,  at 
any  rate,  has  been  offered.  In  conclnsion, 
I  would  only  ask  hou.  Members  to  read 
the  Bill  as  favourably  as  possible,  and,  at 
any  rate,  to  read  it  very  carefully,  and 
not  hasten  to  condemn  any  single  provision 
until  they  have  thought  it  over  thoroughly 
in  coaoeetion  with  the  other  parts  of  the 
measure  which  surround  it. '  A  detail 
which  at  first  sight  may  strike  an  hon. 
Member  unfavourably  may  be  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out 
a  general  scheme  of  which,  on  the  whole, 
he  approves.  And  again,  it  must  be 
remembered  that  the  Bill,  as  it  enters  the 
House,  will  not  be  the  same  as  the  Act 
which  I  hope  and  trust  will  leave  the 
House.  The  framers  of  the  measure 
readily  admit  that  it  is  susceptible  of  im- 
provement from  the  experience  aod 
acuteness  of  hon.  Members,  and  from  the 
knowledge  which  they  possess,  and  of 
which  they  are  kept  constantly  in 
possession  by  the  constituencies  which 
they  represent.  But  none  the  less  do  we 
believe  it  to  be  sound  and  solid  in  its 
framework,  and  practical  iu  its  main 
detail,  and  with  the  help  and  co-operation 
of  all  concerned,  we  hope  to  bring  it  into 
such  a  shape  that  it  may  establish 
throughout  Scotland  popular  responsible 
self-gOTemment  in  those  quarters  where 


and  with  regard  to  those  objects  for  which 
it  is  at  present  wanted. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  leare  be  given  to  brit^  in  a  Bill  to 
establish  a  Local  Gk>v'erament  Board  for  Boot- 
land,  and  make  farther  provision  for  Local 
Government  in  Scotland."— (5ir  O.  Tremlya*.) 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.)  :  X  have  only  one  or  two  observations 
to  make  on  the  BUI,  but  I  rise  at  present 
mainly  to  make  a  suggestion  to  the  Go- 
vernment. It  is  dear,  after  ^e  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Grentleman,  a  speech  of 
great  clearness  and  lucidity,  that  except 
by  arrangement  it  is  impossible  that  the 
First  Reading  can  be  taken  to-night. 
There  are  certain  advantages  from  the 
Scottish  point  of  view  iu  getting  the 
First  Reading  to-night,  because  it  is  de- 
sirable to  get  the  Bill  printed,  and  that  it 
should  be  referred  to  the  County  Councils 
of  Scotland,  that  they  may  have  a  full 
opportunity  of  discussing  it  bef(H«  we 
come  to  the  Second  Beading.  If  this  is 
conceded  by  the  Government,  I  should 
advise  hon.  Gentlemen  to  refrain  from 
comments  until  the  later  stage,  provided 
that  the  Government  undertake  to  give  at 
least  a  full  night's  Debate  after  the 
County  Councils  have  discussed  the  Bill, 
and  after  hon.  Members  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  weighing  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  those  bodies.  The  Couuty 
Councils  do  not  meet  till  next  month 
practically,  and  therefore  it  will  be  im- 
possible to  take  the  Second  Beading 
before  the  Whitsuntide  Holidays.  U 
the  €roverament  do  not  see  their  way  to 
that,  they  cannot  complain  of  our  dis- 
cussing the  principles  and  even  the  de- 
tails of  the  Bill  at  this  stage.  But  there 
are  two  points  of  great  importance  raised 
by  the  Bill  which  even  on  the  First 
Reading  I  should  not  like  to  pass  without 
a  word  being  said  from  this  Bench  re- 
garding them.  The  first  is  the  subject  of 
borrowing  by  Parish  Councils.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  with  the  example  of  the 
English  Bill  before  him,  has  decided  that 
there  shall  be  no  limit  pnt  to  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  Parochial  Councils,  and 
practically  no  rigid  limit  to  their  borrow- 
ing.  In  justification  of  that  departure  from 
the  English  precedent,  he  says  that  Scots- 
men are  bo  naturally  economical,  and  have 
shown  themselves  in  the  past  so  reluctant 
to  burden  the  rates  by  unnecessary  ex- 
penditure, that  to  put  any  limit  of  6d. 
for  expenditure  and  a  limit  of  half  the 
rate  for  borrowingoipi^ofdaptdOglb^e 
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in  the  Bnglish  Bill,  would  be  something 
like  a  legislative  invitatioD  to  the  Scot- 

tish  AuthoritieB  to  raise  rates  and  indulge 
in  expeoditure  which  they  would  other- 
wise be  loth  to  undertake.     I  am  uot 
satisfied  with  that.    Recollect  that  you 
cannot  argue  of  the  future  of  these 
Bodies  from  the  past  of  the  Bodies 
TOtt   are   dispossessing.     There  may 
be  and  are  anomalies  in  the  existing 
Constitution  of  the  Fhroohial  Boards,  but 
at  all  events  thej  do  represent  in  ovot- 
wbelming  force  the  opinion  of  the  people 
who  have  to  pay  the  rates,  and  naturallv 
enough  they  were  extremely  economical 
of  the  rates  they  themselves  had  to  pay. 
One  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  transfer  the 
power  not  only  to   a  class  who  do 
not  in  some  cases  pay  the  rates,  but 
you  are  also  giving   powers  to  carry 
out  objects  which  those  classes  will  be 
specially  anxious  for.    One  consequence 
of  that  will  be   that  there  will  be 
a  pressure  in  the  direction  of  expendi- 
ture, and  the  removal  of  ancient  obstacles 
to  expenditure,  which  may  make  the 
future  of  these  Parochial  Bodies  very 
different  in  this  respect  from  their  past. 
I  think  it  a  most  rash  piece  of  inductive 
reasoning  to  suppose  that  because  the  old 
Parochial  Board,  as  it  was  constituted, 
had  proved  a  most  ecouomical  adminis- 
trator, the  new  Parish  Council,  elected 
on  an  entirely  different  line,  and  having 
entirely  different  relations  with  the  rate- 
paying  class,  will  carry  on  the  financial 
traditions  of  its  predecessors.   I  do  not 
feel  myself  justified  in  giving  a  final 
judgment  on  this  mAtter,  but  1  confess  I 
do  regard  it  with  apprehension,  and  I 
trust  that  those  who  discuss  this  matter 
will  see  fit  to  make  the  legislation  in  re- 
gard to  Scotland  run  in  this  respect  more 
absolutely  on  all  fours  with  the  legisla- 
tion which  the  Scottish  Members  have 
aided  in  imposing  upon  England.  The 
only  other  point  I  wish  to  speak  ou  at 
present  is  the  abolition  of  the  Standing 
Joint  Committee.   I  do  not  complain  of 
the  Government  taking  the  opportunity 
of  introducing  this  Bill  to  settle  some 
much-needed  reform  in  the  Act  of  1889. 
But,  under  the  inspiration  of  some  form 
of  legislative  insanity,  the  Government 
have  deliberately  imported  into  a  BUI, 
which  in  other  respects  they  have  striven 
to  make  un controversial,  Uiis  most  con- 
troversial matter.    If  you  are  going  to 
introduce  this  reform  into  Scotland  by 
means  of  the  Parish  Councils  Bill,  why, 

Mr.  A.  J,  Balfour 


when  you  were  dealing  with  England, 
did  you  not  introduce  it  into  the  English 
Bill  ?    That  is  my  first  objection  ;  but 
there  are  other  objections  of  the  gravest 
substance  to  this  proposal.    It  entirely 
destroys  the  financial  machinery  of  the 
County  Councils,  deliberately  adopted  by 
Parliament  in  1889  ;  and  not  content 
with    that,    it   entirely   destroys  the 
maehinery  by  which — through  the  police 
— the  law  is  administered,  and  the  liberty 
and  peace  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  pre- 
served. I  must,  at  this  very  first  moment, 
enter  my  protest  against  it.   I  was^  a 
Member  of  the  Government  which  in- 
troduced the  original   proposal,  and  I 
was  largely  responsible  for  it,  but  I  be- 
lieve it  to  have  been  founded  on  justice 
and  equity,  and  I  do  not  think  it  was 
open  to  the  charge  of  being  an  inter- 
ference with  the  liberties  or  rights  of  any 
popular  body.    Then,  with  regard  to  the 
financial  authority  of  this  joint  committee, 
what  is  it  ?    It  has  no  con^I  over  the 
annual  expenditure,  or  over  the  annual 
taxation  for  the  purposes  of  expenditure. 
What  it  has  is  a  control  ova-  the  borrow- 
ing powers  of  the  county  ;  and  when  we 
recollect   that   the  County  Council  is 
elected  by  a  constituency  on  whom  the 
burden    of  meeting    these  jfcrmanent 
liabilities  will  not  in  the  main  fall,  and 
that  it  will  give  to  those  on  whom  it  will 
not  fall  a  much  greater  voice  in  the 
matter,  is  it  not  a  very  strong  order  that, 
without  justification,  without  the  slightest 
defence  given  by  the  Minister  in  charge 
of  the  Bill,  he  should  make  this  far- 
reaching  alteration  in  a  Bill  adopted  by 
Parliament  after  long  and  full  discussion  ? 
That  was  the  financial  part;  but  the 
police  part  of  the  proposal  appears  to  me 
even  more  important.     There  are  parts 
of  Scotland  where  it  cannot  be  said  that 
there  is  absolute  unanimity  among  all 
classes,  as  happily  is  the  case  in  many 
parts  of  Scotland,  to  see  the  laws  en- 
forced and  supported  by  the  forces  which 
this  House  bad  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Local  Authorities  ;  and  yet  you  are 
here  handing  the  power  to  abody  elected 
by  those  who  may  not  want  to  see  the 
law  enforced  against  certain  kinds  of 
offences,  and  you  are  placing  the  un- 
fortunate Sheriff  of  the  County,  who  is 
responsible  for  keeping  order,  in  a  minority 
of  one,  it  may  be,  in  the  Police  Com- 
mittee, which  is  to  have  absolute  control 
over  the  whole  machinery  by  which  heia 
to  carry  out  Ifef  ii^Bl}eflj«5  jHSi^sflfice. 
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Cases  have  ariseu  even  under  the  existing 
system  where  you  have  S(nne  qnatifica- 
tiou  the  character  of  this  Police  Com- 
mittee, and  where  it  has  been  fonnd 
impossible  for  the  Sheriff  to  obtain  the 
necessary  police  force  to  enforce  the  law. 
With  that  example  fresh  in  your  miods, 
how  can  the  Government  bring  down  to 
this  House  a  proposal  which  has  uothiog 
whatever  to  do  with  the  main  objects  of 
the  Bill,  which  is  foisted  in  artificially, 
and  which  is  not  covered  by  the  title  of 
the  Bill,  as  far  as  we  have  heard  the 
title  ?  How  can  they  make  that  pro- 
Tision  with  that  instance  fresh  in  thur 
minds  of  the  difficulty  of  officii  carry- 
ing oat  the  law  uader  the  existing 
system  ?  Here,  then,  are  two  gigantic 
subjects  with  which  the  Government 
have  deliberately  determined  to  embitter 
and  lengthen  our  Debates.  Why  are 
they  not  content  to  deal  with  Parish 
Conncils  in  an  uncoDtroversial  manner, 
in  doing  what  every  Scotsman  wants  to 
see  done,  without  running  their  heads 
against  this  stone  wall,  and  compelling 
us — ^who  would  certainly  approach  the 
consideration  of  this  Bill  in  other  respects 
with  the  most  favourable  feelings,  and 
with  a  desire  tr  see  this  qnestiou  settled 
effectually  and  quickly — to  receive  this 
part  of  the  Bill  with  protest  and  warn- 
ing ?  I  trust  that  even  now  the  Govern- 
ment will  see  fit  to  alter  their  policy,  and 
I  confess  1  think  they  would  have  been 
more  honest  and  more  straightforward 
with  the  House  if  they  had  told  us,  in 
the  course  of  the  four  days'  discussion 
upon  this  Standing  Grand  Committee, 
that  the  Bill  they  were  going  to  refer  to 
it  was  not  a  Parish  Councils  Bill,  was 
not  the  uncoutroversial  measure  which 
they  have  pretended  that  it  was — but 
that  it  3ontaIns  proposals  for  modifying  I 
profoundly  the  original  arrangements  of 
Parliament  with  regard  to  County 
Councils,  and  that  it  contains  subjects  on 
which  sharp  divisions  must  make  them- 
selves felt.  This  is  not  an  uncontrover- 
sial  measure.  It  might  have  been  had 
the  Government  so  willed  it.  I  think 
they  ought  to  have  told  us  its  character 
before  they  asked  us  to  assent  to  that 
Grand  Committee ;  but  as  they  have 
conceded  it  for  obvious  reasons,  at  all 
events  they  must  now  take  the  conse- 
quences. I  hope  they  will  give  us  ample 
opportunity  for  discussing  not  only  the 
merits  of  the  Bill,  but  the  propriety  of 
sending  it  to  the  Committee  with  such 


proposals,  which  from  their  nature  ought 
to  be  discussed  and  decided  in  Committee 
of  the  whole  House.  I  am  not  making 
an  unreasonable  demand  also  when  I  ask 
that  we  shall  have  ample  time  after 
Whitsuntide  to  consider  the  Bill  on  its 
own  merits  and  in  connection  with  the 
opinion  of  the  various  County  Councils. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  do  not  understand  why  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  has  addressed  to  the 
House  some  very  forcible  animadversions 
and  criticisms,  as  to  which  I  have  no 
complaint  to  make,8honId  have  expressed 
himself  as  surprised  at  finding  these  pro- 
visions in  the  Bill.  When  the  Loc^ 
Government  (Scotland)  Bill  of  1 889  was 
before  the  House,  these  points  were  de- 
bated, and  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
must  remember  that  the  Liberal  Party 
protested  in  the  strongest  possible  terms 
against  the  constitution  and  the  powers 
given  to  the  Joint  Committee.  The 
Liberal  Party  from  the  first  opposed  the 
existing  arrangement  in  the  strongest 
possible'  terms,  for  the  very  reason  that 
they  had  no  sympathy  with  the  argu- 
ments that  the  right  hon.  Gentlonan  has 
urged.  We,  unlike  him,  believe  that  the 
be8tthing,in  the  interestsoflawand order, 
is  toentrnstthe electors  withamuch  larger 
power  over  the  police  and  the  machinery 
of  order.  I  am  not  going  to  eater  into  that 
controversy  now.  I  am  only  surprised  at 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  being  astonished 
to  find  sucli  provisions  in  this  Bill. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  What  I  am 
astonished  at  is  to  find  such  provisions  in 
a  Parish  Councils  Bill ;  and,  iu  the  second 
place,  that  they  are  introduced  in  a  Bill 
that  is  not  a  controversial  one. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  this  was  not  a  Parish  Councils  Bill ; 
this  was  a  Local  Government  (Scotland) 
Bill,  and,  therefore,  Parish  Councils  came 
legitimately  into  it.  He  acknowledged 
the  spirit  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposed  that,  in  the  circumstances^ 
they  might  be  allowed  to  introduce  the 
Bill  to-day,  and  take  the  Second  Reading 
after  Whitsuntide.  He  imagined  it  would 
not  be  an  extreme  undertaking  for  him 
to  say  that  the  Government  would  not 
bring  the  Second  Beading  on  until  after 
Whitsuntide,  and  promise  a  full  night  for 
the  disonssion.  He  hoped,  if  they  made 
that  concession,  that  that  night  would 
seethe  end  of  the  discussion  on  the  Second 
Reading,  and  the  reference  to  the  Com- 
mittee.       Digitized  by  Google 
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Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  give  any  pledge 
that  the  Debate  would  only  take  one 
night.  From  his  own  point  of  view, 
speaking  at  this  time,  that  would  be  auffi* 
cient.  There  would  be  no  desire  on  their 
part  to  prolong  the  Debate. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  it  must  be  understood  that  this  one 
night's  Debate  included  the  refereuce  to 
the  Standing  Committee. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  (Bute- 
shire) said,  that  as  a  Scottish  Member  he 
did  not  think  any  such  promise  could  be 
given.  It  might  be  that  the  exigencies 
of  private  bnsiness  would  reduce  the  time 
at  their  disposal.  He  refeired  to  one  or 
two  important  points,  such  as  the  recon- 
stmotion  of  the  Board  of  Supervision,  the 
desirability  of  a  continuity  of  policy  in 
the  administration  of  the  Poor  Laws,  and 
the  question  of  a  no-Iiraitrate,  all  of  which 
would  require  careful  consideration. 

Db.  MACGREG0R(lDverueas-8bire) 
inquired  if  provision  was  made  in  the 
Bill  for  tbepaymeutoftravellingexpenses 
of  County  Councillors  P 

Sir  G.  TR£  VELYAK  said,  there  was 
no  such  provision. 

Dr.  MACGREGOB  :  Then  I  beg  to 
giTe  notice  t^at  I  shall  move  an  Amend- 
ment to  that  effect. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Mokley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  be  understood  that  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition-,  though  he  did 
not  promise  positively,  saw  no  reason  why 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  and  its 
reference  to  the  Standing  Committee 
shduld  occupy  more  than  one  night,  and 
that  he  was  prepared  to  do  his  best  to 
flecure  the  attainment  of  these  two 
objects.  On  that  understanding  the 
Government  were  qnite  ready  to  defer  the 
Second  Reading  till  after  Whitsuntide. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he 
entirely  accepted  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's version  of  his  position.  He  could 
not  himsetf  imagine  that  it  would  be 
necessary  to  give  more  than  a  full  night 
to  the  Second  Reading,  unless  some  en- 
tirely new  phase  of  cou^versy  arose  in 
consequence  of  the  discussion  of  the  Bill 
in  Scotland. 

Mb.  PARKER  SMITH  said,  that  in 
regard  to  the  Standing  Joint  Committees, 
they  were  a  necessary  protection.  There 
were  counties  in  which  the  existence  of 
these  Committees  as  a  possiUe  safeguard 


had  been  of  very  great  impwtance 
during  the  last  few  years.  He  was  sorry 
that  education  was  not  included  in  the 
BiU,  and  a  single  Board  established  in  the 
parishes  whit^  would  not  only  have  the 
functions  of  the  Parochial  Board,  but  have 
the  functions  of  the  School  Board  as  well. 

Mr.  RENSHAW  thought  that  in  the 
smaller  rural  parishes  the  School  Board  and 
the  Parochial  Board  might  be  united.  There 
might  also  be  introduced  some  limitation 
of  borrowing  powers  of  Parish  Councils. 

Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD  also  regretted 
that  no  attempt  had  been  made  to  amal- 
gamate the  functions  of  the  School  Board 
with  those  of  the  Parish  Council  in  the 
smaller  parishes. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  he  should 
have  to  say  a  good  deal  about  education 
when  the  time  came.  He  had  no  objec- 
tion to  a  limit  of  borrowing  power  of 
any  sore  or  kind  ;  but  he  doubted  whe- 
ther the  Scottish  people  would  not  be 
rather  alarmed  at  it. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
G.  Trevelyan,  The  Lord  Advocate,  and 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 
[Bill  202.] 

0ROFTBB8*  HOLDINGS  (SCOTLAND)  ACTS 
'  AMENDMENT   (CO0NTT    OF  BUTE) 
BILL.— (No.  142.) 

SECOND  REAJ>IH0. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Sir  C.  Cameron.) 

Sir  C.  PEARSON  (Edinbnrgii  and 
St.  Andrews  Universities)  said,  this  Bill 
should  not  have  been  introduced  by  a 
private  Member,  and  he  would  like  to 
know  from  hon.  Members  who  were 
responsible  for  the  Bill  what  they  con- 
sidered brought  the  Islands  of  Bute  and 
Arran  within  the  scope  of  the  Act  ? 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the 
clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Monday 

next. 

LOCAL  aOTBRNHBNT  (IBBLAHD)  PRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  4)  BILL. 
(No.  140.) 
Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Digitized  by  GoOglc 
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PIER  AND  HARBOCB  PROVISrONAL 

ORDER  (No.  1)  BILL.— (No.  150.) 
As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

PUBLIC  BUILDINQS  (LONDON)  BILL. 
Cousidered  in  Committee. 

(Id  the  Committee.) 
Clause  4. 

Ameadments  mode. 

Another  amendment  proposed,  in  page 
3,  line  30,  after  the  word  "  served,**  to 
insert  the  words  "The  Order  shall  not 
require  to  be  confirmed  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament."— (Mr.  A.  C.  Morton,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.*' 

It  being  after  Ten  Minutes  to  Seven 
of  the  Clock,  and  Objection  being  taken 
to  Further  Proceeding,  the  Chairman 
left  the  Chair  to  m&ke  his  Report  to  the 
House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  stt 
again  upon  Wednesday  next. 

SELECTION  (6TAKDIN0  COHHITTEES). 

Sir  John  Mowbray  reported  from  the 
Committee  of  Selection  ;  That  they  bad 
added  the  following  Fifteen  Members  to 
the  Standing  Committee  on  Law,  and 
Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal  Procedure, 
in  respect  of  the  Building  Societies 
(No.  2)  BiU  :  Mr.  Gerald  Balfour,  Mr. 
Banbury,  Mr.  Benn,  Mr.  Thomas  Henry 
Bolton,  Mr.  Buokniil,  Dr.  Clark,  Mr. 
Cohen,  Mr.  Crosfield,  Mr.  Dodd,  Mr. 
Thomas  Healy,  Mr.  Lees  Knowles,  Mr. 
Herbert  Lewis,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr. 
Pickersgill,  and  Mr.  George  Eussell. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

CANAX.    BATES,    TOLLS,    AND  CHAROES 
PROyiBIOVAL  OBDSR  (nO,  2)  (BRIDG- 
WATER, &c.  canals)  bill. 
On  Motion  of  Hr.  Bart,  BiU  to  conflrm  a 
PtoTisiooal  Order  made  by  tfae  Board  of  Trade, 
tmder  "The  Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act, 
1888,"  containing  the  Classification  of  Mer- 
chandiae  Traffic  and  the  Schedule  of  Maximum 
Rates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  ^nlicable  thereto, 
for  the  Bri^^water  Canals  Undert^lng  of  the 
Manchester  Ship  Canal  Company  and  tcft  certain 
other  Canals,  ordered  to  be  brought  In  \xj  Hr. 
Btut  and  Mr.  Mondella. 
BUI  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU198.] 

HABRIAOB    WITH    A    DECEASED  WIFE*8 
BISTER  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bees  Davlea,  Bill  to  amend 
the  law  as  to  Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's 


I  Sister,  ordured  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Bees 
Davies,  Hr.  Albert  Bright,  Mr.  Lloyd-George, 
Mr.  Arch,  Mr.  Husband,  and  Mr.  Joseph  Pease. 
BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  199.] 

STEAM  TRAWLERS  (sCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Crombie,  BiU  to  compel 
the  Masters  of  Steam  Trawlers  fishing  in  Soot- 
land  to  hold  certificates  o£  competency,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Crombiet  Mr* 
Anstruther,  Mr.  Rensbaw,  and  Sir  William 
Wedderburn. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill-200.] 

MINES,  ROYALTIES,  AND  EASEHBNTS. 

On  Motion  at  Mr.  Atherley-Jones,  BUI  to 
amend  tfae  Law  relating  to  BajaXtiea  and  Mining 

Basements,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Atherley-Jones,   Mr.  Charles    Fenwick,  Sir 
James  Joicey,  Mr.  John  Wilson,  Sir  Charles 
Dilke,  Mr.  Joseph  Pease,  and  Mr.  Pickard, 
BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU201.] 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILLS,  &C. 

Lords  Message  [26th  April]  relating  to  the 
Joint  Committ^uQ  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills, 
&c.,  considered. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  appointed  by 
tJiils  House  to  join  with  the  Committee  appointed 
by  the  Lords  on  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and 
donB<^datlon  Bills  do  meet  the  Lords  Com- 
mittee in  Committee  Room  B,  upon  Monday 
next,  at  Twelve  of  the  Clock,  as  proposed  by 
their  Lordships. 

Message  to  the  Lords  to  acquaint  them  there- 
with.—(jVr.  T.  K  Ellit.') 

The  House  Suspended  its  Sitting  at 
Seven  of  the  Clock. 

EVENING  SITTING. 


ORDERS  OF   THE  DAY, 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTK  E. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair." 

OBOFTBHS  (SCOTLAND)  ACT,  1886. 
RESOLITTIOK. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (ArgyU), 
who  had  given  notice  of  his  intention  to 
call  attention  to  the  necessity  for  amend- 
ing and  extending  the  Crofters  (Scot- 
land) Act  of  1886  ;  and  to  move, 

"  l^t,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is 
expedient  that  the  Crofters  (Sooted)  Act  of 
1886  be  amended  so  as  to  inclode  leaseholders ; 
to  increase  and  make  effective  the  power  to 
enlarge  existing  holdings ;  and  to  provide  that 
a  person  who,  in  the  opinion  of  tbe  Commis- 
sioners, is  BubstantiaUr  a  crofter  and  who  is 
lesident  in  the  <rfel^oB?«t5&»J*Ug4«*»  *™ 


1639       Croftera  ( Scotland)  {COMMONS} 


Act,  1886, 


1640 


boldii^  is  sitnstsd,  Bhall  not  necesHarily  be 
ezclnded  from  the  beneflts  of  the  Act  becaiue 
he  does  not  reside  on  bis  holdingi" 

said,  he  nndentood  that  a  technical 

2nestion  had  arisen  with  Florence  to  the 
rst  part  of  the  Resolation,  inaamach  as 
it  contained  a  recommendation  which  was 
included  in  a  Bill  that  had  been  read  a 
first  time.  If  under  these  circumstances 
it  was  out  of  Order  for  him  to  move  the 
first  part  of  his  Motion,  he  would  leave 
it  out  and  move  onl^  the  second  part. 

*Mr.  speaker  :  I  think  that  tbe 
part  which  relates  to  the  inclusion  of 
leaseholders  will  not  be  in  Order,  as  it 
anticipates  a  Bill  now  before  the  House. 

SiK  D.  MACFARLANE  said,  he 
would,  then,  leave  that  out,  and  he  could 
do  BO  without  difficulty,  because  the 
Government  had  already  accepted  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  The  question  be 
had  therefore  to  discuss  was  limited  to 
two  points.  The  first  related  to  the 
eulargemeut  of  existing  holdings.  There 
was  a  clanse  in  the  Crofters  Act  of 
1886  providing  for  the  onlargemeut  of 
holdings,  but  he  thought  the  House 
would  not  be  surprised  to  learn  that  that 
clause  was  so  restricted  that  practically 
it  had  been  a  dead  letter.  As  fu*  as  he 
could  make  out  from  the  Report  of  the 
Crofters  Commission  of  1892,  in  the 
eight  years  since  that  Act  was  passed 
only  44  holdings  had  been  enlarged 
under  the  permissive  clause  of  tbe  Bill. 
It  was  obvious,  therefore,  that  it  had  not 
fulfilled  the  purpose  for  which  it  was 
intended.  The  Motion  did  not,  of 
course,  refer  to  a  Report  which  would 
be  received  shortly  from  the  Deer  Forest 
Commission,  but  it  was  evident  that  the 
restrictions  now  in  force  would  practi- 
cally make  it  impossible  for  the  Com- 
missiouers  to  enlarge  the  holdings  to  any 
extent.  The  Crofters  Act  would  have  to 
have  been  a  much  better  Act  than  it  wan 
if  it  had  not  been  necessary,  after  the 
lapse  of  time  that  bad  taken  place  since 
its  passage,  to  put  it  into  dock  for  altera- 
tion and  repair.  It  had  been  found  to  bo 
a  very  weak  measure.  He  remembered 
that  during  the  discussions  that  took 
place  when  the  Bill  was  before  tbe 
House  in  1886  he  ventured  to  predict 
tliat  it  would  not  answer  the  purpose  it 
was  intended  for  sufficiently  to  satisfy 
the  just  demands  of  the  people  of  tbe 
Highlands.  But  while  he  said  that  this 
prophecy  bad  unfortunately  been  fulfilled, 
he  must  adroit  in  all  truth  and  honesty 

•Sir  D.  Mae/arlane 


that  tbe  Act  had  done  more  for  the 
Highland  people  than  he  ever  expected. 
The  one  great  thing  it  had  done  which 
could  not  be  undone  was  to  place  upon 
the  Statute  Book  the  recognition  of  the 
principle  that  the  native  population — 
what  he  might  call  the  aborigines  of 
the  Highlands — had  rights  in  the  land  as 
well  as  the  landlords.  It  was  impossible 
to  over-estimate  tbe  value  of  the  recogni- 
tion of  tbat  principle.  The  Act  had 
effected  a  reduction  of  reut8  from  30  to 
60  per  cent.,  and  it  hatl  also  struck  off 
a  number  of  arrears  that  hung  round 
the  necks  of  the  crofters,  and  made  the 
struggle  for  life  impossible.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  defects  in  the  Act  had  been 
made  plain,  and  it  was  the  manifest  duty 
of  the  House  to  remedy  those  defects  if 
it  could  be  shown  to  be  just  and  reason- 
able that  they  should  be  remedied.  He 
was  convinced  that  it  was  just  and  reason- 
able that  the  holdings  should  be  enlarged, 
and  be  was  also  convinced  that  the  re- 
strictive clause,  which  defined  what  was 
and  what  was  not  a  crofter,  should 
be  amended.  He  should  be  afraid  to 
say  how  many  letters,  petitions,  and 
papers  he  had  recdved  on  the  subject 
of  this  restrictive  clanse.  The  Commis- 
sioners had  decided  that  men  who  were 
bon&  fide  holders  of  crofts,  but  happened 
to  live  in  little  hamlets  which  had  the 
crofts  all  round  them,  were  not  crofters. 
The  result  had  been  the  exclusion  from 
the  benefits  of  the  Act  of  a  very  large 
number  of  people  whom  tbe  Act  was 
originally  intended  to  include.  There 
were  many  other  Amendments  of  the 
Act  which  might  be  recommended  to  tbe 
House  as  necessary  ;  but  he  desired  to 
approach  the  subject  with  the  utmoet 
moderation,  and  in  a  practical  spirit,  and 
he  proposed  only  that  which  he  .believed 
he  should  be  likely  to  succeed  iu  carry- 
ing. He  had  left  out  a  very  large  class 
of  deserving  people  iu  the  Highlands, 
but  he  was  waiting  hopefully  for  the 
Report  of  the  Deer  Forest  Commission, 
when  he  trusted  tbat  a  sufficient  amount 
of  land  would  be  found  to  be  available  in 
the  Highlands  to  provide  land  for  alt 
who  needed  it.  Two  small  Acts  of  Par- 
liament were  passed  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment which  were  supplementary  to  ibe 
i  Crofters  Act,  but  extended  over  a  wider 
[  area — namely,  the  Small  Holdings  Act 
and  the  Allotments  Act.  He  sud 
nothing  about  the  motives  of  the  late 
Government  in  B^^^^J^  J^""™^ 
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but  oeitainlf  if  thej  bad  been  designed 
to  prevent  the  Acqnisition  of  small 
holdings  and  aUotments  they  eonid  not 
hsTe  been  better  framed  for  the  purpose. 
County  Council  after  County  Council 
had  refused  to  put  them  in  force  because 
of  the  intolerable  restrictions  contained 
-io  them.  He  was  anxious  that  the  dis- 
cussion should  not  occupy  more  time 
than  was  absolutely  necessary,  and  he 
would  therefore  do  no  more  than  appeal 
to  the  House  on  behalf  of  a  deserving 
humble  people,  who,  if  they  liad  been 
less  law-abiding  and  less  deserving, 
would  have  had  weir  grievanoes  redress^ 
mauy  a  year  ago.  They  had  been  an 
uncomplaining  people,  although  they  had 
suffered  under  landlord  tyranny  to  an 
extent  that  the  House  was  not  fully 
aware  of.  The  principle  of  the  Crofters 
Act,  recognising  as  it  did  the  interest  of 
crofters  in  the  land,  was  -  invaluable,  not 
merely  as  a  means  of  obtaining  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  rents  they  paid,  but  as 
a  means  of  constituting  them  free 
men  who  were  not  afraid  of  eviction  at 
•very  glance  of  the  landlord's  factor. 
They  asked  respectfally,  lawfully,  and 
humbly  that  as  mnoh  justice  should  be 
done  to  them  as  bad  been  done  to  their 
fellow-subjects  across  the  water  in 
Ireland.  There  were  no  restrictions 
as  to  leaseholders  or  as  to  those  who  did 
not  actually  live  upon  their  crofts.  The 
present  legal  definition  of  a  crofter  was 
absurd,  unjust,  and  unreasonable.  He 
appealed  to  hon.  Members,  far  removed 
as  they  were  from  all  knowledge  of  the 
misery  tA  these  people,  to  try  and  do 
■omediing  that  would  ameliorate  their 
eondition.  Re  had  been  iu  a  great  many 
parts  of  the  world,  including  countries 
uke  Turkey,  that  were  called  beuighted, 
and  he  declared  there,  before  the  House, 
^at  he  had  never  seen  a  civilised  people 
that  were  condemned  to  live  the  life  that 
many  of  these  poor  Highlanders  had  been 
reduced  to.  It  was  a  scandal  and  a 
shame  that  such  things  should  be.  He 
was  quite  sure  that  an  appeal  of  this  kind 
would  not  be  heard  with  deaf  ears  by  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  (SirG-.Trevelyan), 
and  that  he  had  in  this  matter,  as  in  all 
others  afiboting  the  wdfare  tA  the  people, 
the  full  sympathy  of  therighthon.  Grentle- 
man.  He  moved  the  Besolntion  with  the 
alteration  that  he  had  already  indicated. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.),  in  seconding  the  Resolution, 
oongratulated  his  hon.  Friend  on  having 
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obtained  the  opportunity  of  bringing  it 
bdore  the  House.  It  was  very  appro- 
priate that  his  hon.  Friend  should  be  the 
Member  to  bring  it  forward,  because 

many  Members  would  remember  the 
active  and  energetic  aid  the  hon.  Member 
had  given  to  his  constituents  and  to  the 
Highlanders  generally  in  passing  the 
Crofters  Bill  through  the  House.  He 
(Dr.  Farqubarson)  could  also  congratulate 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Sir  Gr. 
Trevelyan),  whose  name  would  be 
always  in  Scotland  honourably  associated 
with  the  passing  of  the  Crofters  Act,  on 
having  had  the  opportunity  afforded  to 
him  of  completing  the  work  be  so  well 
began  a  few  years  ago.  He  quite  agreed 
with  his  hon.  Friend  that  the  Crofters 
Act  had  been  a  great  success  in  Scot- 
land. Only  the  other  day  emphatic 
testimony  was  given  of  the  improvements 
that  had  been  made  by  the  Crofters  Act 
in  the  parts  of  Scotland  to  which  it  had 
been  applied  —  how  it  had  given  the 
stimulus  of  hope  to  the  poor  and  suffering 
people,  and  such  security  of  tenure,  and 
such  fair  rents  as  enabled  them  to  carry 
on  then*  methods  of  agriculture  with  a 
greater  prospect  of  snccess  than  before. 
His  hon.  Friend  had,  however,  well 
pointed  out  that,  good  as  the  Act  was  in 
many  respects,  it  still  required  amend- 
ment. He  concurred  with  his  hon.  Friend 
in  hoping  that  the  results  of  the  labours 
of  those  Commissioners  who  were  now 
conducting  very  laborious  investigations 
throughout  Scotland  would  he  to  enable 
the  Crofters  Commission  to  carry  out 
further  good  work,  and  to  enable  the 
Highlanders  to  obtain  that  greater  amount 
of  land  which  they  so  ni^ifently  required. 
He  was  bound  to  say  that  his  interest 
in  the  question  was  a  little  wider  than  the 
scope  of  the  Resolution  which  his  hon. 
Friend  had  proposed.  He  had  always 
wondered  why  the  Crofters  Act  had  not 
been  a  little  more  widely  extended,  and 
that  other  parts  of  the  conntry  had  not 
been  brought  within  its  scope.  He  could 
not  help  feelinga  shade  of  disappointment 
that  his  hon.  Friend  had  not  made  his 
Motion  as  wide  as  was  its  Preamble.  He 
hoped  to  see  an  extension  of  the  Crofters 
Act  to  other  parts  of  Scotland  besides 
those  to  which  it  was  now  applicable, 
and  he  was  glad  to  see  the  Amendment 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Aberdeenshire  (Mr.  Buchanan)  had 
placed  upon  the  Paper.  Aberdeenshire 
was  essentially  a  c^^inf^yC^'lti^^^  i' 
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actually  contained  a  larger  number  of 
flmall  holdings  than  any  other  county  in 
Scotland.  At  this  moment  there  were  in 
Aberdeenshire  over  8,000  holrlings  of  less 
than  £50  annual  rent,  and  6,000  of  them 
were  of  less  than  £20  annaal  rent.  These 
holdings  had  great  claims  to  be  included 
under  an  Act  which  would  give  fixity  of 
tenure  and  fair  rent.  They  were  small, 
and  Tery  many  of  them  were  held  upon 
conditions  under  which  the  holders  might 
at  any  moment  be  forcibly  dispossessed 
witboutbaTingany  claim  tocompenaation. 
Very  many  of  the  holders  had  pasture  in 
common,  and  they  were  also  under  other 
conditions  which  ought  to  bring  them 
within  the  proTisions  of  the  Crofters 
Act.  There  was  no  county  in  Scotland 
in  which  the  demand  for  the  extension  of 
the  Crofters  Act  to  itself  was  bo  keen, 
so  strong,  and  bo  uuiversal  as  Aberdeen- 
shire.  He  thought  the  Aberdeenshire  i 
farmers  felt  that  the  laige  number  of  | 
small  holdings  in  that  county  had  been  i 
the  making  of  their  farming  iudustry,  I 
and  that  tliey  had  been  the  means  of  I 
building  up  the  great  prosperity  of  the 
county  as  an  agricultural  centre,  aud, 
above  all,  as  a  great  cattle-feeding  and 
breeding  county.  The  fact  was,  that  the 
small  farms  had  fed  the  targe,  and, 
between  the  two,  Aberdeenshire  had 
been  erected  into  what  he  might  call  the 
premier  county  in  Scotland  for  cattle- 
feeding,  if  not  for  oattle-breeding.  The 
county  had  been  enabled  to  hold  its  own 
better  during  the  present  depression  of 
agriculture  than  any  other  part  of  Scot- 
land. It  was  perhaps  not  unnatural 
that,  under  these  circumstances,  the 
Aberdeenshire  farmers  were  casting 
wistful  eyes  upon  the  advantages  which 
the  Highlanders  derived  from  the  Crofters 
Act.  He  thought  that  if  there  could  be 
an  extension  of  the  Crofters  Act  in  these 
puts  of  Scotland  it  would  be  of  enor- 
mous advantage.  It  would  cheek  the 
present  tendency  to  abolish  crofta  and 
small  holdings — the  landlords  being 
anxious  to  avoid  keeping  up  the  build-  \ 
ings  on  them  ;  it  would  keep  the  people  I 
on  the  soil,  and  would  operate  in  some 
degree  as  a  remedy  for  the  prevailing ' 
agricultural  depression,  as  it  wonld  in- ! 
duc(»  the  tenants  to  put  their  capital  i 
into  the  soil.  He  most  cordially  seeonded  I 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend.  ! 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  | 
from  the  word  '*  That,"  to  the  end  of  the 
Qnestioiif  in  order  to  odd  the  wordB—  , 
Dr.  ^orjuAarfOfi 


"  In  tbe  opinion  of  this  Houae,  it  la  expe- 
dient that  the  Crofters  (Scotland)  Act  of  1886  be 
tended  bo  as  to  increase  and  make  effective 
the  power  to  enlarge  existing  holdings,  and  to 
provide  that  a  person  who,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Commissioners,  is  substantially  a  crofter, 
and  who  ia  resident  in  the  crofting  parish  In 
which  his  holding  is  situated,  shall  not  neces- 
sarily be  exclodtri  from  the  benefits  of  the  Act 
becanae  he  does  not  reside  on  his  holding,"— 
(5(>  D.  Macfarlane,') 

— -instead  thereof. 

Qaestion  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.^ 

The  SECRETARY  koh  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Tbsveltan,  Glasgov* 
Bridgeton)  sud,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
bet  had  been  obliged  to  leave  out  of 
his  Amepdment  that  part  of  it  which 
applied  to  leaseholders,  but  he  might  say 
that  his  opinion  on  that  question  was 
well  known.  As  to  the  second  part  of 
the  Amendment,  in  1888  he  had  the 
honour  of  emailing  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  great  disappointment  that 
was  experteuced  in  regard  to  the  opera- 
tion of  the  provisions  of  the  Act  for 
enlarging  the  holdings  of  the  crofters. 
The  Government  of  that  day  were  pleased 
to  grant  a  speciid  Return  by  the  Crofters 
Commission  to  show  the  reasons  why  the 
Act  had  failed  in  that  respect ;  and  as 
soon  as  that  Return  was  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  it  became  evident 
that  there  must  be  some  remedy  for  the 
existing  state  of  things.  Little  had  been 
done  up  to  that  time.  There  were  24,000 
crofters,  so  far  as  the  Government  knew, 
in  the  crofting  counties  of  Scotland.  The 
net  result  of  applications  for  the  enlarge- 
ment of  holdings  had  been  that  57  had 
been  carried  into  effect,  to  the  advantage 
of  844  applicants.  No  less  than  444 
were  in  one  connty— Sotherlandshire. 
Da.  CLABK  :  And  one  is  the  Duke. 
Sib  G.  TREVELYAK  :  And  one 
was  the  Duke.  That  made  443.  In 
that  district  the  matter  had  been  carried 
through  largely  by  agreement,  but  in 
other  counties  comparatively  few  appli- 
cations had  been  made  and  brought  to  a 
successful  result.  He  earnestly  trusted 
that  Parliament  would  soon  hare  an  op- 
portunity of  dealing  wiUi  this  matter.  Up 
to  the  present  enlargement  was  only 
competent  when  five  or  more  crofters 
applied.  He  thought  that  an  indiTidiial 
crofter  ought  to  bis  allowed  to  apply. 
Under  Section  13,  Sub-section  6,  of  the 
Act  it  was  not  competent  foe  the  .Caters 
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Gommusioa  to  grant  an  application  for 
eolargement  of  crofts  if  it  would  bare  tbe 
effect  of  raising  the  annual  value  of  tbe 
holding  to  a  higher  amount  than  £15, 
It  was  not  competent  to  the  Crofters 
Commission  to  raise  the  annual  value  of 
tbe  holdings  to  a  higher  figure  than  £15 
each.  His  opinion  wan  that  the  figure 
of  £15  onght  to  be  raised  to  that  of  £30 
as  the  amount  of  rental  which  a  crofter 
coald  paj  without  losing  tbe  benefits  of 
tbe  Act.  Then  it  ought  serioualy  to  be 
considered  whether  the  limit  of  £100 
rental,  below  which  no  land  could  be 
taken  from  a  farm  for  tbe  purpose  of 
enlarging  crofters^  holdings,  onght  not  to 
be  reconsidered.  Rents  had  fallen  in  the 
Highlands  from  the  same  causes  as  in 
other  parts,  and  a  rent  of  £100  for  a 
monntain  farm  was  a  high  standard 
below  which  land  might  not  be  taken  for 
enlarging  crofters^  holdings.  In  the  next 
place,  Section  22  of  tbe  Act  ought  un- 
doubtedly to  be  repealed,  and  the  powers 
which  the  Commission  bad  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enlarging  crofters*  holdings  ought 
to  be  made  permanent  powers,  not  de- 
pending on  the  willinguess  of  Parliament 
to  prolong  them  from  year  to  year. 
Besides  that,  the  provisions  about  the 
continuity  of  crofts  ought  to  be  carefully 
reconsidered.  It  was  with  the  object  of 
preparing  the  ground  for  legislation  on 
this  important  question  that  they  had 
a^^inted  what  was  generally  called  the 
X)eer  Forests  Commission.  He  had  come 
down  provided  with  an  account  of  the 
work  the  Commiaaiou  bad  been  doing, 
and  he  had  reason  to  believe  that  tbe 
complete  survey  of  the  Highlands  that 
was  wanted  in  order  to  found  npon  it  a 
satisfactory  measure  for  the  enlargement 
of  crofters^  holdings  would  be  concluded 
within  a  reasonable  time.  Now  he  came  to 
tbe  third  part  of  bis  hon.  Friend's  Motion — 

"  To  provide  that  a  person  who,  in  the  opiaion 
of  the  Commissionfln,  is  tnbstantiaUy  a  crofter 
and  who  is  resident  in  the  crofting  parish  in 
which  his  |hoIding  is  sitoated,  shall  not  neces- 
sahlj  be  excluded  from  the  benefits  of  the  Act 
because  he  does  not  reside  on  his  faoldiI^;." 

These  were  very  important  words  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Commissioners,  and  he  did 
not  believe  the  Commissioners  ever  ex- 
tended the  benefits  of  the  Act  to  a  per- 
son that  was  not  actually  a  crofter,  if 
he  lived  in  a  crofting  parish  ;  and  he  did 
not  see  why  be  should  be  debarred  from 
the  benefits  of  the  Act  because  be 
resided  in  a  orofUng  village,  though  his 


actual  dwelling  was  not  on  the  crpffe 
itself.  If  he  fulfilled  the  conditions  of  the 
crofter,  if  the  improvements  bad  been 
made  by  himself  or  bis  predecessors  in  title 
if  he  resided  on  a  pasture,  he  was  a 
crofter  to  all  Intents  and  purposes.  He 
was  very  much  gratified  with  what  his 
bon.  Friend  had  said  about  the  opera- 
tions of  tbe  Crofters  Act.    They  re- 
ferred to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  and  to 
the  advantages  Irish  Members  bad  got 
in  their  turn;  they  referred  to  the  advan- 
tages the  crofters  had  obtained,  and  he 
was  bbund  to  say  not  without  some 
reason.    He  found  tiiat  since  tbe  Act 
had  been  in  operation,  in  no  less  than 
14,000  holdings  out  of  a  gross  total  of 
24,000  the  rents  bad  Iwen  reduced  from 
£73,000  a  year  to  £52,000  a  year;  that 
was  to  say,  there  bad  been  an  average 
reduction  of  29  per  cent.,  and,  what  would 
be  regarded  in  Ireland  as  an  enviable  ad- 
vantage, tbe  arrears,  which  amonuted  to 
£180,000,  had  been  cancelled  uutil  only 
32  per  cent,  bad  actually  to  be  paid. 
The  effect  of  tbe  Act  bad  certainly  been 
in  every  respect  equal  to  everyUiing  tiiat 
bis  hon.  Friend  described.    In  certain 
respects   tbe   crofters    and   their  de- 
scendants had  been  encouraged,  aud  be 
was  told  that  interference  by  the  factor — 
interference  of  a  vexatious  sort — was  a 
thing  scarcely  known.     From  a  letter 
sent  to  him  recently,  it  appeared  that  a 
most  excellent  Judge  said  the  effect  of 
tbe  Act  had  been  that  in  the  majority  of 
cases  the  crofter  took  a  greater  interest 
in  his  holding,  and  bad  made  improve- 
ments and  used  better  methoib  of  onlti- 
vation.    Among  other  things,  tbe  sys- 
tem of  the  rotation  of  crops  had  been 
more  widely  adopted  than  formerly.  Tbe 
administration  of  the  Act  had  had  a  large 
educational  effect,  including  the  adoption 
of  important  suggestions  for  improved 
methods  of  farming.    As  to  improve- 
ments in  buildings,  it  was  beyond  all 
doubt  that  a  very  large  nnmber  of  new 
dwelling-houses  and  steadings  had  been 
erected  at  tbe  crofters'  expense  since  the 
passing  of  the  Act.   This  fact  bad  cer- 
tainly  forced  itself  even  on  such  cursory 
observation  as  he  had  been  able  to  make^ 
and  a  friend  of  his  connected  with  this 
movement,  from  the  point  of  view  of  a 
promoter  of  the  movement  by  agitation, 
had  ioformed  him  that  he  had  been  ia 
every  part  of  tbe  Highlands,  and  he 
knew  no  part  in  the  crofting  connties  in 
whicb  much  better  [^«myt«^tJiei^M»n 
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bailt  ID  place  of  tbe  bad  ones,  and  he 
ventured  to  gav  that  in  many  places  in 

the  Highlands,  from  being  almost  worse 
than  the  Irish  cabins,  had  become  equal 
to  tbe  best  cottages  in  Northumberland 
and  the  North  of  England!  To-daj  he 
had  had  sent  him  a  telegram  from  Argyll- 
shire, "wbich,  howeverf  was  somewhat 
marred  in  the  sending — 

"The  Medical  Officer  for  the  County  of 
Argyll  bfts  reported  on  the  f^eiieral  condition  of 
Argyll ;  he  has  reported  to  the  County  Council 
showing  great  improvements  hare  been  carried 
out  in  the  dwelling-houses  on  the  island." 

— he  (Sir  G.  Treveljan)  thought  it  most 
be  the  Island  of  Tiree — 

"  During  tbe  {tast  three  years  aboat  30  hotises 
have  been  entirely  rebuilt.  This  has  been 
Tolnntarily  done  by  tbe  crofters  on  the  security 
which  is  afforded  by  the  Act." 

When  the  Act  had  produced  such  great 
advantages,  including  among  them  a 
regular  and  cheerful  payment  of  rent,  he 
was  sure  the  House  would  only  be  too 
glad  to  agree  with  the  Government  in 
extending  the  Act  as  far  as  his  hon. 
Friend  proposed  by  his  Motion. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Aberdeenshire, 
E.)  said,  he  was  sure  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  ArgjUsfaire  (Sir  D.  Macfar- 
lane)  must  have  heard  with  satisfaction 
tbe  speech  just  delivered,  and  all  Scotch 
Ministers  would  agree  with  him  in 
satisfaction  at  the  acknowledgment 
given  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
to  the  various  Amendments  which  the 
Government  promised  to  support.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  diown  most 
clearly  what  an  immense  boon  and  ad- 
vantage tbe  Crofters  Aot  had  been  during 
the  eight  years  it  had  been  in  opmtion 
in  that  part  of  Scotland  to  which  it  was 
extended.  But  he  had  heard  his  right  hon. 
Friend  in  one  respect  speak  with  a  certain 
sense  of  disappointment,  for  he  did  not 
allude  to  the  proposals  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Aberdeenshire  (Dr. 
Farquharsoo)  for  an  extension  of  the  Act 
to  those  parts  of  Scotland  to  which  the 
Act  did  not  now  apply.  During  tbe 
progress  of  the  Bill  through  the  House, 
before  it  became  an  Act,  it  was  urged  on 
the  GrOvemoaeDt  of  the  day  that  the  Act 
should  not  be  wbitnrily  limited  to  one 
geographical  portion  of  the  country,  bat 
that  it  should  be  made  applicable  to  all 
crofting  tenants,  no  matter  where  they 
-were.  Scottish  Members  representing 
crofter  constituencies  claimed  that  those 
who  held  under  eubstaatially  similar 

Sir  G,  Trmdsfon 


tenure  in  other  parts  of  Scotland  should 
have  applied  to  their  crofts  precisely 
similar  legislative  remedies.  That  was 
the  claim  they  made,  and  urged  on  the 
consideration  of  the  House  and  the  Go- 
vernment, and  he  was  sure  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Aberdeen- 
shire (Dr.  Farqubarsou)  would  agree 
with  him  in  asserting  that  there  was  no 
subject  that  demanded  greater  attention 
and  consideration.  There  was  a  strong 
feeling  in  the  North-Eastern  Counties, 
not  confined  to  one  political  Party,  that 
at  all  events  a  similur  measure  should  be 
passad  for  orofters  whose  position  mw 
similar  to  that  of  the  crofters  as  defined 
by  tbe  present  Aot.  The  croftw  in  the 
North-East  of  Scotland,  like  the  other 
crofters,  had  a  claim  on  the  soil  from  his 
ancestors.  He  had  built  the  house  in 
which  he  lived,  and  he  had  made  the  im- 
provements in  the  holding.  They  bad 
just  the  same  reason  as  the  crofters  in 
the  North  and  West  for  their  rent  not 
being  raised  on  their  own  improvements. 
The  crofters  in.  the  North-£ast  had  also 
snffared  from  inseourity  of  their  tenure, 
and  been  capriciously  dismissed  from 
their  holdings.  Sometimes  it  was  in 
order,  no  doubt,  to  carry  out  some  great 
agricultural  improvement.  A  crofter 
had  brought  a  bit  of  hillside  into  cultiva- 
tion, another  had  done  the  same  on  the 
land  adjoining,  and  the  landlord,  wanting 
to  throw  these  and  perhaps  a  dozen  other 
crofts  into  one  lai^e  holding,  had  the 
right  to  turn  these  men  out  without 
any  compensation.  Anyone  who  remem- 
bered the  inquiry  of  the  Crofter 
Commission  a  dosen  years  ago  would 
find  these  were  the  great  grievances 
under  which  the  crofters  of  the  West 
Highlands  were  suffering.  Though  as  a 
general  rule  in  the  North-EUiat  of  Scot- 
land most  of  the  crofters  possessed  leases, 
it  was  not  universally  the  case,  and  he 
was  prepared  to  show  how  up  to  tbe 
present  time  there  were  constant  cases 
occurring  in  that  part  of  Scotland  where 
the  tenant  was  turned  out  of  his  holding 
without  notice  being  given  or  any 
compensation  being  given.  There  was 
one  case  that  came  under  the  attention 
of  the  House  and  the  country  less  than  a 
year  ago,  which  be  would  explain  to  the 
House,  as  it  illustrated  the  unfortunate 
position  of  these  men  most  clearly.  In 
the  west  of  Aberdeenshire,  on  property 
belonging  to  the  Duke  of  Fife,  a  large 
number  of  8al9^y^iq9j^jH59^in,^gg8  and 
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I8ri».  In  that  part  of  the  world  the 
Duke  sold  a  good  farm  to  one  of  his 
tenantB  for  a  Tery  small  number  of  years* 
purchase.  Oa  that  farm  was  a  smaU 
croft  of  about  five  acres.  The  tenant 
who  had  bought  the  holding  himself  sold 
it  to  another  man  from  auotber  part  of 
the  country.  The  new  luudlord  on  enter- 
ing on  the  property  found  this  croft  of 
five  acres  at  the  corner  of  the  holding, 
and  finding  tiiat  the  crofrer  who  held  it 
had  no  title  to  it  and  no  lease,  the  land- 
lord gave  him  notice  to  turn  out  of  his 
hoidiug  in  six  mouths.  No  compensa- 
tion was  ever  given  to  the  man  for  tlie 
improvements  he  had  made  on  the  croft, 
or  for  the  house  that  be  had  built  upon  it. 
This  crofter  was  one  of  the  oldest  inhahi- 
tantEi  of  the  district,  and  was  alive  now, 
being  about  89  years  of  age.  His  fattier 
and  bia  grandfather  had  rent  receipts 
dating  back  from  1795,  and  had  hml  19 
years'  leases  from  1845  to  1883.  When 
this  man  wanted  to  renew  his  19  years' 
lease,  the  factor  to  the  Duke  of  Fife 
said,  Oh,  you  can  go  on  as  you  are,  you 
will  never  be  disturbed."  The  man  be- 
lieved him,  but  the  property  was  sold, 
and  no  means  were  taken  that  the  pro- 
perty of  this  man  should  be  safeguarded 
in  the  sale,  and  the  new,  landlord  was 
within  bis  legal  rights  in  turning  him  out 
without  any  compensation.  The  Duke 
of  Fife  was  not  in  any  way  to  blame  for 
this,  and  as  soon  as  the  case  was  referred 
to  him  the  Dnke  took  action  and  imme- 
diately gave  the  man  another  croft  in 
theneigiibourhood.  But  what  they  wished 
to  prees  upon  the  House  and  the  Govern- 
ment was  that  it  should  not  be  in  the  power 
of  a  landlord  to  do  this,  that  the  legal 
righte  of  these  men  should,  as  in  this 
case  they  ought  to  have  been,  be  provided 
for  under  the  sale  and  properly  safe- 
guarded. He  would  just  say  a  word  ou 
the  subject  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Aberdeenshire  (Dr.  Farqu- 
harson),  that  there  were  wider  interests 
involved  than  were  evident  at  first  sight. 
They  had  constaut  complaints,  which 
everyone  deplored,  that  the  population  iu 
the  country  districts  was  steadily  de- 
creasing, and  that  there  was  a  migration 
from  the  country  districts  to  the  towns. 
That  had  taken  place  to  a  large  degree 
in  the  country  with  r^rd  to  which  he 
was  now  speaking,  and,  if  they  looked 
into  the  facts,  they  observed  It  was 
amongst  that  very  class  of  individuals  to 
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which  he  was  referring,  and  that  it  was 
most  undesirable  that  it  should  be  so. 
His  right  boa.  Friend  the  Secretary  for 
Scotlaud,  in  bis  observations  on  the  good 
effects  of  the  Crofters  Act,  allud^  to 
the  fact  that  the  houses  of  the  crofters 
had  been  so  much  improved  under  its 
provisions.  He  could  give  an  illustration 
which  showed  bow  much  the  benefits  of 
the  Act  were  wanted  in  the  North-East 
of  Scotland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  find  it  stated  in  the  Report  of  the 
Assistant  Labour  Commissioner  that 
during  last  autumn  he  visited  part  of  the 
North-East  of  Scotland,  where  he  found 
that  one  crofter  had  to  leave  his  craft 
because  tbe  house  bad  been  condemned 
by  tbe  sanitary  officer,  the  landlord  could 
not  afford  to  rebuild  it,  and  would  not 
give  n  lease  to  the  crofter  so  as  to  secure 
him  in  the  rebuilding.  That  showed 
,  that  the  want  of  an  extension  of  the  Act 
perpetuated  insanitary  and  bad  houses  In 
that  part  of  tbe  country.  One  word 
more  on  the  general  considerations.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Aber- 
deenshire (Dr.  Farquharsou)  alluded  to 
the  fact  that  Aberdeenshire  ooutuiued  a 
larger  number  of  agricultural  holdings 
than  any  other  county  in  Scotland.  His 
hon.  Friend  quoted  a  Return  issued 
for  the  year  1881,  which  showed 
the  total  number  of  holdings  to  be  1 1,947, 
and  the  holdings  under  £tO  value  num- 
bered 3,866.  In  the  Assistaut  Commis- 
sioner's Report  they  had  the  figures  given 
for  1 89 1  for  Aberdeensh  ire,  which  showed 
that  in  the  course  of  the  !0  years  the  total 
number  of  holdings  had  diminished  to 
U, 462,  and  the  holdings  under  £10  had 
dropped  to  3,100.  That  showed  that  the 
greatest  diminution  had  been  amongst 
the  class  who  were  crofters  and  cottars, 
and  this  had  a  very  serious  effect  upon . 
the  general  agriculture  of  Aberdeenshire 
and  Banffshire  ;  therefore  he  thought  they 
could  earnestly  urge  this  extension  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Crofters  Act  upon  tbe 
Government  iu  order  to  check  the  drain 
that  was  going  ou.  They  urged  it  for 
the  sake  of  these  crofter  tenants  them- 
selves, in  order  that  they  might  get 
security  in  the  cultivation  of  their  hold- 
ings, security  that  they  would  reap  the 
benefits  of  their  industry,  and  would  not 
be  turned  out  of  their  homes  that  in 
many  cases  they  bad  built  themselves 
without  due  compensation.  He  also 
urged  it  on  the  House  and  tbe  Govem- 
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ment  that  the  provisions  of  tho  Act  shonld 
be  extended  to  them  on  tb«  ground  that 
they  would  thereby  Bubstaatially  iniproye 
the  coaditions  of  agriculture  generally 
tbrooghont  Scotland,  and  do  aomething 
more  than  they  could  do  by  these  new 
Allotments  and  Small  Holdings  Acts  to 
keep  the  small  holdiDgs  that  at  present 
existed  and  check  in  some  degree  the 
constant  drain  that  was  going  on  from  the 
country  districts  into  the  towns. 

SiE  W.  WEDDERBURN  (Banff- 
shire) supported  the  Motion,  and  urged 
that  this  legislation  should  be  extended 
not  only  as  regarded  the  subject-matter, 
but  geographically  to  those  parts  of  Uie 
country  where  those  who  were  under  the 
same  condition  as  the  crofters  could  also, 
in  the  same  way*  get  tiie  relief  which 
was  conferred  by  the  existing  Crofters 
Act.  He  would  specially  refer  to  the 
county  he  had  the  honour  to  represent, 
because  it  was  esBentiaily  a  crofters^ 
county  and  deserving  of  relief  in  this 
respect.  It  appeared  from  the  Parlia- 
mentary Return  which  bad  already  been 
quoted  in  the  course  of  the  Debate,  that 
in  the  County  of  Banffshire  the  number 
of  crofters — that  was  to  say,  those  who 
paid  less  than  £30  a  yeu*  in  rent— was 
no  less  than  8,573,  whereas  the  larger 
holders  who  paid  mora  than  £150  a  year 
only  numbered  212.  Id  other  words,  the 
small  holders  were  as  16  to  1  compared 
with  the  large  ones,  and  therefore  Banff- 
shire must  have  been  accidentally  over- 
looked when  this  relief  was  being  given 
under  the  Crofters  Act.  With  regard  to 
the  concession  that  had  been  agreed  to  by 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  in  the  matter 
of  the  residences  of  the  crofters,  he  should 
like  to  draw  attention  to  a  particular 
class  of  holding  which  was  <rf  consider- 
able importance  in  bis  county.  Many 
people  in  connection  with  their  houses 
held  in  addition  a  portion  of  land  in  the 
near  neighbourhood  of  a  town,  although 
they  did  not  happen  to  live  beside  the 
town.  They  held  the  land  on  the 
strength  of  the  occupation  of  the 
house,  and  the  whole  of  the 
improvements  in  the  land  were  made  by 
themselves.    But  if  the  owner  of  the 
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bouse  sold  his  proprietary  rights,  the 
holder  of  the  allotted  land  lost  the  whole 
of  his  improvements,  which  went  to  the 
purchaser.  The  tenant  who  had  made 
the  improvements  had  no  possibility  of 
getting  compensation.  This  was  a  hard 
case,  which  might  be  met  by  the  proposal 
of  the  Mover  of  the  Resolution,  supposing 
the  Crofters  Act  was  extended  to  such 
counties  as  Banffshire,  and  the  people 
were  anxious  that  this  legislative  relief 
sbouUl  be  extended  to  them.  The 
County  of  Banffshire  had  a  special 
anxiety  as  regarded  one  portion  of  the 
Crofters  Act — namely,  that  portion  with 
reference  to  harbours.  There  was ,  no 
part  of  the  Scottish  coast  more  exposed 
to  shipwreck  and  disaster  than  Murray 
Forth,  and  his  constituents  hoped  that, 
by  the  extension  of  the  Crofters  Act, 
they  would  receive  more  attention  to  this 
question  of  harbour  accommodation.  He 
trusted  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  would 
give  the  matter  his  moat  kind  and  careful 
consideration.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  consider  that,  be- 
cause a  very  active  agitation  had  not 
taken  place  in  these  parts  of  the  country, 
that  the  people  did  not  on  that  account 
feel  very  deeply.  They  were  an  ex- 
tremely Uw-abidiug,quiet,  patient  people, 
and  he  had  always  assured  them  that,  in 
regard  to  what  had  been  done  for  their 
brethren  in  the  West,  they  must  never 
think  that  because  they  were  so  quiet 
and  patient  the  Government  would  fail 
to  give  them  the  sune  redress. 

Sis  L.  LYELL  (Orkney  and  Shet- 
land) said,  that  the  crofters  in  his  con- 
stituency owed  a  deep  debt  of  gratitude 
to  the  G^vwnment  of  1886  for  passing 
the  Crofters  Act,  but,  during  the  eight 
years  it  had  been  in  operation,  it  had 
been  shown  that  a  considerable  number 
of  ameliorations  and  alterations  were 
requisite.  When  the  Act  was  passed  it 
was  felt  to  be  a  great  act  of  emancipa- 
tion, but  unf<»tQnately  it  was  not  a 
voluntary  emancipation  on  the  part  of 
some  landownera. 


Notioe  taken,  that  40  Members  wefe 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present  >— 


House  adjourned  at  tea  minuteg  after 
"TSD  o'clock  tilt  Monday  next 
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HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Mtmdojff  80th  April  1894, 


The  Earl  of  Selborne— Sat  Speaker. 

Hoase  adjouroed  daring  pleasure ;  and 
resamed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

TECHNICAL  EDUCATION. 
XOTIOV  FOB  A.  BBTUSN. 

*LoBD  NORTON  moTed  for  a  Return 
from  every  County  Council  of  any 
portione  of  the  ii^siduef  after  prior 
charges,  of  CuBtoma  and  Excise  Duties 
paid  to  local  taxation  under  the 
53rd  &  54th  Vict.  c.  60,  s.  (2),  put 
at  their  disposal  for  technical  education, 
which  had  been  appropriated  by  them  to 
other  purposes  ;  and  what  may  hare  been 
allowed  to  accumulate  without  appropria- 
tion. He  thought  it  was  high  time  that 
Parliament  shonld  know  something  about 
the  expenditure  of  the  very  large  annual 
graot  made  under  the  53rd  Vict,  to  the 
County  and  Borough  Councils  from  1891 
for  the  purpose  of  technical  education — 
in  the  meaning  of  that  term  under 
the  Technical  Education  Act,  1889 — 
being  the  residue  of  certain  Customs 
and  Excise  Duty  paid  in  relief  of  local 
taxation,  after  prior  charges.  The  grant 
was  necessarily  uncertain  and  variable, 
but  hitherto  it  bad  amounted  to  about 
£500,000  a  year,  besides  £250,000  a  year 
voted  by  County  and  Borough  Councils 
Iw  technical  edacation  out  of  the  rates. 
A  Royal  Commission  was  about  to  sit  on 
the  general  subject  of  secondary  educa- 
tion, which  made  it  the  more  urgent 
that  this  matter  (which  must,  after  all, 
be  the  basis  of  a  considerable  part  of 
their  inquiry)  should  be  immediately 
laid  before  Parliament.  Owners  of 
real  property,  of  course,  felt  no  ob- 
jection to  the  relief  of  local  rates 
out  of  the  Treasury;  bat  the  relief 
afforded  them  by  this  grant  was  of  so 
ngne  and  loose  a  nature  and  of  so 
totally  nneonstitational  an  origin  that 
even  those  who  might  apparently  be 
most  benefited  by  it  would  have  long  ago 
repudiated  it  but  for  the  general  dis- 
inclination in  human  nature  to  refuse 
money,  and  to  lose  a  share  of  anythmg 
scattered    over   the   country  for  all 
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claimants.  With  that  feeling  County 
Councils  had  all  taken  their  share  of  the 
grant,  and  Parliament  should  now  know 
what  they  had  done  with  it.  Last  year  a 
Beturn  was  made  to  Parliament  of  the 
extent  to  which  County  and  Borough 
Councils  had  disposed  of  money 
grants  for  purposes  of  science  and  art 
and  of  technical  and  manual  instruction. 
It  appeared  that  the  grant  had  been 
spent  to  a  great  extent  for  technical 
iustruction  under  heads  which  required  a 
good  deal  oi  criticism  outside  the  present 
Motmn,  It  had  partly  been  applied  by 
County  and  Borough  Councils  in  pay- 
ments  for  lectures  on  such  subjects  as 
dairy,  laundry,  and  needlework,  dress- 
making, or  in  arts,  such  as  wood-carving  ; 
and  even  going  higher  • — ■  to  such 
subjects  as  mining.  Many  of  those 
lectures  so  given  were  entirely  at  vari- 
ance with  the  terms  of  the  Act  of  1889, 
by  which  the  appropriation  of  public 
money  for  technical  instruction  under  the 
Act  of  1891  was  limited.  The  Act  of 
1889  expressly  excluded  from  the  objects 
of  technical  instruction  at  public  cost 
the  practice  of  auy  trade  or  employment, 
and  restricted  it  to  the  elementary  teaching 
of  science  and  art  bearing  upon  practice. 
Elementary  teaching  in  such  sub- 
jects was  now  being  largely  given  by 
Mechanics'  Institutes,  Literary  Institu- 
tions, and  by  the  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment, which  drew  a  sharp  distinction 
between  elementary  and  what  they  ciUled 
advanced  teaching  upon  such  sub- 
jects. The  advice  of  people  most  to  be 
trusted  upon  the  subject  was  always  Uiat 
that  distinction  should  be  drawn ;  and 
the  recommendation  of  such  men  as 
Armstrong  and  Wfaitworth  had  always 
been  that  practice  teaching  should  take 
place  in  actual  practice,  and  that  schools 
should  not  be  used  for  the  purpose 
of  teaching  trades.  He  appealed  to 
their  Lordships  to  consider,  moreover, 
whether  it  was  wise  that  the 
County  Councils  should  be  constituted 
an  additional  Educational  Department. 
Generally  speaking,  he  was  not  much  in 
agreement  with  Mr.  Aeland,  but  iq  one 
respect  he  agreed  entirely — ^namely,  the 
necessity  of  reducing  the  number  of 
Ednoational  Departments  in  this  country. 
At  present  there  were  four  or  five,  and 
we  appeared  to  be  running  into  the 
mistake  of  constituting  the  County  and 
Borough  Councils  an  additional  Departs 
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ment.     However,  those  Councils  had 
now   got  this   very   large    grant  for 
techDical  education  besides  the  power 
of  rating,  and  had  been  led  to  con- 
fVBe  intennediate  with  technical  ioBtruc- 
tioD.   Preparatory  education  was  abac* 
lutelj  necessary  to  make  lectures  of 
any  use  whatever.    Lectures  were  not 
teaching — they  followed  upon  teaching. 
Without  preparatory  teaching  a  lecture 
was  absolutely  valueless.    The  lectures 
given  by  the  County  and  Borough 
Councils  were  some  of  them  useful,  but 
were  often  addressed  to  persons  who  were 
not  at  all  intended  by  Parliament  to  re- 
ceive technical  education  at  the  public 
«xpense — in  many  cases  they  were  given 
to  children  who  were  wholly  incapable 
of  making  any  use  whatever  of  them, 
and  in  some  cases  they  were  very  little 
attended  at  all.    Again,  the  lecturers 
themselves  were  untrained,  and  often 
<;ould  put  forward  no  claim  for  giving 
lectures  at  the  public  expense — beyoud 
the  general  readiuess  of  people  to  uuder- 
cake    anything    which    had   a  salary 
attached  to  it.     As  part  of  a  national 
system  of  technical  instruction  the  whole 
thing  was  an  absolute  disgrace  to  the 
country,  and  the  sooner  it  was  put  an 
end  to  the  better.   He  quite  agreed  with 
the  statemeutof  the  Speaker  of  the  Hoase 
of  CommonB  in  addressing  his  oonsti* 
tnents  recently,  that  Parliament  never 
intended  this  money  to  be  frittered  away 
as  it  was.     But  the  worst  of  it  was  that 
the  money  was  not  only  frittered  away 
but  the  pretence  stood  in  the  way  of  much 
better  work,  both  public  and  private,  in 
the  shape  of  technical  instruction  in  art 
and  science.    The  Return  for  which  he 
was  moving  was  in  reality  complementary 
to  the  Return  made  last  year,  which  gave 
4k  list  of  subjects  on  which  the  County 
and   B(nmigh   Councils   wtxe  giving 
technical  instruction.    He  wished  now 
to  know  how  far  the  Treasury  grants 
had  been  expended  for  subjects  totally 
did'erent,  and  also  the  portions  which 
they  bad  not  spent  at  all,  but  were 
accumulating  for  future  purposes.  The 
most  important  instance  was  that  of  the 
London  County  Council,  which  for  the 
first  year  devoted  the  whole  of  their  grant, 
£160,000,  simply  in  relief  of  rates,  with- 
out applying  it  to  any  technical  purpose  ; 
and  he  could  name  a  County  Council 
which  had  used  a  portion  of  the  grant  in 
paying  off  county  debts  in  respect  of  boild- 
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ings  and  other  matters.    Several  such  in- 
stances might  be  given  upon  which  the 
House  ought  to  have  iuformation.  When 
the  grant  was  first  proposed  the  Duke  of 
Devonshire,  then  Lord  Hartington,  asked 
the  Minister  in  the  House  of  Commons 
what  assurance  he  could  give  that  the 
grant  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
County  Councils  for  technical  education 
would  not  be  spent  for  other  parposes. 
Their  Lordships  knew  the  history  of  this 
most  unconstitutional  grant  of  money. 
It  was  originally  proposed  to  be  given  to 
compensate  the  brewers  for  the  loss  of 
licences  ;  but  the  House  of  Commons 
would  uot  cooseut,  and  the  money  was 
transferred    and    devoted    under  the 
Customs  and  Excise  Act  to  technical 
insbiiction.    Lord  Hartington^s  ques- 
tion was  answered  that  no  Minister 
would  ever  allow  the  grants  to  be 
applied  otherwise.   But  it  bad  already, 
within  three  years,  been  to  a  considerable 
extent  applied  to  other  purposes.    In  his 
own  Couuty,  Warwickshire,  it  had  been 
allowed  to  accumulate  for  what  might 
seem  a  good  object  to  some  people^s 
minds  —  the  establishment  of  an  Agri- 
cultural  College.     If   every  county, 
puzzled  to  know   what    to   do  with 
this  money,  undertook  such  schemes, 
a  number  of  institutions  would  be  estar- 
blished  far  beyond  what  were  wanted. 
Colleges  of  that  kind  were  not  wanted  in 
every  county  throughout  the  Kingdom. 
It  was  really  the  difficulty  of  knowing 
how  to  dispose  of  this  money  that  had 
put   such   notions   into  the   heads  of 
County  Councils.    The  grant  was  pre- 
carious, and   as  the  Duke  of  Devon- 
sliire's      question      implied    '  a  fear, 
supposing  the  money  was  devoted  to 
other  purposes,  what  was  to  become  of 
the  technical  instruction  which  had  been 
set  up  under  its  encouragement  ?  It 
must  eith^  fall  through,  or  become  a 
charge  upon  the  rates.   In  tnat,  by  sneh 
desultory  and   uncertain  patchwork  of 
national  education  we  were  damaging 
the  country's  interest  in  a  most  important 
work,  and  spending  large  sums  of  public 
money  which  a  real  system  would  most 
advantageously  economise  for  the  publio 
benefit. 

Lord  MONKSWELL  :  My  Lords, 
there  is  no  objection  on  the  part  of  Che 
Local  Government  Board,  which  De- 
partment this  Betom  should  be  made,  to 
grant  it,  with,  some  slight  modtficatioiiay 
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which,  having  meutiooed  them  to  him,  I 
think  the  noble  Lord  will  agree  with.  [ 
will  not  deal  with  the  strictures  passed 
on  the  schemes  for  technical  instructiou 
put  forward  by  the  various  Countj  Couu- 
cils,  as  I  have  no  sufficient  knowledge 
of  the  matter.  My  noble  Friend  I/ord 
Playfair  has  undertaken  to  answer  in 
this  House  for  the  Education  Depart- 
ment ;  bat  the  Notice  on  the  Paper  deals 
exclusively  with  matters  other  than 
educational,  and  therefore  I  could  not 
suppose  that  the  noble  Lord  intended  on 
this  occasion  to  say  anything  on  the 
subject  of  particular  schemes  for  technical 
education.  The  noble  Lord  has  specially 
referred  to  the  London  County  Council. 
The  London  County  Council  do  not 
desire  that  there  should  be  the  slightest 
mystery  about  what  they  have  done  with 
the  money  they  have  received,  and  they 
are  ready  to  give  their  reasons  for  the 
coarse  they  have  adopted.  In  the  first 
year,  it  is  true,  they  spent  none  of  the 
money  upon  technical  education  ;  but  the 
sum  spent  in  the  second  year  was 
£30,000 ;  next  year  they  propose  to 
spend  £57,000  ;  and  iu  tbe  year  follow- 
ing probably  £90,000.  Wheu  the  pro- 
posal  was  made  that  a  larger  sum  should 
be  put  in  the  County  Council  budget  for 
tecbuical  instruction,  Sir  J.  Lubbock 
objected,  and  said  it  was  desirable  that 
the  Conncil  should  proceed  tentatively. 
In  the  schemes  now  in  operation  there 
voald  be  an  automatic  increase  of 
scholarships  and  grants  which,  in  the 
course  of  the  next  few  years,  would 
swallow  up  nil  tliat  had  been  received 
from  the  Beer  and  Spirit  Duties.  The 
Government  will  assent  to  tbe  Return 
moved  for  if  the  noble  Lord  will  restrict 
it  to  the  four  years  ending  31  March, 
1894,  and  to  expenditlRe  other  thau 
educational,  as  there  are  already  Returns 
of  all  that  has  been  done  in  educatioiul 
work  and  of  what  has  been  allowed  to 
accumulate  without  appropriation.  1 
hope  that  will  meet  with  the  approbation 
of  the  noble  Lord. 

*LoRD  NORTON  said,  he  was  quite 
content  with  that  alteration.  He  only 
'wished  to  say  that  the  Returns  already 
given  of  expenditure  on  technical  educa- 
tion were  not  entirely  satisfactory.  The 
subjects  were  given  under  certain  heads, 
bat  it  was  not  shown  how  the  expendi- 
ture on  each  head  was  made.  That  was 
the  point  of  his  eomplaint. 


Rstum  showing,  as  regards  the  moneys  re- 
ceived by  the  couDcil  of  each  county  and  county 
borough  in  England  and  Wales  oat  of  the  resi- 
due of  the  Local  Taxation  (CnBtonu  and  Ex- 
cise) Duties  in  respect  of  the  four  years  ended 
the  Slat  ot  March,  1894,  the  a^fr^te  amount 
expended  by  each  council  on  porpoees  other 
than  educational  ;  and  what  has  been  allowed 
to  accumulate  without  appropriation  :  Ordered 
to  be  laid  before  the  House. — {The  Lord 

CHARITABLE   TBCSTS    ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— (No.  12.) 
COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 

Order). 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herscuell)  :  My  Lords,  I  have  re- 
ceived a  number  of  suggestions  with 
regard  to  this  Bill  not  bearing  upon  the 
specific  provisions  contained  in  it,  but 
suggesting  modifications  with  regara  to 
the  Charitable  Trusts  Acts  as  consoli- 
dated last  year.  I  do  not  propose  to 
deal  with  them  iu  detail  now  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  House,  but  I  desire  to  say 
that  they  have  not  escaped  my  notice, 
and  that  I  shall  submit  them  io  Grand 
Committee. 

Bill  reported  without  amendment ;  and 
re-committed  to  the  Standing  Committee. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  2)  BILL. 
House  in  Conomittee  (according  to 
Order)  ;  Bill  reported  without  Amend* 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

COUNTV  001TNCIL8  AB80CIATI0N 
(SCOTLAND)  EXPENSES  BILL.-(No.  27.) 
Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 

passed. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (no.  3)  Bill  [h.l.]. 
A  Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under  the  Electric 
Lighting  Acts,  1882  and  18S8— Was  presented 
by  the  Lord  Playfeir ;  read  1' ;  to  be  printed ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners.   (No.  3S.) 

LOCAL    GOTEBNHBNT    (iBELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (no.  4)  BILL. 
BroQgbt  from  the  Conmums  ;  read  1' ;  to  be 
printed;  and   refened  to  the  Examiners. 
(No.  86.) 

Hoose  adjourned  at  five  minutes  befora 
Five  o'clock,  till  To-m<»Tow,  a 
qaartorbe£(»e  Eleven  o'doek. 

3  Z  2 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Monday,  30th  April  1894, 


QUE  s  no  lis. 

THE  CABTLB6LATKBY  MILK 
CONTRACT. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  tbe  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  LieuteoaDt  of  Ireland  if  be  ii  aware 
that,  on  the  I4tb  of  March,  tbe  Castle- 
blayDflj  Board  of  Guardians  had  before 
them  contracts  for  milk,  lower  hy  a  penny 
a  gtiltoa  for  sweet  milk  and  a  balfpeoDy 
a  gallon  than  the  accepted  tender  ;  and 
if,  by  this  action  of  tbe  Guardians,  an 
additional  expense  of  £150  is  placed 
upon  the  rates  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  facta  appear  to  ber  as 
stated  in  the  first  paragraph,  though  I 
am  informed  that  tbe  Guardians  did  not 
bind  themselres  to  accept  tbe  lowest 
tender.  Tbe  loss  to  the  ratepayers  will 
t>e,  I  understand,  about  £3H — assuming 
the  same  quantity  and  quality  of  milk  to 
be  received  during  the  current  year  as 
last  year.  Tbe  Local  Government  Board 
have  pointed  out  to  tbe  Guardians  that  tbeir 
action  is  not  only  injurious  to  the  rate- 
|»ayer8,  but  calculated  to  prevent  com- 
petition in  tendering  for  workfaonse 
supplies. 

Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  sny  whether  the  reason 
for  tbe  acceptance  of  tbe  tender  was 
the  fact  that  the  tenderer  was  a 
Nationalist  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

THB  FINANCIAL  RELATIONS  OF  GREAT 
BRITAIN  AND  IRELAND. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Roscommon,  S.)  : 
On  behalf  of  tbe  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  tho  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
if  he  can  now  state  ihe  namef  of  tbe 
Members  of  tbe  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  Financial  Relations  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  hope  that  at 
the  end  of  tbe  week  I  shall  be  in  a 


position  to  state  the  names  to  the 
House. 

Mr.  FROVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars)  :  Ihfoy  I  ask  how  Sootlai^,  whii^ 
is  indoded  in  tbe  inquiry,  is  to  be  repre- 
sented on  the  Commission  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  been 
fortunate  enough  to  secure  the  services  of 
three  distingaiahed  Scotch  Members. 

THE  POST  OFFIUB  AND  THE  TELE- 
PHONE COMPANIES. 
Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  (Manchester, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  the  agreement  with  the 
Telephone  Companies  has  been  completed 
or  has  made  further  progress  ;  and  what 
sum  he  proposes  to  expend  out  of  loan 
on  telephones  in  tbe  present  year  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton): 
Is  it  the  case  that  this  agreement  has 
been  under  discussion  for  nearly  two 
years,  and  is  not  tbe  effect  to  give  tbe 
Telephone  Companira  practically  a 
monopoly  as  agiinst  the  Municipalities 
who  wish  to  obtain  licences  to  provide 
the  telephone  service  of  their  towns  ? 

•The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEr,  Nottingham,  £.) : 
I  believe  the  beads  of  agreement  were 
signed  towards  the  end  of  June,  1892,  but 
since  then  no  further  powers  have  been 
given  to  tbe  Telephone  Companies,  and, 
therefore,  I  do  not  think  that  tbe  post- ' 
tion  of  tbe  Municipalities  has  been 
prejudiced.  In  answer  to  the  qaestioo 
on  the  Paper,  I  have  to  say  that 
considerable  progress  has  been  made 
with  the  agreement  to  which  my 
right  bon.  Friend  refers,  and  within 
tbe  last  few  weeks  tbe  points  of  differ- 
ence between  the  Telephone  Companies 
and  tbe  Post  Office  have  been  brought 
within  such  narrow  compass  that  I  am 
led  to  believe  that  it  may  be  possible  to 
lay  the  agreement  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  very  shortly.  As  to  the  mm  to 
be  expended  ont  of  the  loan  in  the  present 
year,  I  should  prefer  not  to  give  an  esti- 
mate until  tbe  arrangements  with  tbe 
Companies  have  been  completed. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  But  has  not 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  already  refused 
licences  to  Municipalitiea,  and  baa  not 
tbe  effect  of  the  delay  been  to  enable  the 
Companies  to  cover  new  ground  and  es- 
tablish connections,  thereby  placing  them- 
selves in  a  better  position  than  those 
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Uuuictpalities  which  wish  to  obtain 
licences  ? 

Mb.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  know 
that  that  has  been  the  «ffeot.  No  donbt 
Unnioipalities  have  made  applioations, 
but  thej  have  been  coDsidered  on  their 
merits. 

SiH  J.  WHITEHEAD  (Leicester)  : 
Then  what  is  the  cause  of  the  dissatisfac- 
tion of  the  Borough  of  Kendal  on  this 
sabject  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  have  had  com- 
TOunicatioDS  from  the  Borough  of 
Eendalf  but  I  do  not  carrj  all  the  details  in 
mj  mind,  so  that  I  cannot  now  answer 
that  question. 

Sir  J.  WHITEHEAD  :  I  wUl  pat  a 
question  on  another  day. 

SAMOA. 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  if  it  would  be  possible 
to  establish  in  Samoa  a  system  similar  to 
that  which  has  worked  so  successfully  at 
Tonga,  and  under  which  the  independence 
of  the  people  is  secured  ? 

Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mtd.)  :  At 
the  same  time,  may  I  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty'^ 
Government  has  been  called  to  Article  8, 
Section  1,  of  the  Final  Act  of  the  Con- 
ference on  the  Affairs  of  Samoa,  signed 
at  Berlin,  on  the  Uth  of  June,  18B9, 
which  provides  that  the  Act  shall  con- 
tinue iu  force  until  changed  by  consent 
of  the  three  Powers,  and  that,  upon  the 
request  of  either  Power,  after  three 
jears,  the  Powers  shall  consider  by 
common  accord  what  ameliorations,  if 
any,  may  be  introduced  into  the  provisions 
of  the  General  Act ;  aud  whether  he 
will  consider  the  propriety  of  consulting 
the  Goverumeuts  of  Germany  and  the 
United  States  without  delay,  as  to  the 
feasibility  of  the  proposal,  approved  by 
all  the  Australasian  Governments,  to 
place  Samoa  under  the  administrative 
jurisdiction  of  New  Zealand  ? 

•The  UNDER  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Gret,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  Her  Majesty's  Goveniroent  are 
aware  of  the  provisions  of  the  Article 
quoted  as  regards  ameliorations  of  the 
Act ;  but  this  Article  is  governed  by  the 
Declaration  of  the  first  Article,  that  noneof 
the  Powers  parties  to  the  Act  shall  exe^ 


ciseauy  separate  control  over  the  islands  or 
the  Government  thereof.  The  proposals 
of  the  Colonies  therefore  are  not  feasible 
whilst  the  Act  is  in  force,  and  the  8th 
Article  which  provides  for  its  amelioration 
does  not  contemplate  its  abrogration,  to 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  other 
parties  to  the  Act  would  consent  in  order 
to  place  Samoa  under  the  administration 
of  New  Zealand ;  the  whole  subject, 
however,  is  receiving  the  serious  atten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

EXPENSES  UNDER  THE  LABOURERS' 
(IRELAND)  ACT. 

Mr.  E.  BARRY  (Cork  County,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  aak  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
I/ord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  expenses  incurred  by 
the  Guardians  of  the  poor  in  Ireland  in 
iocreasing  existing  allotments  to  one  acre 
each  under  the  recent  Act  amending  the 
Labourers'  (Ireland)  Act  are  equal  in 
amount  to  the  cost  incurred  in  the  acquisi- 
tion of  the  original  half-acre  ;  and  whe- 
ther steps  wilt  be  taken  to  simplify  the 
procedure  and  reduce  the  cost  of  obtun- 
ing  the  additional  half-acre  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Under  the  exist- 
ing Acts  the  present  half 'acre  allotments 
in  Ireland  cannot  be  increased  to  an  acre 
until  after  compliance  with  the  usual  pre- 
liminaries as  to  representation,  scheme, 
notices,  local  inquiry.  Provisional  Order, 
&c.  The  expenses  would,  therefore,  be 
probably  about  the  same  as  were  incurred 
in  relation  to  the  taking  of  the  original 
half-acre ;  but,  if  Boards  of  Guardians 
could  arrange  for  the  acquisition  of  the 
additional  land  by  agreement  with  the 
persons  interested,  the  portion  of  the  ex- 
penses incidental  to  compulsory  purchase 
would,  of  course,  be  saved.  The  terms 
upon  which  the  original  plot  was  taken 
would  naturally  serve  as  a  basis  for  such 
agreement  in  each  case. 

MAROTSILAND. 
Mr.  CROSFIELD  (Lincoln)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  communications 
have  been  received  at  the  Foreign  Office 
complaining,  in  the  name  and  on  behalf  of 
Lewanika,  King  of  the  Marotsi,  that 
agents  of  the  British  South  Africa 
Compauy,  under  gui^  of  being  the 
Queen's*  Representatives,  and  using 
envelopes  marked  **0n  Her  Majesty's 
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Service,"  and  under  pretence  of  the 
eetablishinent  of  British  protecUon,  pro- 
oared  sole  rights  of  working  the  re- 
BOurcee  of  his  country,  as  is  stated  by 
Dr.  James  Johnston,  recently  returned 
from  South  Africa ;  whether  the  Com- 
pany was  authorised  to  send  agents  to 
represeat  themselves  as  an  Embassy  from 
the  Queen  Victoria  of  England  ;  and 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of 
State  is  taking  steps  to  prevent  Trading 
Compaoiea  from  deceiving  the  rulers  of 
Kative  tribes  in  Africa  by  the  improper 
use  of  the  name  of  Her  Majesty  the 
Queen  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  No  communications 
from  Lewanika  have  been  received  at 
the  Foreign  Office.  A  letter,  however, 
dated  November  I,  1890,  was  forwarded 
from  him  through  Sir  H.  Loch  to  the 
Colonial  0£Bce,  in  which  he  referred  to 
his  agreement  with  the  South  Africa 
Company  and  inquired  as  to  its  relations 
to  the  Crown.  lu  reply,  Sir  H.  Loch 
was  authorised  to  assure  this  Chief  of 
tiie  protection  of  Her  Majesty,  and  to 
inform  him  of  the  position  of  the  Com- 
pany under  its  Charter.  The  Company 
IS  not  authorised  to  state  that  its  Agents 
represent  the  Crown,  and  the  Secretary 
of  State  would  not  permit  any  Company 
or  individuals  wrongfully  to  make  use  of 
Her  Majesty's  name. 

LABOUBBES'  COTTAGES  IN  THE 
BTBANOBLAR  UNION. 
^  Mb.  A.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.):  I 
Iwg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lienteuaot  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  a  representation,  in  accord* 
ance  with  the  Labourers'  Acta,  was  made 
by  ratepayers  of  the  Convoy  Electoral 
Division  to  the  Stranorlar  Board  of 
Quardians,  asking  for  the  election  of  six 
labtftf-Ters'  cottages  in  the  townlaud  of 
Aagheyg>iJt,  tbe  existing  dwellings 
having  been  condemned  by  the  Sanitary 
Inspector  as  uafTt^for  human  habitation  ; 
that  on  a  division  bp  the  que^^tou  at  the 
Board  of  Gnardians  ^  tbe  scheme  was 
rejected  by  the  votes  of  ex  officio 
Guardians;  whether  be  is  aware  that 
the  six  labourers  in  question  have,  since 
the  meeting  of  the  Guardiaos,  all  been 
served  with  notices  to  quit  before  the 
6th  of  May  next ;  that  there  are  no 
vacant  houses  in  Augheygalt  or  aijy  of  the 
neighbouring  townlands ;  and  that  all 
the  six  families  will  have  to  go  to  the 
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what  the  Local  Go- 
propose  to  do  in  the 


workhouse  ;  and 
vemment  Board 
matter  ? 

Mh.  J.  MORLEY:  The  facts  are 
generally  as  stated  in  paragraph  1.  The 
scheme  was  rejected  by  the  Guardians 
by  12  votes  to  7,  and  I  understand  that 
four  of  the  Guardians  who  \oted  with 
the  majority  are  ex  offieios.  With  regard 
to  paragraph  2,  it  would  appear  that 
only  one  of  the  labourers  has  actually 
received  a  notice  to  quit  on  the  oth 
proximo,  and  also  that  there  are  no 
vacant  houses  in  the  neighbourhood. 
The  Local  Government  Board  have 
received  a  Memorial  from  the  persons 
who  signed  the  representation  in  this 
case  coDplaining  of  the  action  of  the 
Guardians  in  declining  to  make  an  im- 
provement scheme,  and  the  Board  have 
decided  to  instruct  their  Insjwctor  to 
bold  an  inquiry  into  the  matter  on  the 
17th  proximo. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  N.)  : 
Is  it  not  the  fact  that  the  rejection  of 
the  application  was  due  as  much  to  the 
votes  of  elected  Guardians  as  of  the  ear 
officio  Guardians  ;  and  were  notices  of 
eviction  served  on  the  labourers  before 
the  rejection  of  tbe  application  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  As  to  the  fir«t 
part  of  the  hon.  Member's  question  he 
can  work  out  the  answer  from  the  figures 
I  have  given  the  House.  I  am  not  io 
a  position  to  answer  the  second  part  of 
his  questiou. 

CA6DALTIKS  TO  VBBSELS  AT 
HOTLAKE. 
Colonel  COTTON  -  JODRELL 
(Cheshire,  Wirral)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
bis  attention  has  been  directed  to  tbe  fact 
that  receutly  several  casualties  have 
again  occurred  to  vessels  endeavouring  to 
enter  or  quit  the  lake  at  Hoylake,  Che- 
shire, especially  to  the  trawler  Perseve- 
rancet  to  the  Fride  of  the  Lake^  Princeas, 
Sunihiney  Gentie  Annies  and  to  the 
Velocity^  which  last-named  vessel  sank 
on  the  bar  at  tbe  west  eud  ;  and  whether 
he  can  now  see  his  way  to  instmcttDg 
the  proper  authorities  to  restore  the 
Hoylake  to  a  conditiou  of  safe  nnvi- 
gatiou  ? 

The  president  ok  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  Sixty  years  ago  the  Hoy- 
lake possessed  an  anchorage  with  about 
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10  feat  of  water  at  low  water  of  spring 
tides.  Since  then  it  has  been  silting  up 
until  at  the  present  time  it  is  only  navi- 
gable at  lialf-tide,  and  even  then  the 
Manuel  is  practicallj  too  narrow  for 
navigation  except  with  a  fair  wind.  The 
casnaldes  mentioned  in  the  bon.  and 
gallant  Member^s  question  are  attribu- 
table to  the  crowde<l  state  of  the  narrow 
channel.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  autho- 
rity that  is  bound  to  maintain  a  regulated 
depth  of  water  in  the  Hoylake. 

CoLONBL  COTTON  -  JODRELL  : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  kind 
enough,  last  year,  to  send  down  an  In- 
spector to  inquire  into  the  lighting  of 
this  harbour  ;  will  he  take  a  similar 
course  this  year  in  r^ard  to  the  silting 
up  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  will  see  what 
can  be  done,  but  I  may  point  ont  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  with  regard  to 
the  lighting  that  there  is  a  Local  Authority 
responsible  for  it  to  the  Board  of  Trade. 
There  is  no  authority  which  is  bound  to 
muntain  a  regulated  depth  of  water. 

THE  APPOINTMENT  OF  MAGISTRATES. 

Ma.  DODD  (Essex,  Maiden)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  when  the  Return, 
ordered  by  this  House,  of  County 
Magistrates  appointed  since  the  Resolu- 
tion of  the  5th  of  May,  1893,  that  such 
appointments  should  no  longer  be  made 
by  the  Lords  Chancellor  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  only  on  the  recommendation 
of  the  Lords  Lieutenant,  will  be  printed 
and  presented ;  if  he  will  inform  the 
House  how  mauy  of  such  Justices  have, 
in  Great  Britain,  been  appointed  without 
being  in  fact  nominated  or  recommended 
by  the  Lords  Lieutenant ;  and  when  it  is 
probable  time  will  be  found  for  presenting 
to  this  House  and  carrying  a  Bill  for 
rendering  the  property  qualificatiou,  at 
present  required  for  the  County  Magis- 
tracy, unnecessary,  or  found  for  pro- 
ceeding with  one  of  the  Bills  for  that 
purpose  DOW  before  the  House  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  foh 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQDiTR,  t^ifCfE.)  :  I  have  this  day  laid 
the  Return  onlered  by  the  House  of 
County  Magistrates  appointed  since  the 
Resolotion  of  May,  1893,  on  the  Table, 
aod,  as  soon  as  the  Order  is  made  by  the 
House  for  printing  and  circnlating,  it  will, 
in  due  course,  be  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 


bers. The  Lord  Chancellor  cannot  give 
the  particulars  as  to  which  Justices  have 
been  appointed  without  being  nominated 
or  recommended  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
With  regard  to  the  introdaotion  of  a  Bill, 
I  cannot  say  more  at  the  present  moment 
than  that  the  subject  is  engaging  the 
attention  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  DODD  :  Can  the  Lord  Chancellor 
tell  us  bow  many  have  been  appointed 
without  giving  their  names  and 
counties  ? 

Mh.  ASQUITH  :  No.  Sir. 

"TORISH  V.  ORR." 
Mr.  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  decision  of  Her 
Majesty's  Court  of  Appeal  in  Ireland,  in 
the  case  of  "  Torish  v.  Orr,"  to  the 
effect  that  the  provisions  of  the  Local 
Registration  of  Title  Act  do  not  apply  to 
cases  of  devolution  of  title  under  wills  ; 
and  is  it  the  intention  of  the  Irish 
Government  to  take  steps  to  remedy  this 
omission  iA  the  Act  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  this  decision.  It  is  a 
matter  for  consideration  whether  the  de- 
cision points  to  a  defect  in  the  Act  which 
should  be  remedied.  The  case  has  not 
been  reported  yet  in  the  authorised  Re- 
ports, so  I  am  not  at  present  in  a  position 
to  make  any  further  statement  in  the 
matter. 

MR.  JAMES  GRANT,  J.P. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  JOHNSTON:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mr.  James  Grant,  lately  made 
a  Magistrate  for  the  County  Antrim, 
resides  chiefly  in  Glasgow,  where  he 
owns  several  public-houses,  and  that  he 
only  occasionally  visits  Toome  Bridge, 
County  Antrim,  where  he  some  time  ago 
purchased  the  "O'Neill  Anns  Hotel," 
which  has  a  public  bar  attached ;  and 
whether  he  will  call  the  attention  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  to  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor informs  me  that  it  is  not  a  foct 
that  the  gentleman  named  has  been 
appointed  to  the  CommiBston  of  the 
Peace. 

Digitized  by  GoOglc 


1667 


Welsh 


LPNATIOS  IN  BELFAST  WORKHO0SB. 
Mr.  SEXTON:  On  behalf  of  the 

Member  for  South  Down,  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with  reference  to 
the  death  of  J.  Casej,  in  the  Lunatic 
Department  of  the  Belfast  Workhouse, 
whether  he  has  yet  seen  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  appointed  by  the  Guar- 
dians to  inquire  into  the  circumstances 
in  connection  with  his  death ;  what 
explanation,  if  any,  was  given  of  the 
absence  of  relief  or  medical  attendance 
from  the  time  the  night  warder  came  on 
duty,  and  particularly  during  the  two 
hours  and  a-half  of  Casey's  suffering  in 
an  epileptic  lit ;  and  if  he  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  directing  a  sworn 
inquiry  into  the  condition  and  manage- 
ment of  the  Lunatic  Department  ?  At 
the  same  time,  I  will  aak  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  the  Government 
have  ascertained  since  I  last  put  a  ques- 
tion on  this  subject  that  of  490  persons 
confined  in  the  Laoatic  Department  of 
Belfast  Workhouse  since  the  Ifith  of 
December  last  45  have  died  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLET  :  I  cannot  say  if 
that  is  80.  I  have  read  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Gunrdiaua  iu  connec- 
tion with  this  matter.  The  deceased 
man  Casey  was  sceu  by  both  the  medical 
officers  before  his  death,  and  tt^e  reason 
assigned  for  not  visitiug  him  after  the 
night  attendant  came  on  duty  was  that 
the  man  was  dyiug  und  tbut  nothing 
more  could  be  done  for  liim.  Had  the 
facts  of  the  case  as  elicited  by  the 
Guardians  been  before  the  jury  at  the 
coroDer^s  inquest,  it  is  conceivable  their 
verdict  would  have  been  different.  As 
at  present  advised,  I  see  no  necessity  for 
holding  a  sworn  inquiry,  as  suggested  by 
the  questiou  ;  however,  I  will  look 
further  into  the  matter. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  introduce 
the  Bill  on  this  subject  which  he  pro- 
mised some  time  ago  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEr :  I  have  it  under 
consideration. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  observed  that  part  of  the 
evidence  in  which  the  warder  states  that 
the  deceased  lay  struggling  in  epileptic 
fits  for  two  and  a-half  hours  aod  no 
doctor  was  sent  for  P  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  know  that  the  coroner  is 
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strongly  of  opinion  that  this  mattw  needs 
to  be  further  iuquired  into  ;  and  should 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  find  it  to  be  a 
fact  that  out  of  490  patients  45  have 
died  since  December  last,  will  he  order  a 
sworn  inquiry  to  be  held  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  will  make  in- 
quiries into  the  allegations  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  and  I  am  calling  for  a  further 
Report  on  this  particular  case.  ' 


POSTAL  ARRAWaBMENTS  IN  THE 
ISLAND  OF  CUMBBAE. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  (Bute- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  he  is  aware  that  upon 
five  days  of  the  week  the  first  delivery 
of  letters  in  the  burgh  of  Millport,  iu  the 
Island  of  Cumbrae,  does  not  take  place 
till  12.30  p.m.,  while  the  last  mail  out- 
ward leaves  at  2.15  ;  and  whether  he  <»n 
give  hopes  of  arranging  for  an  earlier 
delivery,  ^  as  to  allow  of  an  adequate 
time  to  answer  letters  requiring  prompt 
attention  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY :  It  is  the  fact 
that,  during  the  present  season  of  the 
year,  on  four  (not  five)  days  a  week  the 
arrangements  in  force  at  Millport  are  as 
the  hon.  Member  describes  them.  On 
Mondays  and  Thursdays  the  mails  arrive 
much  earlier,  and  during  the  summer 
months,  beginning  in  Juue,  the  more 
convenient  service  is  maintained  six  days 
a  week.  I  should  have  been  glad  to 
sanction  some  moderate  iocrease  of  ex- 
pense for  securing  all  the  year  round  the 
steamer  service  afforded  in  the  summer  ; 
but  it  appears  that  the  contractors  are 
unable  to  arrange  for  any  improvement 
of  the  hours  except  at  a  very  large  in- 
crease of  expense,  and  I  regret  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  no  improvement 
is  feasible. 

WELSH  CATHEDRAL  CHURCHES. 
Mr.  jasper  more  (Shropshire, 
Ludlow)  :  On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  can  state  how  much  money 
has  been  raised  by  subscription  or  pri- 
vate donations  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
storing, adding  to,  and  decorating  the 
Cathedral  Churches  of  Llandaff  and  St. 
David's  since  the  year  1703  ;  and  what 
portion,  if  any,  of  the  total  sums  devoted 
to  the  above  purposes,  within  the  period 
named,  have  been  taken  from  any  Welsh 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1669    Irith  Landlords*  Tithe    {30  Apbil  1894}    Rent  Charge  Arrears.  1670 


National  Fund,  or  from  anj  pablic 
mone/s  raised  excliisirely  within  the 
Frinctpalitj  of  Wales  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  no  informa- 
tion which  would  enable  me  to  answer 
this  question  with  accuracy  or  fulness. 
It  appears  from  the  House  of  Lord's 
Churcnes  and  Cathedrals  Return  of 
Juue  27, 1892,  that  in  the  case  of  Ltandaff 
the  cathedral  has  been  restored  by  public 
subscription  at  a  cost  of  £3,424,  and  in 
the  case  of  St.  David's  at  a  cost  of 
£43,452,  of  which  £25,816  consisted  of 
legacies  and  donations  and  interest 
thereon.  The  Ecclesiastical  Comrais- 
flioners  inform  me  that  they  have  made 
for  structural  purposes  a  grant  of  £5,000 
to  Llandaff  and  one  of  £10,000  to  St. 
David's.  The  former  appears  to  have 
been  for  some  purpose  other  than  the 
restoration  of  the  cathedral ;  tbe  latter  is 
included  in  tbe  £43,452,  which,  as  I 
have  stated,  was  the  total  cost  of  the 
restoration. 

THB  "BSCAPBD  NUN"  AT  OLASGOW. 

Mr.  diamond  (Monaghan,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
his  attention  has  been  directed  to  tbe 
proaeoution  aud  conviction,  at  Glasgow 
Police  Court,  ou  the  23rd  instant,  of  a 
persoD  falsely  styling  herself  an  escaped 
nun,  whose  lectures  had  occasioned 
several  disturbances  at  Glasgow  ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that,  in  the  case  of  a 
pemon  named  Evans,  who  incited  her  to 
deliver  the  lectures  and  paid  her  for  her 
services,  while  making  a  charge  for  ad- 
mission to  tbe  place  of  meeting,  and  who 
was  proved  to  have  given  her  an  obscene 
book  from  which  to  obtain  material  for 
her  lectures,  tbe  Magistrates  held  the 
charge  "  not  proven " ;  and  whether 
there  is  any  means  of  reviewing  this 
decision  ? 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
B.  Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c.)  :  The 
statements  made  in  the  question  are  sub- 
stantially accurate,  subject  to  this  ex- 
planation— -that  at  the  trial  Kvaos  denied 
that  he  gave  the  person  who  called  ber- 
eetf  an  escaped  nun  any  book  or  books, 
although  he  admitted  that  she  had  access 
to  them.  I  am  informed  that  the  Magis- 
trate, while  holding  the  charge  against 
Evans  not  proven,  commented  severely 
on  his  conduct.  There  is  uo  power  of 
reviewing  the  decision. 


KILPBDDBR  PETTY  SE6SI0NS. 

Me.  KILBRIDE  (Kerry,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  removal  of 
the  Kilpedder  Petty  Sessions  District 
Court  from  Kilgarvan  toKeumare,  which 
is  causing  great  inconvenience  to  the 
inhabitants  of  the  district,  many  of 
whom  are  obliged  to  travel  nearly  18 
miles  to  have  their  cases  heard ;  and 
that  the  proprietors  of  30  business  houses 
are  obliged  to  take  their  weights  and 
measures  to  Kenmare  to  be  tested 
quarterly  ;  if  he  is  aware  that  the  Kil- 
pedder Petty  Sessions  Court  was  esta- 
blished nearly  a  century  ago,  and  is  in 
the  centre  of  a  populous  district  12  miles 
square  ;  and  whether,  as  there  is  a 
Magistrate  available  living  within  a 
quarter  of  a  mile  of  the  town,  he  will 
direct  that  the  Petty  Sessions  Court  be 
re-established  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  Court  of  Petty  Sessions  was 
recently  removed  to  Kenmare  under  the 
provisions  of  Section  1  of  the  14th  & 
15th  Vict.  c.  93,  at  the  instance  of  the 
Justices  at  Quarter  Sessions.  It  is  a 
fact  that,  in  some  cases,  the  peopl6  may 
have  to  travel  18  miles  to  Kenmure  to 
have  their  eases  heard,  and  that  a 
number  of  shopkeepers  will  be  obliged, 
under  the  altered  arrangement,  to  have 
their  weights  and  measures  tested  twice 
a  year.  I  .understand  that  tbe  reasons 
assigned  for  the  transfer  of  the  Sessions 
were  the  non-attendance  of  J  ustices,  and 
the  consequent  adjournments  at  the 
place  where  they  were  formerly  held. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
GKntIeman>aware  that  the  inhabitants  of 
the  district  bad  already  petitioned  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  against  the  removal, 
and  that  no  Magistrate  belonging  to  the 
Petty  Sessional  District  voted  in  favour 
of  the  change  at  tbe  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  No,  Sir. 

IRISH  LANDLORDS'  TITHE  BENT 

CHARGE  ARREARS. 
Mr.  GIBNEY  (Meatb,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  could  state 
what  is  the  amount  of  arrears  of  tithe 
rent-charge  due  by  Irish  landlords  to  the 
Irish  Laud  Commission ;  and  whether 
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he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  Houee 
a  Return  showing  the  details  of  the 
arrears,  including  the  name  of  each 
debtor,  the  amount  due  by  him,  and  the 
period  of  time  covered  bj  his  debt  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY:  Tithe  rent-charge 
receivable  by  the  Irish  Land  Commis- 
sion, though  priaoipally,  ia  not  altogether 
payable  by  landlords.  The  arrears  have 
continuously  decreased  year  by  year  since 
1889.  On  March  31  last  the  arrears, 
though  the  accounts  for  the  year  just 
closed  have  ootyet  been  audited,  amounted 
to  £86,848.  The  arrears,  as  appearing 
at  the  close  of  the  financial  yenr-,  March 
31,  do  not  truly  represent  the  state  of 
default,  as  they  include  a  considerable 
amount  of  the  half-yearly  gale  in  course 
of.  collection.  The  collection  of  this 
charge  is  being  vigorously  pressed,  and 
under  the  circumstances  I  do  not  consider 
that  any  useful  purpose  wonld  be  gained 
by  the  presentation  of  a  Return  as  sug- 
gested. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Louth,  N.)  :  How 
much  rent  do  the  Irish  landlords  owe  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  say. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Is  the  paper  showing 
the  position  of  the  Irish  Church  Fund 
ready  yet  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  No. 
Mr.  sexton  :  How  soon  wUl  it  be 
circulated  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  Vety  shortly,  I 
hope. 

THE  LEWIS  ESTATE   IN  -COUNTY 
GALWAY. 

Mr.  ROCHE  (Galway,  £.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  any  rent 
has  been  paid  for  the  premises  occupied 
by  the  police  stationed  in  the  yard  ad- 
joining the  residence  of  Mrs.  Lewis  in 
the  Couuty  of  Galway  ;  and,  if  so,  to 
whom  have  the  payments  been  made  ; 
and  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  pre- 
mises held  under  lease  for  the  Constabu* 
lary  do  not  include  the  premises  occupied 
by  the  Constabulary  In  the  yard,  and  are 
a  considerable  distance  from  the  resi- 
dence ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  The  Inspector 
General  informs  me  that  no  rent  has 
been  paid  for  the  premises  referred  to  in 
the  first  part  of  the  question.  The  fact 
IB  as  stated  in  the  second  paragraph. 

Mr.  Gibnejf 


DEFALCATIONS  OP  BARQNY 
CONSTABLES  IN  MONAGHAN  COUNTY. 

Mr.  DIAMOND  (Monaghan,  N.>  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  serious 
defalcations  that  have  successively  oc- 
curred in  the  accounts  of  two  barony 
constables,  who  are  brothers  named 
Cuming,  well-known  Orangemen,  in  the 
Couuty  of  Monaghan ;  whether  these 
appointments  were  made  by  the  Grand 
Jury  of  the  county  ;  and  whether,  in  both 
cases,  the  sureties  have  failed  to  make 
good  the  losses  ;  whether  anything  cao 
be  done  to  make  the  Grand  Jurors  re- 
sponsible for  the  sums  so  lost  in  die 
event  of  it  being  shown  that  insufficient 
inquiries  were  made  as  to  the  solvency  of 
the  men  appointed  and  of  their  sureties  ; 
whether  a  solicitor,  named  Wright,  who 
acted  for  the  Grand  Jury  in  the  matter  of 
these  appointments,  was  at  the  same 
time  a  member  of  the  Grand  Jury  ;  and 
whether  this  is  legal  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  a  fact  that 
two  persons  named  Cuming  have  been 
defaulters  in  their  accounts  as  baronjr 
constables  of  the  County  Monaghan. 
Proceedings  have  been  taken  against  both 
men  and  their  sureties,  and  it  is  believed 
that  the  entire  amount  of  the  defalcations 
will  be  recovered  in  each  case.  The  ap> 
pointroents  were  made  by  the  Grand 
Jury,  and  I  am  informed  by  the  Clerk  of 
the  Peace  that  prior  to  making  tbe  ap- 
pointments the  Grand  Jury  inquired  into 
and  were  satisfied  as  to  the  solvency  of 
the  persons  and  their  sureties,  with 
regard  to  tbe  fourth  par^rapb,  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  solicitor  referred  to  waa 
not  a  member  of  the  Grand  Jury  when 
these  appointments  were  made. 

THE  VOLUNTEER  DECORATION. 
Mr.  PAUL  (Edinburgh,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  Volunteers  who  ha%'e  served  in 
India  and  the  Colonies  will  be  entitled  to 
the  new  decoration  on  the  same  terms  as 
those  who  have  served  at  home  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannermam, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  subetantially 
tbe  same.  ^  . 
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LONDON  DISTRICT  SURVEYORS. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Croinhrty)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  SecreUuy  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whetho-  the  district 
surveyors  io  London,  in  cases  of  neglect 
of  doty,  are  responsible  to  the  London 
County  CoQDcil ;  and,  if  not,  to  whom  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  This  is  a  question 
which  cannot  be  answered  in  any  par- 
ticular case  without  reference  to  the 
special  circumstances  and  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  several  Acts  of  Parliament 
which  deal  with  the  matter.  Speaking 
generally,  the  district  surveyors  are 
responsible  Co  the  London  County 
Council. 

SIR  WATKIN  WILLIAMS  WrNN,  J,P. 

Mb.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  case  of  Sir 
Watkin  Williams  Wyun,  who,  at  the 
Albrighton  Petty  Sessions,  on  the  25th 
of  April,  was  fined  £5  and  costs  for 
shocking  cruelty  to  a  horse  on  the  6th  of 
March  last,  the  Chairman  stating  that 
the  Magistrates  were  unanimously  of 
mn  opinion  that  the  case  had  been  proved  ; 
and  whether  the  Gkivernment  propose  to 
remove  Sir  Watkin  Williams  Wynn  from 
the  position  of  Lord  Lieutenant  and 
Magistrate  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Yes.  All  that  I 
can  say  at  present  is  that  the  ease  is  one 
requiring  the  careful  and  serious  con- 
sideration of  those  authorities  who  are 
responsible  in  regard  to  the  offices  which 
this  gentleman  holds. 

LnrE-SAVING  APPLIANCES  OFF  SHER- 
KIN  ISLAND,  AND  LOSS  OP  NETS  AND 
GEAR  BY  FISHERMEN. 
Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork  Co.,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
during  the  recent  storm  off  the  Mizen 
Head,  Baltimore,  and  Sberkio  Island,  a 
number  of  men  who  rescued  the  crew  of 
one  boat  were  in  peril  of  their  lives,  ill 
consequence  of  the  want  of  a  lifeboat, 
life-buoys,  and  other  life-saving  appli- 
ances, he  will  have  these  provided  for 
Baltimore,  Sherkin  Island,  Cape  Clear, 
Schull,  Bere  Island,  Sheep's  Head,  Dursay 
Island,  and  Black l[»lt  ? 
I- Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  assume  thatmy 
hon.  Friend  refers  to  the  case  of  the 


Christian  Wilhelm  of  which  I  have 
not  yet  received  full  particulars.  There 
is  already  a  rocket  apparatus  at  Balti- 
more as  well  as  one  at  Crookhaven. 
Schull  is  provided  with  belts  and  lines, 
and  there  are  belts  on  Bere  Island,  and 
belts  and  lines  at  numerous  other  ad- 
jacent places,  and  I  will  consider  whether 
any  further  provision  is  necessary.  Life- 
boats are  not  supplied  by  the  Board  of 
Trade ;  and  with  regard  to  them,  I  must 
refer  my  hoo.  Friend  to  the  Royal 
National  Lifeboat  Institution. 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
inform  the  House  how  the  lifeboats  are 
used  when  the  wind  is  blowing  on 
shore  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  that  question. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Iroland  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  during  the  recent  gale  off  the  Mizen 
Head,  Baltimore,  and  Sherkin  Island, 
numbers  of  fishermen  have  lost  their 
nets,  and  are  thereby  deprived  of  their 
means  of  livelihood,  he  will  recommend 
the  Congested  Districts  Board  to  make 
inquiries,  in  order  that  assistance  may  be 
rendered  that  will  enable  them  to  punae 
their  calling  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  The  Congested 
Districts  Board  are  unable  to  make  free 
grants  to  fishermen  whose  boats  or  gear 
are  injured  or  tost,  but  any  application 
for  loons  will  be  favourably  entertained 
by  the  Board. 

SEAMEN  AND  STOKERS  IN  THE  HOYAL 
NAVY. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
what  is  the  percentage  of  seamen  and  of 
stokers,  respectively,  who  re-engage  to 
complete  the  full  period  of  service ; 
what  percentage  of  those  who  do  not 
immediately  re-engage  returu  to  the  ser- 
vice within  12  months  ;  and  whether  he 
will  consent  to  a  Returu  giving  these 
figures  for  the  last  10  years? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttlewobth, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  The  latest 
figures  available  are  those  which  I  gave 
in  Debate  on  the  Navy  Estimates  the 
other  day.  It  was  found  iu  1891  that  of 
the  seamen  65^  per  cent.,  and  of  the 
stokers  84^  per  cent,  re  •engage.    If  my 

Digitized  by  VjOOglC 


167i 


School  Fees 


{COMMONS} 


at  Matlock. 


1676 


hoD.  Friend  desires  later  or  further  par- 
ticulars iu  the  form  of  a  Return  perhaps 
he  will  confer  with  me. 


THE  INDIAN  MINTS. 
Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  there  is  any 
foundation  for  the  rumour  that  the  ex- 
periment of  closing  the  Indian  mints 
having  failed  to  secure  the  object  aimed 
at  and  caused  a  general  paralysis  of 
Indian  trade,  the  GoTernmeut  contem- 
plate an  abandonment  of  that  experiment 
either  immediately  or  in  Jane  next  at 
latest  ? 

Sir  BERNHARD  SAMUELSON 
(Oxfordshire.  Banburj)  :  I  beg,  at  the 
same  time,  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  there  is  any  foundation  for 
the  report  that  it  is  proposed  to  reopen 
the  Indian  mints  for  the  free  coinage  of 
rupees  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  There  is  no  foundation 
for  the  reports  that  it  is  proposed  to  re- 
open the  mints.  Sucfa  a  measure  has  not 
been  contemplated  either  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  or  the  Secretary  of  State 
in  Council. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  Is  it  not  the 
case  that  the  Indian  Government  are 
either  refusing  or  are  unable  to  lend 
rupees  to  banks  which  also  are  unable  to 

buy  them,  with  the  result  that  there  is  a 
great  scarcity  of  rupees  required  for 
legitimate  business  purposes  ? 

Ma.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  The  hon. 
Member  has  really  put  an  argumentative 
question,  which  I  should  have  to  say  a 
great  deal  upon  if  I  attempted  to  answer 
it.  If  be  will  put  down  a  question  as  to 
specific  facts,  I  will  do  my  best  to  reply 
to  it. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  My  question  is 
based  on  a  specific  statement  contained  in 
a  telegram  from  one  of  the  largest  bouses 
of  business  in  Calcutta  as  follows  | — 

"  Mnoey  market  very  hard ;  bank  rate  ex- 
pected to  adTance." 

*Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  I  The 
hon.  Member  should  embody  that  in  a 
question  and  give  notice  of  it ;  that  is  the 
usual  course  to  take. 

Sir  rr.  Kay-ShuUleworth 


HKRBING  FISHING  ON  THE  SCOTTISH 

COASTS. 

Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN  (Banff- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  whether  he  ia  aware  that  the 
fishermen  of  the  East  Coast  of  Scotland 
have  decided  to  commence  the  herring 
fishing  on  the  West  Coast  from  the  7th 
of  May  ;  that  this  decision  has  been 
come  to  with  the  concurrence  of  the  fish 
curers  and  the  English  fish  buyers,  and 
with  the  approval  of  the  local  Magis* 
trates  at  Stornoway  ;  and  that  certain 
of  the  Lewis  and  Harris  fishermen  desire 
the  fishing  to  commence  on  the  loth  of 
May,  and  have  adopted  an  attitude  of 
opposition  towards  those  who  propose  to 
commence  fishing  on  the  7th  ;  and  whe- 
ther he  will  despatch  a  couple  of  gun- 
boats to  Stornoway  in  order  to  satisfy 
the  East  Coast  fishramen  that  they  will 
be  allowed  to  pursue  their  lawful  industry 
without  hindrance  ? 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trkvelyan,  Glasgow. 
Bridgeton) :  The  circumstances  men- 
tioned by  my  hon.  Friend  were  fully  and 
betimes  brought  before  me  by  the  Sheriff 
of  Ross  and  Cromarty  and  by  the  Fishery 
Board.  I  laid  the  situation  before  the 
Admiralty,  whicli  at  once  arranged  for 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  gunboats  to  be  at 
Stornoway  by  the  Ist  of  May,  with  a 
view  to  the  preservation  of  peace  and 
order.  The  Niger,  I  believe,  arrived  at 
Stornoway  last  week.  I  cannot  believe 
that  the  fishermen  will  commit  acts  of 
disorder  which,  as  I  am  informed  on  the 
best  authority,  would  have  a  disastrous 
effect  on  the  fishing  trade  of  their  own 
island.  But,  in  any  case,  the  circumstanees 
are  fully  before  the  Board  of  Admiralty, 
which  will  take  care  that  a  sufficient 
force  will  be  provided,  if  it  is  required. 

SCHOOL  FEES  AT  MATLOCK. 
Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 
of  Conncil  on  Education  whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the 
accounts  of  the  Matlock  Bank  Ail 
Saints  Church  of  England  School 
for  the  year  ending  the  3Ut  of 
March,  1893,  by  which  it  appears  that 
£43  128.  lid., or  about  4s.  9d.  per  child, 
was  levied  as  fees ;  whether  the  differ- 
ence between  the  former  fee  income  and 
the  fee  grant  ia  under  3s.  a  child  ;  whe- 
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ther  his  attentloD  has  further  been  called 
to  a  circnlar  of  the  managers  of  this 
school,  ia  which  it  is  stated  that  the 
osnal  school  fee  ia  2(1.  a  week ;  what 
action  he  has  taken  to  preTent  the  over- 
eharge  to  parents ;  and  whether  he  is 
prepared  under  Section  1  of  the  Act  of 
1891  to  stop  the  whole  of  the  fee  grant  if 
anj  overcharge  has  been  made  in  1894  ? 

Thb  vice  president  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R. 
Rotherham) :  The  facts  as  stated  in 
the  first  two  paragraphs  of  the  ques- 
tion are  correct,  except  that  the  amount 
chargeil  as  fees  last  year  was  not  4s.  9d., 
but  3s.  8d.,  per  child,  the  amount  allow- 
able being  28.  llfd.  The  overcharge 
was  deducted  from  the  fee  grant,  and  the 
managers  mmed  Uiat  the  fee  grant 
would  be  liable  to  forfeiture  should  any 
overcharge  be  repeated.  It  appears  from 
the  Returns  which  have  just  come  in  for 
1894  that  the  managers  have  this  year 
charged  something  under  what  they  were 
entitled  to  charge.  It  also  appears  that 
out  of  251  children  on  the  books,  80  are 
paying  fees  of  2d.  a  week,  the  remainder 
being  free.  I  understand  that  the 
managers  have  refused  applications  for 
more  free  places  in  the  school,  but  I  do 
not  know  the  terms  of  the  circular  which 
they  are  stated  to  have  issued  on  the 
Bul^ect. 

THE  OAKINGTON  (CAHBS.)  OVERSEERS. 

Mr.  P.  STANHOPE  (Burnley)  :  On 
behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Chesterton  Division  of  Cambridgeshire,  I 
beg  to  ask  tlie  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernmeut  Board  whether  he  is  aware  that 
at  the  recent  Vestry  meeting  in  the  village 
of  Oakington,  in  Cambridgeshire,  Mr. 
William  Doggett  and  Mr.  William 
Harradine  were  the  two  Brst  names  on 
the  list  uominated  as  Overseers,  that  the 
Chairman  of  the  meeting  informed  the 
meeting  that  the  names  would  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Magistrates  in  the  same 
order,  and  that  the  meeting  expresssd 
their  satisfaction,  knowing  that  it  is  the 
custom  for  Justices  to  appoint  the  two 
names  which  head  the  list  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  outgoing  OversoOTs  re- 
versed  the  order,  placing  their  own 
names  firs^  and  so  secured  tbeir  own 
re-appointment ;  whether  the  Chairman 
of  the  meeting  has  certified  that  the 
minutes  of  the  Vestry  meeting  show  that 
the  two  aforesaid  names  were  placed 


first  with  a  view  to  their  appointment  by 
the  Jnstices  ;  and  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  secure  the  reversal  of  the  ap- 
pointment which  the  Justices  made  upon 
a  wrong  presentment  of  the  facts,  and  so 
carry  out  the  wishes  of  the  people  of 
Oakington  ?  I  wish  also  to  snpplement 
it  by  a  paragraph  which  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table  informs  me  was  omitted  by  in- 
advertence— namely,  whether  the  Over- 
seers are  trustees  with  the  Churchwar- 
dens of  the  Church  Towniauds  Charity, 
and  whether  complaiot  has  not  been 
made  to  the  Charity  Commissioners  of 
the  management  of  the  said  charity  ? 

Thb  president  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.SnAw- 
Lepevhe,  Bradfwd,  Central) :  I  am 
afraid  I  can  only  answer  the  question 
on  the  Papw.  I  have  no  information  as 
to  the  facts  beyond  that  given  in  the 
question  of  my  hon.  Friend  and  certain 
newspaper  extracts  which  have  been 
forwarded  to  me.  The  Local  Govem- 
mcDt  Board  have  no  jurisdiction  what- 
ever  with  regard  to  the  appointment  of 
Overseers,  and  they  are  not,  therefore, 
empowered  to  take  any  steps  as  suggested 
for  the  reversal  of  the  appointments 
which  have  been  made  by  the  Justices. 
I  may  add  that  after  the  present  year 
the  appointment  of  the  Overseers  in  this 
parish  will  vest  in  the  Parish  Council. 

NKNAGH  WATERWORKS  LOAN. 
Mb,  p.  J.  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary,  N.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
if  he  is  aware  that  the  Nenagh  Board  of 
Guardians  several  months  ago  applied 
for  a  supplemental  loan  of  £800  for  their 
waterworks,  and  that  the  amount  was 
duly  granted  with  the  sanction  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  ;  that  ever 
since  the  Board  of  Guardians  have  failed 
to  get  payments  of  this  amount,  though 
representing  on  several  occasions  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  that  they  were 
being  threatened  with  legal  proceedings 
by  their  contractor  for  a  balance  of  £50& 
on  account  of  the  waterworks  contract, 
and  which  they  could  not  pay  out  of  the 
rates  ;  and  whether,  as  the  matter  is  now 
one  of  extreme  urgency,  he  will  be  so 
good  as  to  make  inqniries  into  the  cause 
of  this  great  delay,  and  see  that  the 
amoont  in  question  will  be  at  once  paid 
in  to  the  credit  of  the  Guarduuu  ? 
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The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldhara)  : 
Treasury  sanction  waa  notified  by  the 
Board  of  Works  on  the  5tii  of  April  to 
the  Guardians,  witli  a  request  to  lodge 
the  preliminary  expenses  forthwith,  which 
was  not  done  until  (he  17th  instant.  The 
mortgage  can  go  out  at  once  on  the 
Guardians  forwarding  to  the  Board  of 
Works  the  deed  of  conveyance  of  the 
Unds  to  be  charged,^, which  they  were 
RBked  to  do  on  the  25th  instant. 

LIVERPOOL  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE. 

Mr.  SAUNDERS  (Newington,  Wal- 
worth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  half-time  learners 
were  employed  at  the  Telegraph  Office  in 
Liverpool  to  replace  the  day  clerks  who 
were  put  on  night  duty  to  deal  with  the 
Budget ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  these  half  •  time  learners  are 
paid  68.  per  week,  and  are  sometimes  so 
kept  for  12  or  18  months  after  passing 
their  examination  before  receiving  an 
appointment,  being  in  the  meautime  em- 
ployed on  raen^s  duties,  he  can  see  his 
way  to  improve  the  position  of  these 
learners  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  In  regard  to  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question,  it  is  the  fact  that  half-time 
learners  were  employed  to  replace  the 
telegraphists.  This  arrangement  was 
made  for  the  good  of  the  Public  Service, 
but  I  regard  it  also  as  a  distinct  advan- 
tage to  the  learners  who  were  so  em- 
ployed. In  regard  to  the  second 
paragraph,  if  the  persons  to  whom  the 
hon.  Member  refers  have  any  repre- 
sentation to  make,  and  will  snhmit  it  in 
the  usual  official  way,  it  will  receive 
attention. 

NEWSPAPER  POSTAOB. 

Mr.  SAUNDERS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  if  he  can  state 
approximately  the  amount  of  loss  which 
arises  from  the  carriage  of  high-priced 
newspapers,  weighing  from  two  to  eight 
ounces  or  over  for  a  halfpenny  ;  and  if  this 
loss  cannot  be  stopped,  will  he  equalise 
the  postal  privileges  on  newspapers  by 
allowing  smaller  newspapers  to  send 
parcels  up  to  eight  ounces  for  the  same 
rate? 

Mr.  a.  HOBLEY  :  The  whole  loss 
arising  from  the  carriage  of  newspapers 


at  the  halfpenny  rate  is  estimated  at 
aboat  £90,000  a  year,  but  I  am  unable  to 
say  what  portion  of  the  loss  is  assignable 
to  newspapers  exceeding  two  ounces  in 
weight.  Under  the  Act  of  Parliament  a 
single  registered  newspaper  is  carried 
for  a  halfpenny  irrespective  of  its  weight, 
and  the  hon.  Member's  suggestion,  if  I 
understand  it  aright,  is  that  a  pucel  of 
newspapers  up  to  a  weight  of  eight 
ounces  should  be  carried  for  a  halfpenny 
irrespective  of  their  number.  Such  a 
scheme  would  largely  augment  the  loss, 
and  could  not  be  defended. 

WRITBBS  AT  SOUTH  KBN8IX0T0N. 
Mb.  SAUNDERS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  whether,  as  practi- 
cally all  the  eligible  writers  are  now  pro- 
moted in  the  Edncation  Department,  be 
cau  deal  similarly  with  those  in  the 
Science  and  Art  Department,  South 
Kensington  ? 

Mb.  ACLAND  :  The  writers  in  the 
Science  and  Art  Department  have  been 
promoted  and  made  abstractors  or  assis- 
tant clerks  as  fast  as  such  posts  could 
properly  be  constituted.  There  are  now 
34  such  promoted  writers  in  the  Depart- 
ment, and  an  application  is  now  before 
the  Treasury  for  13  more.  There  will 
then  only  remain  30  writers  in  the  Depart- 
ment eligible  for  promotion.  No  further 
abstractors  are  at  present  nwicssaTy. 

THE  B8TATE  DUTY*. 
Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 

chequer  whether  the  proposed  increased 
Estate  Duties  will  be  payable  in  Ireland 
by  tenants  who  have  purchased  their 
holdings  under  the  Land  Purchase  Acts  ; 
if  so,  whether  the  instalments  of  such 
duties  will  be  a  charge  in  priority  or 
subsequent  to  the  purchase  instalments 
payable  to  the  State  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby): 
Yes,  if  the  net  value  of  the  property  at 
the  time  of  the  tenant^s  death  exceeds 
£100.  If  the  net  value  is  between 
£100  and  £1,000,  the  payment  of  Estate 
Duty  will  exempt  the  property  from 
Succession  Duty.  The  instalments  of 
Estate  Duty  will  be  a  charge  subsMoent 
to  the  purchase  instalmcnti  payalue  to 
the  State. 
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Mb.  sexton  :  May  I  ask  whether, 
in  the  case  of  a  tenant  purchaser  who 
tuu  only  partly  paid  the  duty,  will  he  be 
charged  ou  the  whole  amoaot  of  principal, 
without  regard  to  the  balance  due  to  the 
State  P 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  must  ask 
my  hon.  Friend  to  give  notice  of  that.  I 
am  obliged  to  be  very  careful  in  answer- 
ing these  questions. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  lo  estimating  what 
Estate  Duty  is  to  be  paid,  will  the  period 
of  the  tenancy  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  must  ask 

for  notice  of  all  these  questions. 

Mr.  KNOX  (Cavao,  W.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
what  amount  of  the  estimated  yield  of 
£3,5(X),000  from  the  alteration  of  the 
Death  Duties  is  estimated  as  likely  to 
be  paid  in  Ireland ;  and  what  part  of 
the  relief  from  the  alteration  in  the 
mode  of  assessment  under  Schedule  A, 
and  what  part  of  the  relief  from  the 
increase  of  the  limit  of  partial  or  total 
exemption  will  be  enjoyed  by  Ireland  ? 

Sjk  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Deatji 
Duties  paid  by  Ireland  are  under  5  per 
cent,  of  the  total  for  the  United  King- 
dom. The  exact  proportion  last  year 
was  4*9.  I  cannot  say  what  will  be  the 
precise  share  of  Ireland's  contribution  to 
the  addition  to  Death  Duties,  which  is 
estimated  at  £3,500,000.  But,  inasmuch 
OS  this  addition  is  largely  due  to  gradua- 
tion, and  there  is  a  far  smaller  porportion 
of  large  estates  in  Ireland  than  in  Great 
Britain,  it  follows  that  the  contribution 
of  Ireland  to  the  additional  duty  wili  be 
at  a  lower  percentage  than  her  contribu- 
tion to  the  existing  duty.  Taking  it  at 
3  per  cent.,  it  wonld  amount  to  £105,000. 
Ireland  will  be  comparatiTely  little 
affected  by  the  alteration  of  assessment 
under  Schedule  A,  inasmuch  as  the 
assessment  to  Income  Tax  in  Ireland  is 
on  the  net  value  of  land,  not  on  the 
gross,  as  in  Great  Britain.  The  relief 
which  Ireland  will  get  from  the  raising 
of  the  limit  of  exemptiou  or  abatement 
wUI  be  from  £35,000  to  £40,000. 

Mr.  KNOX  :  Is  not  the  amount  con- 
tributed by  Ireland  over  8^  per  cent.,  and 
is  not  that  a  larger  share  proportionately 
than  is  paid  by  Great  Britain  ? 


Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  answer 
I  have  given  is  the  result  of  careful 
examination  on  the  part  of  the  Inland 
Revenue,  and  I  cannot  say  more  at 

present. 

Mb.  hartley  (Islington,  N.)  :  Are 
we  to  understand  that  the  efiiect  of  the 
new  tax  will  be  that  England  will  have  to 
pay  a  still  larger  share  of  this  tax, 
aldiough  she  is  so  much  under-repre- 
sented  in  this  House? 

[The  que-ftion  was  not  answered.] 

THE  PEES  TO  THE  LAW  OFFICERS  OF 
THE  CBOWN. 

Mb.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  (Bir- 
mingham, S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether  the 
Government  inteud  to  avail  themselves 
of  the  opportunity  afforded  by  the  pre- 
sent vacancy  in  the  office  of  Attorney 
General  to  revise  the  conditions  under 
which  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
now  discharge  tbeir  duties,  so  as  to  pro- 
vide that  their  whole  time  be  devoted  to 
the  Public  Service,  and  that  the  emolu- 
ments of  their  offices  be  reduced  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Yes,  Sir; 
that  matter  is  now  under  consideration. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston):  Will 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  any  Papers  relating 
to  the  subject,  so  that  we  may  know  ex- 
actly what  the  terms  are  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  Yes. 

Ma.  GRAHAM  MURRAY:  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  the 
emoluments  of  Law  Officers  in  other 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

Mb.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  :  May  I 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  when 
the  Return  ordered  by  the  House  of  the 
payments  made  to  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown  of  the  last  three  years  will  be 
laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Sib  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  will  get  the 
information  for  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  :  It  is 
necessary  we  should  have  it  imme- 
diately. 

THB  FINANCE  BILL. 

.Mr.  HARTLEY :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if  he  will 

explain  why  the  Budget  Bill  this  year  is 
called  "  The  Finance  Bill,"  and  not,  as 
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has  been  usual  for  mnny  years,  "  The 
CuBtome  aud  luland  Rereoue  Bill ; " 
aoil  whether,  for  the  conveQieaee  of 
future  reference,  he  will  ooiueDt  to  call 
it  by  its  old  name,  or  **The  CuBtoniv,Iu- 
land  Reveaue,  aud  Fiuauce  Bill "  ? 

SiH  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  BUI  now 
before  the  Hooae  is  called  the  Finance 
Bill  ftB  a  Bfaort  title  to  indicate  that  it 
contains  all  the  proTisions  relating  to  the 
finance  of  the  year,  as  well  as  those 
relating  to  the  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue.  The  propriety  of  embracing 
the  whole  finance  of  the  year  in  one  Bill 
was  much  considered  in  the  year  1861, 
after  the  rejeetton  of  the  Bill  for  the 
repeal  of  the  Paper  Duty  by  the  House 
of  Lords.  It  has  been  thought  well  to 
adopt  the  present  title  in  order  to  give 
effect  to  this  policy. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  it  is  intended  to  permanently 
change  the  name  of  the  Castoms  and  In- 
land Rerenne  Bill  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Yes,  Sir, 
for  a  short  title,  I  hope.  That  is  founded 
on  what  Mr.  Disraeli  said  in  a  discussion 
which  took  place  in  1861.  Mr.  Disraeli 
then  said — 

"  I  come,  Sir,  to  the  eecond  mode  of  defending 
oar  Tights  suggested  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
and,  I  take  it,  adopted  in  the  Resolution — that 
is,  by  iDBisting  that  the  whole  of  oar  financial 
SBheme  sfaall  be  embodied  in  one  Bill.  We  do 
not -at  least,  I  for  one,  and  the  Prime  Ulnfater 
for  another,  do  not — qaeation  the  right  of  the 
House  of  Lords  to  reject  such  a  Bill,  but,  of 
course,  the  responsibility  for  sach  a  step  would, 
under  these  circumstances,  be  greatly  enhanced, 
and  the  diflkulty  of  disturbing  the  financial 
arrangements  of  the  House  ai  Commons  pm- 
portionatelr  be  Increased." 

SCOTTISH  CONTRIBUTIONS  TO 
IMPERIAL  RBVKNUE. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  (Ayrahire,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Cbancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer if  be  will  now  state  when  the 
Government  will  appoint  the  Select 
Committee,  promised  by  him  on  the  15th 
of  March,  to  inquire  into  the  financial 
relations  of  Scotland  to  the  other  Divi- 
sions of  the  United  Kingdom  and  to  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  ? 

D]c.MACGREG0R(Inverne8s-shire): 
Is  the  right  hon.  Geutleman  aware  that 
Scotland  now  pays  much  more  than  her 
fair  share  of  Imperial  taxation  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  That  is  a 
matter  about  to  be  inquired  into  judi- 
cially, and  I  should  not  like  to  forestall 

Mr,  Bartley 


the  decision  to  be  arrived  at.  I  stated 
some  time  ago  that  it  was  intended  by 
the  Government  to  open  such  an  inquiry, 
but  it  is  impossible  that  it  should  go  on 
at  the  same  time  as  the  Irish  inquiry, 
because  the  officials  of  the  Treasury 
would  really  be  the  principal  witnesses 
at  both  inquiries. 

Mr.  COCHRANE :  Why  shouM  not 
the  iuquiry  as  to  Scotland  bo  takeu  be- 
fore that  relating  to  Ireland  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

1st  CAITHNESS  VOLUNTBBB 
ARTILLERY  CORPa 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Oo  behalf  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness,  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  what  was 
the  strength  of  the  Ist  Caithness  Volun- 
teer Artillery  Corps  and  of  each  company 
of  it  at  the  end  of  the  years  1887,  1888, 
and  1893  ;  whether  there  is  a  Financial 
Committee ;  and,  if  so,  is  it  elected  by 
the  corps  according  to  the  Volunteer 
Regulations,  or  by  whom  has  it  been 
appointed  ;  whether  the  abstract  of  the 
accounts  has  been  posted  up  in  some 
public  place  for  the  inspection  of  the 
members  of  the  corps,  in  accordance  with 
the  Regulations  ;  and  why  the  General 
Meeting  of  the  corps,  ordered  by  the  War 
Office  on  the  7tb  of  December,  1892,  to 
consider  the  alteration  of  its  Rules,  has 
not  yet  been  convened  by  the  Command- 
ing Officer  ? 

•Mb,  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  strength  of  the  Ist  Caithness  Volun- 
teer Artillery  was  634  in  1887,  621  in 
1888,  and  430  in  1893.  Stated  by  com- 
panies in  the  several  years  the  strength 
was  : — Wick  Companies,  163,  147,  56  ; 
Thurso  Companies,  166,  162,  128  ;  Mey 
Company,  89,  57,  56 ;  CasUeton  Com- 
pany, 91,  92,  71  ;  Helmsdale  Company^ 
66,78,  76;  Golspie  Company,  79,  85» 
43.  One  of  the  Wick  companies  is  dis- 
banded from  the  commencement  of  the 
present  financial  year.  A  Finance  Com- 
mittee is  provided  for  by  the  Rnles  of  the 
corps ;  but  it  does  not  appear  that  it  has 
been  actually  appointed,  and  the  financee 
of'  the  several  companies  have  been 
ailministered  by  their  respective  cap- 
tains. As  this  arrangement  is  contrary 
to  the  general  Regulations  for  the  Volun- 
teers, the  Commanding  Officer  was  in- 
stmoted  to  call  a  Gcmeral  Meeting  to 
modify  the  existing  Rules  and  constitute 

Digitized  by  GoOglc 


1685 


Army 


{30  Apbil  1894}  Examinations,  1636 


a  more  workable  Fin&Dce  Committee. 
As  a  preTioas  General  Meeting  had  re- 
fused to  alter  the  Rules  the  Commanding 
Officer  thought  it  useless  to  summon 
moothftr  for  the  purpose.  He  has  now 
been  iuBtnicted  to  have  such  a  meeting 
without  dela^,  and  explaoations  have 
also  been  called  for.  It  is  stated  that 
the  accounts  of  the  corps  are  exhibited 
at  its  headquarters  in  the  Armoury  aod 
Orderly  room. 

MINKS  (EIGHT  HOURS)  BILL. 
MR.ROBY  (Lancashire,  S.E.,Kccles) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  can  fix  a 
day  for  Committee  on  the  Mines  (Eight 
Hours)  Bill  ? 

SiE  W.  HARCOURT  (who  replied) 
said  :  Ko,  Sir ;  I  am  not  able  to  make  any 
arrangement  at  present. 

EVICTIONS  IN  SOUTH  LEITRIM. 
Mr.  TULLY  (Leitrim,  S.) :  I  beg  to 

ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  be  is  aware 
that,  on  the  5th  of  April  last,  Thomas 
Carrigan  was  evicted  from  his  holdiug  at 
Stradreuan,  Drumreilly,  South  Leitrim, 
at  the  suit  of  his  landlord,  Mr.  Marsham 
Jones  ;  that  this  tenant  has  been  five 
years  in  occupation,  and  paid  a  year*s 
rent  every  year  during  that  period,  but  bis 
receipts  being  back-dated  by  the  agent, 
Mr.  Hewsoo,  be  was  decreed  for  six 
years*  arrears  of  reut ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  Carrigan  offered  to  ray  one  and  a-half 
yearns  rent,  but  his  offer  was  rejected, 
and  Carrigan  and  his  family  forced  ont 
by  the  police  under  the  command  of  Dis- 
trict Inspector  Tyrrell,  Balliuamore,  who 
brandished  liis  sword  and  compelled  his 
men  to  enter  the  house,  and  eject  the  in- 
mates by  force ;  and  whether  similar 
proceedings  ou  the  part  of  the  police  will 
lie  sanctioned  by  the  Executive  pending 
the  passage  of  the  Evicted  Tenants*  Bill 

.  into  law  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  must  ask  the 
hoD.  Gentleman  to  defer  this  question 
till  to-morrow,  in  order  to  enable  me  to 
complete  some  further  inquiries  which  I 
have  directed  to  be  made. 

HOURS  OF  LABOUR  ON  SCOTCH 
RAILWAYS. 
Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  (Perth)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
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Trade  whether  any  complaints  under  the 
Railway  Servants  (Hours  of  Labour)  Act 
have  been  made  by  Scotch  railway 
servants  ;  if  so,  jhow  many,  and  against 
what  Railway  Companies,  have  such 
complaints  been  made  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Three  "  repre- 
sentations^' under  the  Act  have  been 
received  from  Scotland  and  are  being 
dealt  with.  Two  affect  different  classes 
of  servants  of  the  North  British,  and  the 
third,  drivers  and  firemen  of  the  Cale- 
donian. 

Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  :  Are  they 
being  dealt  with  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  They  are  being 
dealt  with  now. 

ARMY  B^MINATIONft. 
Mr.  sexton  :  On  behalf  of  the 

hon.  Member  for  South  Donegal,  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners, 
who  have  recently  issued  Regulations  to 
hold  examinations  of  frish  candidates  for 
the  commissions  in  the  Array  in  Dublin, 
still  continue  to  hold  the  practical  part  of 
the  Army  examiuatioDS  iu  London ; 
whether  the  examinatioD  held  in  London 
is  mainly,  if  not  exclusively,  a  vivh  voce 
examination,  which  lasts  in  the  majority 
of  cases  only  a  short  time  ;  aod  whether, 
having  regud  to  the  inconvenience  aud 
expense  entailed  on  candidates  by  the 
houiingof  aportion  of  tiie  examinations  in 
London,  steps  will  be  taken  to  have  these 
examinations  in  all  their  departments  held 
in  Dublin  P 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  new  arrangement  has  been  made 
with  the  object  of  reducing  the  expenses 
of  candidates,  who  will  now  only  have 
to  be  iu  London  for  a  few  days,  instead  of^ 
as  hitherto,  for  nearly  a  fortnight ;  but 
it  has  not  been  found  practicable  to  have 
the  oral  and  practical  examinations  at 
local  centres. 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  Why  not  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  reason  is  that,  if  it  is  an  oral 
examination  and  is  held  at  different 
places,  it  is  obviously  impossible  to 
equalise  competttton.  If  it  is  an 
examination  conducted  by  papers  only, 
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the  writtea  answers  can  be  sent  to 
headquarters  and  be  judged  od  a  unifonn 
principle. 

FOBEIGN  DEATH  DUTIES. 
Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  I  wish  to  ask  l^e  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  a  question  of 
which  I  have  not  given  him  notice,  but 
which  he  maj  be  able  to  answer.  Has 
the  right  hoo.  Gentleman  at  the  Treasury, 
or,  if  not,  will  he  be  able  to  procure,  In- 
formation as  to  the  Death  Duties  imposed 
by  foreign  countries — for  instance,  France 
and  Germany  —  upon  the  property  of 
Englishmen  domiciled  iu  England  but 
holding  part  of  their  property  abroad  ; 
and  also  with  reference  to  the  dutv  im- 
posed by  those  countries  upon  English- 
men domiciled  abroad  but  holding  part  of 
their  property  in  England ;  and,  generally, 
any  information  with  regard  to  foreign 
countries  as  to  what  duties  are  imposed 
.upon  Englishmen  ? 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  :  May  I  ask  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  give  similar 
information  concerning  the  Colonies  ? 

Sir  W.  HAKCOURT  :  I  can  at  once 
give  some  information  with  regard  to  the 
Colonies.  I  saw  on  Saturday  a  Bill 
referring  to  New  Zealand,  in  which  a 
duty  of  H  per  cent,  was  charged  upon 
sums  of  £80,000.  It  is  easy  to  get  at 
the  Colonial  Office  the  information  with 
regard  to  the  Colonies,  but,  as  far  as 
foreign  countries  are  concerned,  I  should 
be  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
kindly  put  his  question  upon  the  Paper, 
and  I  then  will  endeavour  to  get  the 
information  from  the  Foreign  Office. 

TITHE  BENT  CHABOB. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.)  :  May  I  ask  what  will  happen  under 
the  Welsh  Disestablishment  Bill  to  the 
part  of  the  clerically  appropriated  tithe 
rent  charge  which  does  not  go  to  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Having  only  just 
received  notice  of  the  question,  I  lutve 
not  had.  time  to  look  into  the  matter,  but 
I  believe  the  figures  I  gave  the  other 
night  represent  the  whole  of  the  tithe 
rent  charge,  whether  going  to  clerical 
impropriators  or  to  lay  impropriators, 
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PARLUMENTARY  VOTERS  IN 
SCOTLAND  AND  IRELAND. 
Mr.  MOWBRAY  (Lancashire,  Presto 
wich)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether  he 
proposes  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  Return  of  Parliamentary  Voters 
for  Scotland  and  Ireland,  in  the  same 
form  as  that  already  presented  in  Parlia- 
mentary Paper,  No.  40,  for  England  and 
Wales  ? 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :  At  the  same  time 
I  will  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Go- 
vernment will  give  a  Return  showing  the 
population  and  electorate  of  the  Irish 
and  Scotch  constituencies,  similar  to 
that  which  has  just  been  issued  for 
England  and  Wales  ? 

The  UNDEK  SECRETARY  ok 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  George  Rdssell,  North 
Beds.)  :  I  have  been  asked  to  answer  thia 
question.  The  desired  Return  for  Scot- 
land was  issued  last  year  (see  Parlia- 
mentary Paper,  No.  340,  of  last  Session). 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  informs  me  that  there  will  be 
no  objection  to  the  issue  of  a  sitnilar  Re- 
turn for  Ireland. 

MO  TION. 


FACTORIES  AND  WORKSHOPS  BILL. 

MOTION    FOR  LEAVE. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  In  asking  for  leave 
io  introduce  a  Bill  to  amend  and  extend 
the  Law  relating  to  Factories  and  Work- 
shop8»  I  wish  to  say  thai  although  I  do 
not  propose  to  introduce  it  at  length,  it  i» 
not  because  in  the  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment this  is  an  unimportant  Bill.  The  ex- 
planation is  that,  in  point  of  principle,  it 
is  not  at  all  contentious,  but  in  point  of 
detail  it  deals  iu  a  somewhat  complicated 
way  with  a  number  of  particular  indus- 
tries, and  therefore  it  is  hardly  a  Bill 
which  could  be  conveniently  discussed 
until  it  is  printed  and  circulated,  which  I 
hope  it  will  be  to-morrow.  The  Bill 
proposes  to  make  Amendments  tn  the 
general  law  relating  to  factories  and 
workshops  as  to  their  sanitary  conditions 
and  safety.  It  defines  overcrowding  to 
mean  an  allowance  of  less  than  250  cubift 
feet  of  space  per  man,  aud  after  8  oVloek 
in  the  evening  400  cnbic  feet.    It  gives 
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power  to  the  Courts,  where  preratseB  are 
Btnictarallj  unfit  for  a  particular  process, 
to  require  the  □ecessarj'  alterations  to  be 
made,  auil  it  probibite  the  cteaniDg  of 
machinery  in  motion  by  women  and  yoang 
persons,  in  addition  to  children,  as  at 
present.    Next,  as  to  the  time  of  employ- 
ment, the  Bill  provides  that  overtime, 
which  ia  now  capable  uf  being  allowed 
five  da}r8  iu  aoj  week,  shall  not  be  allowed 
on  more  than  three  days  ;  and  it  restricts 
the  employment  outside  the  factory,  in 
the  business  of  the  factory,  of  children, 
women,  and  young  persons— that  is  to 
say,  if  the  child  has  been  employed  in 
the  factory  during  the  daytime,  it  is  not 
to  be  allowed  to  take  out  work  to  do  at 
home  ;  and  similarly  women  and  young 
persons   are    not    to    be    allowed  to 
take  out  work  if  they  are  employed 
in  the  factory.     The   Bill  proposes 
to  include  in  the  law  as  to  factories 
and  workshops  certain  industries  which 
are  not  at  present  embraced ;  such,  for  in- 
stance, as  laundries.  Steam  laundries  arc 
to  be    deemed   foetories,  .  and  other 
laundries  u«  to  be  deemed  workshops  ; 
and  special  provisions  are  made  for  the 
veotilation  of  steam  laundries  and  the 
keeping  of  the  floors,  &o.,  drained.  There 
are    exceptions    for  what  are  called 
domestic  laundries  and  laundries  belong- 
ing to  institutions,  which  will  be  under 
the  general  law.    As  to  docks,  wharves, 
and  places  where  buildings  are  being 
temporarily  oonstructed,  they  are  brought 
for  the  first  time  under  those  provisions 
of  the  Factory  Act  which  deal  with  in- 
spection,   fencing  of  machinery,  and 
notice  of  accident.    Thirdly,  and  lastly, 
the  Bill  proposes  in  the  ease  of  what  are 
called  tenement  factories,  which  are  com- 
mon in  Sheffield  and  that  part  of  the 
country — factorieswheredifferent  parts  of 
the  building  are  let  out  to  small  occupiers 
—to  make  the  owner  responsible  for  the 
sanitary  condition  of  the  factory,  the 
fencing  of  the  machinery,  and  a  number 
of  matters  of  that  kind.    In  the  case  of 
dangerous  and  unhealthy  employments, 
the  Bill  ^ves  power  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  in  addition  to  his  present  powers, 
to  restrict  the  hoars  of  employment,  and 
altogether  to  forbid  the  employment  of 
women,   yonog   persons,  and  children. 
Finally,  the  Bill  proposes  to  amend,  or 
rather  to  substitute,  for  what  ts  called  the 
particulars  "  clause  in  the  Act  of  1891, 
»  new  clause,  which  will  apply  that  en- 


actment to  all  piece-workers  hi  the  textile 
trades,  and  which  will  require  employers 
in  those  trades  to  supply  to  every  worker 
paid  by  the  piece  a  plain  definite  form,  in 
writing,  giving  such  particulars  as  will 
enable  the  operative  to  compute  the 
wages  payable  to  him  in  respect  of  each 
piece  banded  over  to  him  to  work  upon. 
I  hope  the  House  will  now  consent  to 
read  the  Bill  a  first  time  on  the  under- 
standing that  ample  time  will  be  given 
before  the  Second  Beading  is  taken,  and 
that  ultimately  it  will  be  referred  to  the 
Staading  Committee  on  Trade. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  iu  a  Bill  to 
amend  and  extend  the  Law  relating  to  Factories 
and  Workshops."— (tfr.  AaquHh.') 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Secretary  Asquith,  Mr.  Herbert  Glad- 
stone, and  Mr.  George  Russell. 


Bill  presented, 
[Bill  204.] 


and  read  first  time. 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


ESTABLISHBD  CHUBCH  (WALES)  BILL. 

UOTXOK     FOB      LEAVE,  [aDJOUBNCD 
DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [26th  April], 

"That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
terminate  the  Establishment  of  the  Church  of 
England  in  Wales  and  Monmouthshire,  and 
to  make  provision  in  reqteot  of  the  temporalUlea 
thereof .—(JHr.  Saoretar]/  Asquith.} 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  (Carnarvon, 
&c.)  said  that,  while  congratulating  the 
Government  on  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill,  he  wished  to  ofi'er  a  few  criticisms 
on  several  sweeping  statements  which 
had  been  made  by  Members  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, The  hoo.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Isle  of  Wight  stated  that  the 
Nonconformist  Bodies  and  the  English 
Chnrch  in  Wales  were  about  equally 
divided  ;  several  hon.  Membera  asserted 
that  in  Wales  Nonconformity  was  a 
declining  force,  and  that  the  Church  was 
increasing  in  influence  and  in  numbers; 
and  the  right  hon,  Geutleqaan  the  Mem- 

4  A  2        Digitized  by  VjOOglC 


1691       Established  Church       {COMMONS}  (Wales)  Bill,  1692 


ber  for  Weat  Bristol  said  that  Wales  had 
never  had  a  separate  natioDa!  existence, 
and  that  nothing  in  history  could  support 
the  olaun  for  a  separate  Welsh  nationalitj. 
Those  were  very  sweeping  statements, 
and  upon  them  rested  the  whole  case  for 
a  Bpecial  Bill.  But  he  thoaght  they  had 
a  right  to  complain  that  not  one  single 
shred  of  argument,  one  historical  &ot,  or 
one  tittle  of  evidence  had  been  adduced 
in  support  of  those  statements.  As  he 
had  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  every  one 
of  these  statements  would  be  repeated  in 
every  town  and  village  throughout  the 
country  during  the  next  18  months,  uo 
apology  was  required  from  a  Welsh 
Member  for  taking  steps  to  at  once 
repudiate  them.  As  to  the  first,  he 
ventured  to  say  that  if  it  were  true  that 
the  Church  and  Nouoouformity  were 
about  equally  divided  in  Wales,  it  meant 
that  at  the  last  General  Election,  and  at 
several  previons  Elections,  the  sentiment 
in  favour  of  disestablishment  must  have 
been  so  strong  that  no  less  than  tens  of 
thousands  of  Churchmen  must  have  voted 
for  the  disestablishment  of  the  Church. 
Houesty  would  not  permit  him  to  accept 
that  statement.  Several  speakers  had 
commented  on  the  assertion  that  the 
Welsh  Nonconformists  had  refused  to 
assent  to  the  taking  of  a  Religious  Census. 
He  had  the  official  Returns  of  the 
number  of  registered  members  of  the 
partioular  denominations  in  Wales,  Now, 
what  were  the  ntunbers  ?  The  Church 
claimed  to  have  four  dioceses.  The 
number  of  its  communicants— 

Mr.  TALBOT  :  What  is  the  hon. 
Geutieman  quoting  from  ? 

Me.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  From  the 
official  Returns  of  the  communicants  of 
the  Chnrch. 

Mr.  TALBOT  :  Where  do  they  come 
from  ? 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  From  The 
Contemporary  Review  of  this  month, 
supplied  by  a  statistieUn,  whose  au- 
thority, I  am  sure,  hon.  Glentlemen  oppo* 
site  will  not  dispute — namely,  Mr. 
Darlington,  a  gentleman  who  has  gone 
into  the  question  thoroughly. 

Au  hon.  Mbvber  :  The  figures  are  not 
«  official." 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said,  the 
aggregate  number  of  the  communicants 
of  the  Church  came  to  117,900,  or  6  per 
cent,  of  the  population.  The  aggregate 
number  of  Nonconformists  was  402^40, 
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or  23  per  cent,  of  the  poputatiou.  So 
that  the  Nonconformists  were  in  the  pro- 
portion of  three,  or  almost  four,  to  one  of 
the  Church  communicauts.  That  did 
not  support  the  statement  made  so 
liberally  on  the  other  side  that  Noncon- 
formists and  Churchmen  were  in  equal 
proportions. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras, 
E.)  :  The  hon.  Member  says  he  has  an 
official  Return.  I  should  like  to  know  if 
there  were  official  enumerators  ?  ["  Order, 
order  ! "] 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEOEGE  said,  this  was 
not  the  only  statement  made  on  the  other 
side.  They  were  told  not  merely  that 
Churchmen  and  Nonconformists  were 
about  equal,  but  that  Nonconformity  was 
a  declining  force,  while  the  Church  was 
increasing  in  numbers.  Some  fignm, 
which  were  not  very  relevant,  were  given 
in  support  of  that  startling  proposition. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wight  (Sir  R. 
Webster)  had  quoted  the  Returns  of  the 
Nonconformist  chapels  from  1884  to 
1886  inclusive.  The  very  selection  of 
that  period  showed  the  partial  method 
and  tactics  of  the  Church  Party,  because 
these  were  the  lowest  years  in  the  Non- 
conformist Returns,  and  there  was  a  prac- 
tical reason  for  it.  There  was  great 
depression  in  trade  at  industrial  centres. 
Thousands  of  working  men — who  con- 
stituted, after  all,  the  bulk  of  the  Non- 
conformists in  Wales — had  to  leave  for 
England,  and  some  for  America.  The 
Church  Party  selected  those  years  of 
depression  in  the  history  of  Dissent  as  a 
fair  sample  of  progress,  but  that  was  a 
thoroughly  discreditable  method  of  en- 
deavouring to  support  a  case.  Still,  he 
found  tliat  in  1886  the  Methodists  alone 
increased  by  6,401,  whilst  the  Church 
increased  by  5,910 ;  so  that  even  in  a 
year  of  great  depression  for  Noncon- 
formists, one  denomination  alone  increased 
its  adherents  by  500  more  than  the 
Church.  But  he  did  not  consider  it  fair 
to  take  one  year.  They  ought  to  take 
at  least  10  or  20  years  in  order  to  judge 
of  the  increase  of  the  respective  forces  in 
Wales.  If  they  did  that,  what  would 
they  find  ?  Taking  the  years  from  1872 
to  1892,  they  found  that  the  Methodists 
and  the  Baptists — the  two  bodies 
selected  and  singled  out  for  the 
purpose  of  comparison  by  the  other 
side — had     increased    as    follows  : — 
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The  MethodiatB  in  1872  were  95,000, 
and  in  1892  had  increased  to  140,000,  or 
an  increase  of  40  per  cent.  ;  and  the 
Baptists  in  1872  were  63,000,  and  in 
1 892  had  increased  to  97,0(>0,  or 
an  increase  of  57  per  cent.  In  the  face 
of  this  they  were  told  that  Noncon- 
formity was  a  declining  force  in  Wales. 
With  regard  to  Nonconformity  as  a 
whole,  there  had  been  an  increase  of  40 
per  cent,  iu  the  number  of  adherents. 
Bat  they  were  told  that  there  was  a 
marked  decline  in  the  snhscriptionB  of 
Dissenting  Bodies.  He  had  the  aggre- 
gate contribntioDS  of  the  Methodists  in 
1869  and  1889 — and  he  regretted  that  in 
tbeshort  time  he  had  had  at  his  disposal 
he  had  been  nimble  to  get  hold  of  the 
contributions  of  the  Baptists.  The 
official  Returns  of  the  Methodists  showed 
that  in  1869  the  amount  collected  was 
£10_4,000,and  iu  1889  it  was  £182,000,  or 
an  increase  of  73  per  cent.  That  did 
not  look  as  though  in  that  20  years  Non- 
conformity was  a  declining  force  in 
Wales.  Well,  what  about  the  Church  ? 
He  maintaineil  that  Nonconformity  was 
not  declining  in  comparison  with  the 
Church,  and  that  its  rate  of  progress,  as 
compared  with  that  of  the  Church,  was 
great.  In  1851  there  was  an  official 
Census  taken  of  the  attendance  at  the 
different  places  of  worship  in  Wales — 
and  he  was  sure  that  the  defenders  of 
the  Church  in  the  House  would  not  state 
that  this  attendance  was  nnder-estimate^. 
It  was  found  that  the  Church  attendances 
amounted  to  132,000,  or  only  21  per 
cent,  of  the  total  attendances.  The 
Nonconformist  attendances,  exclusive  of 
Roman  Catholics,  amonnted  to  484,000, 
or  78  per  cent,  of  the  whole.  That 
was  the  proportion  then.  What  was 
the  proportion  now  ?  It  was  this — • 
Church,  22  per  cent. ;  Nonconformist, 
77  per  cent. ;  so  that  there  was  barely  a 
perceptible  increase  in  favour  of  the 
Church.  That  was  not  to  be  surprised 
at.  Nonconformity  in  1851  was  in  its 
full  Tigottr,  whereas  the  Church  was  only 
heginning,  as  it  were,  to  awaken  to  new 
life,  and  it  would  naturally  be  expected 
that  the  progress  of  the  Church  would 
be  more  marked  than  that  of  Noncon- 
formity. So  much  for  that  part  of  the 
argument.  But  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tunbridge  Wells  had  used  another  argu- 
ment to  prove  the  decline  of  Noncon- 
formity, and  it  was  that  the  Church  was 


making  conrerts  from  Dissent.  He 
flaunted  the  case  of  the  few  hundred 

Baptists  iu  South  Wales  and  the  eight 
Nonconformist  mioistere,  whose  names 
had  never  been  supplied  iu  spite  of  re- 
peated demands  for  particulars.  In  the 
diocese  of  St.  Asaph  there  were  said  to 
be  16  of  these  conversions  of  ministers, 
but  no  names  had  been  supplied. 
This  proselytism  in  Wales  was  the 
strongest  possible  argument  for  disestab- 
lishment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bristol  had  thought  fit 
to  charge  the  opponents  of  Church 
establishment  with  envy  and  jealousy  of 
the  Church,  and  to  say  that  those  were 
the  two  motives  which  influenced  them 
in  agitating  for  disestablishment.  What 
must  be  the  state  of  mind  of  anyone 
who  charged  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
his  fellow-citizens  with  actiug  from  the 
meanest  and  most  malignant  motives  that 
ever  darkened  the  human  heart  ? 

SirM.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol,  W.): 
I  did  not  do  that. 

Mr.  LLOYD -GEORGE -said,  that 
the  vast  majority  of  the  Welsh  people 
had  recorded  votes  in  favour  of  disestab- 
lishment. There  were  other  motives 
which  induced  Welsh  Nouconformists  to 
protest  agaiust  action  which  involved  an 
inference  as  to  the  inferiority  of  dissent. 
These  clerical  gentlemen,  who  were  main- 
tained at  the  public  expense,  went  to 
people  who  had  received  religious  iDStruC" 
tioD  under  the  best  Sunday  school  system, 
he  fancied,  iu  the  whole  KiDgdom,  and 
who  had  received  spiritual  counsel  and 
advice  from  one  of  the  finest  races  of 
preachers  that  had  ever  appeared,  at  all 
events  in  Wales,  and  treated  them  as  if 
they  were  devoid  of  the  very  elements  of 
religious  truth,  and  as  if  they  were  as 
proper  subjects  for  conversion  as  pagan 
idolaters  in  the  heart  of  Africa.  Was  it  to 
be  wondered  at  that  the  Welsh  Noncon- 
formists resented  such  action  ?  These 
clerical  gentlemen  went  to  men  and 
women  who  had  spent  their  lives  as 
members  of  religious  communities,  and 
had  led  perfect^  consistent  and  pure 
lives,  and  tried  to  induce  them  to  cut 
themselves  adrift  from  their  religious 
associations  in  order  that  they  might  be 
registered  among  the  assets  of  this  com- 
pany iu  Wales.  They  knew  that  there 
was  an  application  for  a  winding-up 
order,  and  that  it  was  very  important 
that  the  balance-sheet  should  look.welL 
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Therefore  every  agent  of  this  compaDy 
did  his  very  best  to  get  iu  every  Noo- 
couformist  he  conUl  possibly  lay  his 
bands  on  in  order  to  make  the  balance- 
sheet  as  favourable  as  possible.  Was  it 
a  matter  for  surprise  that  Noocooform'st 
farmers,  whose  lot  was  hard  enough, 
should  object  to  be  forced  by  law  to 
contribute  £200,U(X)  a  year  towards  sub- 
sidising a  horde  of  raiders  w"ho  were 
invading  their  territories  and  trying 
to  capture  them  P  The  present  prosely- 
tising system  was  creating  a  good  deal  of 
natural  bitterness,  and  was,  he  thought, 
the  strongest  possible  argument  in 
favour  of  disestablishment  and  diseu- 
dowment.  The  right  bon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bristol  (Sir  M.  Hicks- 
Beach)  had  said  that  Wales  uever  had 
a  separate  national  existence.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not,  how- 
ever, suggested  a  single  argiimeut  in 
support  of  that  contention.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  when  be  was  down  at 
Carnarvon,  admitted  that  there  was  a 
separate  national  spirit  in  Wales,  although 
he  said  it  was  a  dit^emtxMlied  spirit.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Wight  (Sir  K.  Webster)  admitted  in  his 
speech  that  Wales  had  national  tradi- 
tions, so  that  the  national  spirit  bad  at 
least  the  power  of  ex  pression.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  M.  Hioks- 
Beach)  was  perfectly  prepared  to  admit 
a  separate  Wales  for  intermediate  educa- 
tion and  even  for  Sunday  closing,  but  be 
was  not  ■  prepared  to  linve  a  separate 
Wales  for  dihestablishmeut.  But 
nationality  surely  was  a  question  of  fact. 
Either  there  was  a  separate  Wales,  or 
there  was  not.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man bad  invented  a  new  species  of  fact 
— a  eonaiderable  fact — a  fact  that  was 
only  a  fact  as  long  as  it  was  not  adduced 
in  evidence.  It  might  even  be  adduced 
in  evidence  in  favour  of  a  claim  for  inter- 
mediate education  or  Sunday  closing,  but 
the  moment  it  was  adduced  in  favour  of 
disestablishment,  not  only,  according  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  did  it  cease  to 
be  a  fact,  but  it  never  had  any  existence 
at  all.  Was  it  surprising  that  there  were 
three  nationalities  iu  the  House  of  Com- 
mons who  thought  they  could  govern 
themselves  better  than  they  could  be  go- 
Temed  by  gentlemen  whose  ideas  of 
nationality  were  as  crude  as  this  P  No 
one  could  read  the  history  of  Wales  for 
10  minutes  without  discovering  that  she 
Mr>  Ltoyd-George 


had  a  separate  national  existence.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to  the 
Turnpike  Acts,  Intermediate  Education 
and  Sunday  Closing  Acts,  but  what  about 
the  Coercion  Acts  that  were  passed  for 
centuries  in  order  to  keep  Wales  down  ; 
what  about  the  Act  of  Union  between' 
Wales  and  England  P 

An  lion.  Member  :  What  was  the  date 

of  it  ? 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said,  the  Act 
was  passed  iu  the  reign  of  Henry  VII L, 
and  he  would  give  the  hon.  Member  the 
date  later  on.  It  was  an  Act  of  Uuton 
between  the  Principality  Dominion  of 
Wales  and  the  Kingdom  of  Enghtnd. 
Was  not  that  a  recognition  of  separate 
nationality  ?  It  was,  however,  unneces- 
sary to  attempt  further  to  prove  a  point 
with  which  any  reader  of  history  was 
acquainted.  As  to  the  Bill  as  a  whole, 
be  thought  it  was  generally  accepted  by 
the  Welsh  people  as  being  a  highly 
statesmanlike  measure.  At  the  same 
lime,  he  fancied  that  there  was  a  strong 
feeling  against  what  were  knowu  as  the 
Compensation  Clauses.  The  Govern- 
ment proposed,  as  he  understood,  to  leave- 
the  clergy  in  full  possession  and  enjoy- 
ment of  their  life  interest  for  the  rest  of 
their  days.  He  cousideretl  such  treat- 
ment tu  be  too  indulgent  and  too 
generous,  and  he  thought  it  would  inflict 
a  considerable  banlship  and  injustice  upon 
the  Welsh  people.  It  meant  the  post- 
pouemcnt  of  the  full  operation  of  the  Bill 
in  the  vast  majority  of  Welsh  parishes. 
He  did  not  consider  that  the  Government 
had  any  justification  for  propounding 
such  a  scheme.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Asquith),  in  proposing  the 
Bill,  treated  the  establishment  as  a  State 
institution,  the  clergy  as  State  officials, 
and  the  property  as  State  property. 
Whenever  the  Government  discharged 
any  set  of  officials  they  of  course  com- 
pensated them  for  any  toss  they  might 
suffer  by  being  thrown  upon  an  over- 
crowded market,  but  he  bad  uever  heard 
of  any  Government  assuming  that  officials 
iu  the  prime  of  life  were  so  thoroughly 
handicapped  against  obtaining  other 
appointments  that  they  ought  to  be  pro- 
vided with  the  full  measure  of  their 
income  for  the  rest  of  their  lives.  Some- 
thing must  be  done  undoubtedly  to  com- 
pensate these  men  for  the  losses  they 
must  necessarily  sustain.     They  bad 
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been  turned  out  of  a  oertaia  profession  and 
bad  suddenly  to  find  other  means  of  em- 
ploymenc,  and  that  aodoubtedly  might 
cause  them  some  loss,  but  be  did  not 
think  the  Government  were  justified  in 
securing  tbem  in  their  appointments  for 
the  rest  of  their  lives.  The  Government 
propose  to  utilise  the  property  that  would 
be  placed  at  their  disposal  for  the  pur- 
pose of  the  social  regeneration  of  rural 
life  in  Wales.  In  a  small  country  tike 
theirs  £209,000  would  go  a  long  way. 
The  Governmeut,  however,  proposed  to 
postpone  the  operation  of  their  scheme 
of  social  regeneratioQ.  He  contended 
that  they  were  not  justified  in  doing  so, 
and  that  the  fact  of  their  doing  so  would 
be  a  hardship  even  to  the  clergy.  The 
right  hoD.  Gentleman,  in  introducing  the 
Bill,  said  that  the  Establishment  in  Wales 
was  creating  a  good  deal  of  exasperation 
and  disturbance.  If  the  Bill  were  passed 
in  its  present  shape,  iustead  of  removiug 
the  causes  of  disturbance  it  would  increase 
and  intensify  them,  because  the  people 
would  have  an  iuducement  to  create  dis- 
turbances in  order  to  get  rid  of  the  clergy. 
In  what  way  did  the  Government  justify 
the  course  they  proposed  to  take  ?  They 
said  that  the  clergy  liad  vested  interests 
which  were  life  interests.  It  must,  how- 
ever, be  remembered  that  these  life 
interests  were  not  disposable.  The  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  had  based  his  compen- 
sation to  the  owners  of  rights  of  presen- 
tation upon  the  marketable  value  of  such 
rights.  He  did  not.  however,  propose  to 
apply  the  same  test  to  the  life  interest 
of  clergymen.  What  was  the  market- 
able value  of  a  clergymeu's  interest  ?  It 
was  nil.  The  clergyman  could  not  dis- 
pose of  it ;  be  was  bound  to  reside  on 
his  property  and  to  devote  the  whole  of 
his  energies  and  time  to  the  service  of 
the  parisli,  and  he  could  not  leave  the 
parish  except  for  a  month  or  two  without 
special  licence.  The  property,  therefore, 
was  mortgaged,  as  it  were,  up  to  the  hilt, 
and  was  not  disposable.  Yet  the  Govern- 
meut  proposed  to  give  the  same  liberal 
compensation  for  the  loss  of  it  as  they 
would  give  If  it  were  an  unencumbertMl 
and  perfectly  fair  life  interest. 

[Mr.  AsQ  c  1 T  H  here  i  n  t  erposed  a 
remark  which  did  not  reach  the  Reporters* 
Gallery.] 

Mr.  LLOYD -GEORGE  said,  he 
thought  that  made  the  case  worse,  and 
that  it  gave  away  the  whole  case  for  the 


Bill.  The  case  for  the  Bill  was  that  the 
services  performed  by  these  clergymen 
were  not  needed,  and  that  the  fact  that 
Nonconformist  farmers  paid  for  those 
services  was  the  cause  of  exasperation 
and  bitterness.  Yet  the  Government 
were  going  to  perpetuate  a  system  which 
they  admitted  to  be  a  thoroughly  bad 
one.  He  said  they  were  simply 
giving  away  any  case  they  might 
have  for  the  Bill  by  postponing  its 
operation  for  a  whole  generation.  What 
had  the  Welsh  clergy  done  for  Wales 
that  would  entitle  them  to  this  extra- 
ordinary indulgent  treatment  at  the  hands 
of  a  Welsh  people,  and  at  their  expense  ? 
A  Bill  had  been  introduced  for  the  dis- 
establishment of  the  Scotch  Church,  and 
he  believed  the  proposals  of  the  two 
Bills  were  the  same  with  regard  to  vested 
interests  ;  but  there  was  a  great  distinc- 
tion betweeu  the  two  cases.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  the  clergy  of  the  Scotch 
Cliiirch  were  entitled  to  very  tender 
treatment.  The  Seoich  Church  was  a 
thoroughly  Natiouiil  Church.  It  was  a 
Church  which  had  been  founded  by  the 
Scotch  people,  and  its  clergy  had  always 
been  in  the  forefront  of  any  struggle  for 
the  upholding  of  the  national  honour. 
These  things  could  not  bo  said  of  the 
Welsh  Church,  which  was  a  thoroughly 
anti-national  Church — a  Church  which 
had  beeu  forced  upon  Wales  by  Norman 
Kings,  and  a  Church  wliose  whole  his- 
tory had  been  a  history  of  warfare  against 
Welsh  nationality.  It  was  a  Church 
which  tbrouffliout  its  whole  career  bad 
grossly  neglected  its  spiritual  functions. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  indulgent  treatment  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hoo.  Geutlemau  was 
far  too  liberal  and  generous.  He  should 
like  to  quote  a  few  authorities  to  the 
House  to  show  that  the  Welsh  Church 
bad  lieen  an  antt-national  Church.  He 
would,  in  the  first  instance,  give  an 
authority  which  would  be  received,  he 
believed,  even  by  Members  opposite.  Ho 
reterreil  to  Archdeacon  l*ryee,who  was  a 
consistent  opponent  of  Welsh  disestab- 
lishment, but  who  had  written  the  he.st 
history  of  the  ancient  British  Church 
ever  published.  Archdeacon  Pryce 
said — 

"  The  snbjection  of  the  Welsh  Church  brouj^ht 
with  it  evils  that  have  been  perpetuated 
through  many  (tenerationt  down  to  the  19th  cen- 
tury,  it  was  the  policy  of  the  Xorman  Kings 
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to  stamp  oat  the  Welsh  national  seotiDient  with 
a  view  to  aBsimilation  with  their  EDglish  »ib- 
jects;  and.  udforttmately,  the  Bpiacopate  in 
Wales  was  made  the  instrament  forcarrjiDg 
oat  this  policy." 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
But  that  was  the  Church  of  Rome. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said,  it  was 
the  Church  of  which  this  Church  in 
Wales  was  the  successor.  It  was  the 
argnmeot  of  hou.  Members  opposite  that 
the  teacbiog  was  contiuuous.  The 
writer  went  on  to  say  that  in  pursuance 
of  the  policy  indicated  the  Bishops  ap- 
pointed iu  Wales  were  generally  alien, 
antagonistic  to  the  national  sentiment, 
and  prepared  to  obey  the  behests  of 
English  Kings,  connection  by  blood 
with  thB  Welsh  Princes  being 
disqualification  for  episcopal  office. 
That  was  a  quotation  out  of  a  book 
written  by  an  eminent  dignitary  of  the 
Church  in  Wales,  who  pronounced  this 
Church  to  have  been  anti-natioaal  for 
centuries,  who  said  that  the  Bishops  of 
the  Church  were  iu  the  nature  of  police- 
men and  spies  upou  the  Welsh  people, 
who  were  simply  there  to  watch  their 
movements,  and  to  report  anything  in 
tho  nature  of  a  tendency  towards  insurrec- 
tion. It  might  be  urged  that  this  was  a 
matter  of  aiicicGt  history,  but  uufortu- 
nately  it  was  not  so,  for  what  was  known 
as  the  Anglicising  policy  was  the  policy 
of  the  Church  at  the  present  moment.  On 
this  point  he  could  quote  the  authority 
of  another  treatise  written  by  a  distin- 
guished clergyman  of  the  Church  of 
Wales,  also  an  opponent  of  disestablish- 
ment, and  consequently  an  impartial  and 
unprejudiced  witness..  What  did  this 
ecclesiastic  say  ?    He  said — 

"That the  Anglicising  section  of  the  Church 
dominated  its  policy  at  the  present  moment, 
and  had  done  bo  for  centuries.  The  aim  of  that 
Anglicising  policy  was  to  stifle  the  sentiment  of 
Webb  nationality,  and  this  Anglidsing  section 
within  the  Church  sought  to  obtain  its  purpose 
of  attempting  to  assimilate  the  Church  in  Wales 
to  that  in  England  by  depreciating  the  Welsh 
language  and  literature,  .  ...  by  deriding 
Welsh  patriotism,  despising  Welsh  nationality, 
and  eren  by  attempting  sometimes  to  disprove 
its  very  existence." 

That  was  the  description  given  only  last 
year  by  a  Welsh  ctergymau  (the  Rev. 
David  Joues)  of  the  Anglicising  and  de- 
natioDaliaing  policy  pursued  by  this 
party  to  the  Welsh  people,  and  yet  they 
were  told  this  Church  was  to  be  ten- 
derly treated  at  the  expense  of  the  Welsh 
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peasants  because  it  was  their  property. 
['*No!  "]    It  was  the  property  of  the 
Welsh  people  given  to  a  perfectly  inde- 
pendent Church,  taken  away  from  that 
Church  and  given  to  an  anti-national 
Church  in  spite  of  the  protests  of  the 
Welsh  people,  and  it  was  only  now  their 
claims  were  being  listened  to  by  a  British 
Parliament  for  restitution  of  that  pro- 
perty.   Hon.  Gentlemen  might  say  they 
believed  in  an  Anglicising  policy  in  Wales, 
but  he  could  reply  to  them  in  the  words 
of  Archdeacon  Howell,  who  stated  a 
short  time  ago  that  to  attempt  to  de- 
nationalise the  Welsh  was  to  attempt  to 
demoralise  a  nation.    He  could  not  con- 
ceive any  deeper  injury  which  they  could 
inflict  than  to  destroy  that  individuality 
of  character,  that  sense  of  self-respect, 
that  true  manliness  of  spirit,  which  was 
the  possession  of  every  nation  which  had 
traditions,  literature,  and  a  language  of 
its  own.    Yet  that  was  what  bad  been 
attempted  by  members  of  this  Church 
from  the  12th  century  downwards.  Its 
consistent  policy  had  been   to  destroy 
Welsh  nationality  ;  to  use  their  spiritual 
position  for  the  purpose  of  Anglicising 
the  national  sentiment  of  Wales.  During 
the  whole  period  of  its  history  it  had 
grossly  neglected  its  spiritual  functions. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  seemed  to  assume 
"that  the  neglect  of  its  religions  work  was 
simply  a  feature  of  the  latter  part  of  the 
I8th  century  ;  but  that  was  not  so.  Let 
them  touch  the  history  of  the  Church  at 
any  point,  and  they  would  not  tiud  & 
trace  of  any  of  those  qualities  which 
tended   to    make    a    great  Religious 
Body.    The  hon.  Member  proceeded  to 
read  the  Petition  sent    by  the  Welsh 
Princes  in  the  13th  century  to  the  Pope, 
in  which  the  Princes  complained  that  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury   sent  them 
English  Bishops  who  were  ignorant  of 
the  manners  and  language  of  the  Welsh 
people,  and  who  could  not  preach  the 
Word  of  God  to  the  people  nor  receive 
their  confessions  but  through  interpretera. 
The   Bishops,   the   petitioners  stated, 
neither  loved  them  nor  their  land,  bnt 
persecuted  and  oppressed  them. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  May  I  ask 
if  the  hon.  Member  attempts  to  blame 
the  Reformed  Church  of  England  for  the 
doings  of  England  when  it  was  Romish  ? 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGEsaid.thebon. 
Member  endeavoured  to  distinguish  be- 
tween the  Church  of  Engliind  in  the  IZth 
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ceotury  and  the  present  Church.  He 
wondered  if  English  ConservatiTe  Mem- 
bers were  prepared  to  take  that  view  ? 
At  the  date  of  what  whs  called  its  amal- 
gamation, according  to  the  hon.  Member, 
it  was  a  Romish  Church.  That  meant 
it  could  not  be  the  successor  of  the 
ancient  British  Chnrch,  hecanse  that  was 
an  independent  Church.  During  the 
whole  course  of  its  existence  the  Church 
in  Wales  had  been  the  persistent  enemy 
of  Welsh  uatiooality,  while  it  bad  grossly 
negiected  its  spiritual  functions.  It  was 
said  that  at  the  present  time  the  Church 
was  active  and  energetic,  and  that  it  was 
a  growing  Church.  But  what  did  that 
mean  ?  It  meant  that  what  this  Church 
would  not  perform  from  a  sense  of  duty 
to  its  people  and  to  the  religion  of  which 
u  was  the  sole  exponent,  directly  its 
social  ascendency,  emoluments,  and  pri- 
vileges were  attacked  it  was  stimulated 
into  activity  and  energy.  It  was  stimu- 
lated into  activity  by  the  presence  of  the 
very  forces  which  now  rendered  its  ex- 
istence unnecessary.  Nonconformity  had 
provided  for  the  spiritual  wants  of  the 
people  ;  it  had  its  chapel  in  every  glen 
and  hillside.  There  was  no  necessity 
now  for  subsidising  this  Church,  even  if 
the  principle  of  religious  establishment 
were  admitted  at  all.  There  was  nothing 
to  be  said  for  a  Church  which  could  only 
be  stirred  into  anything  like  activity 
when  its  corruption  reached  such  a  point 
that  there  was  a  revolt  of  the  whole 
people  against  it.  That  was  the  ease  of 
the  Church  in  Wales.  He  would  not 
willingly  offend  any  man  in  the  matter  of 
his  creed,  ami  be  believed  the  Church  of 
England  was  a  great  Church  and  had 
exercised  a  beneficial  influence  on  the 
destinies  of  the  English  race ;  but  it  was 
for  him  to  speak  as  a  Welshman  of  what 
this  Church  had  been  in  Wales,  and  he 
said  that  during  the  whole  history  of 
the  Church  in  Wales  she  had  been  the 
enemy  of  the  common  people.  She  had 
betrayed  the  household  which  had  ex- 
tended hospitality  to  her  by  acting  the 
spy  ;  she  had  betrayed  the  people  whose 
spiritual  loterestB  were  committed  to  her 
charge  by  endeavouring  to  stamp  them 
out  as  a  nationality  from  amongst  the 
nations  of  the  Empire.  She  had  betrayed 
the  religion  of  which  she  was  the  sole 
exponent  in  Wales  by  bringing  disgrace 
upon  its  authors,  and  he  protested  most 
earnestly  against  postponing  projects  for 


the  amelioration  of  the  condition  of  the 
Welsh  nation  for  the  purpose  of  extending 
exceptional  indulgence  to  an  establish- 
ment the  priesthowl  of  which,  during  the 
whole  of  their  career,  had  simply  ^  had 
one  record  of  betrayal  of  that  nation's 
highest  interests. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOTJB  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  the  defence  of  this 
Bill  appears  to  have  been  put  by  the 
Government  into  commission.  The  ex- 
position of  its  details  was  made  in  a 
speech  of  masterly  lucidity  by  the 
Minister  iu  charge  of  the  Bill.  The 
defence  of  its  principles  is  apparently 
left  to  tbe  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down,  and  I  do  not  know  what  the 
Home  Secretary  thought  of  the  method 
in  which  his  general  views  upon  the 
question  of  disestablishment  were  pre- 
sented to  the  House  and  the  nation  by 
the  exponent  of  Welsh  Nonconformity 
who  has  just  addressed  us.  The  speech 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  dijfides  itself — ■ 
very  unequally  I  admit — into  two  parts. 
The  one  dealt  with  the  details  of  the  Bill ; 
the  other  dealtwith  tbe  reasons  for  passing 
the  Bill.  With  regard  to  wbat  ihe  said 
about  the  details  of  the  Bill  I  need  not 
detain  the  House,  for  the  whole  of  that 
part  of  his  speech  was  occupied  in 
explaining  that  it  was  one  of  the  worst 
Bills  which  ever  was  conceived,  and 
that  the  result  of  it  must  be,  not  to 
bring  that  peace  to  Wales  prophesied  for 
the  Bill  by  the  Home  Secretary,  but  to 
plunge  Wales  into  discord  even  greater 
tban  that  in  which  she  is  now  ;  and 
when  the  Home  Secretary  sought,  in  a 
humble  interruption,  to  defend  his  case, 
the  only  response  with  which  he  was 
greeted  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  that 
by  that  interruption  the  Home  Secretary 
had  given  the  whole  case  for  the  Bill 
away.  It  is  not  for  me  to  defend  the 
Bill  against  the  attack  of  the  hou. 
Gentleman.  All  I  need  to  do  before 
coming  to  the  Bill  itself,  and  before 
leaving  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, is  to  deal  very  briefly  with  some  of 
the  general  considerations  which  he  laid 
before  us.  The  hon.  Gentleman  began, 
as  I  suppose  he  was  in  duty  bound  to 
begin,  with  a  discussion  of  the  relative 
strength  of  the  various  Religious  De- 
nominations in  Wales.  He  gave  us,  in 
defence  of  his  particular  view,  what  he 
described  as  official  statistics,  which 
proved  that  the  strength  of  the  Esta- 
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blished  Chnrch  was  far  less  than  its 
defeDders  od  this  side  of  the  House  sup- 
pose. But  when  we  asked  him  wliat 
was  the  source  of  these  official  statistics 
it  turned  out  that  it  was  an  article  in 
The  Contemporary  Review^  a  very  able 
and  infiiieotiat  jourQal,  but  not  a  journat 
which  has  yet  risen  to  the  dignity  of  a 
Blue  Book,  or  which  we  are  obliged  to 
accept  as  an  authentic  record  of  facts 
officially  ascertaiDed.  But  I  do  not 
mean  to  cuter  lato  auy  contest  with 
the  hon.  Geutleman  in  regurd  to  these 
figures.  I  think  we  have  wasted  a  great 
deal  of  time  over  them,  for,  after  all,  I 
have  to  point  out  to  the  House  that,  in 
the  first  place,  our  decision  ought  nut  to 
depend  upon  the  relative  num^rs  of  the 
various  denominations  concerned.  I  have 
to  point  out,  in  the  second  platre,  that  it 
does  not  lie  id  the  mouths  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  use  that  lauguage 
80  long  as  they  refuse  the  Religious 
Census  for  ivhiiili  we  have  constantly 
askeil.  When  there  is  a  controversy 
as  to  whether  accouuts  have  been 
cooked  or  not,  without  examinutiou 
you  are  safe  to  give  it  against  the 
persons  who  refuse  to  allow  these 
accounts  to  he  examined,  and  so 
long  as  hon.  Gentlemen  from  Wales 
show  their  terror  of  the  Religious  Census 
by  practically  makiug  it  impossible  for 
any  Government  to  do  for  Wales  what 
has  long  l>een  done  witliont  protest  for 
Ireland,  so  long  we  are  jnstiKed  in  say- 
ing thuy  dare  not  have  a  Religions 
Census,  because  they  know  the  resnlt 
of  tliat  Census  would  destroy  their  case. 
Having  dealt  with  the  official  records 
contained  in  The  Contemporary  Review, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  went  oo  to  give  his 
TiowB  of  Welsh  history,  and  most 
astonishing  views  they  were.  I  do  not 
know  whether  any  professional  and  com- 
petent historians  were  in  the  House  when 
he  was  speaking — whether,  for  instance, 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Abenleeu  or 
any  person  of  like  authority  was  present. 
But  it  does  not  require  one  to  be  a  com- 
petent historian  to  know  that  the  hon. 
Member  has  drawn  entirely  upon  his 
own  fancy  when  he  has  pictured  his 
iudependeut  Wales  as  existing  at  some 
period  unknown  and  unspecified  in  the 
remote  darkness  of  tlie  Middle  Ages. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  dkl  not  give  us,  so 
far  as  I  recollect,  one  single  date  or  one 
single  authority,  except  a  stray  reference 
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to  an  Act,  which  I  confess  I  bad  never 
heard  of  before,  which  he  described  as 
the  Act  of  Union  with  Wales.  We 
know  of  the  Act  of  Union  with  Scotlaad 
and  of  the  Act  of  Union  with  Ireland, 
but  certainly  none  of  us  beard  on  either 
side,  until  he  gave  us  the  information, 
that  there  ever  bad  been  an  Act  of  Union 
for  Wales.  I  cannot  help  recalling  in 
that  connection  a  statement  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian  not  so 
very  long  ago,  when  he  informed  the 
House 

"Tliat  Wales  had  never  been  dealt  with 
nei>arately  or  on  any  separate  principle  in  any 
Reform  Bill," 

and 

*'That  diirtinctloDS  between  EDg^and  and 
Wales  except  in  the  recital  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, for  the  purpose  of  indicating  their  unity, 
it  totally  unknown  to  our  Constitution." 

However,  as  the  hon.  Geutleman  diil  refer 
me  to  this  Act  of  Union  for  Wales,  I 
asked  a  frieud  to  procure  it  from  the 
Library.  I  do  not  require  tu  read  the 
whole  statute,  which  is  a  long  one,  but 
the  Hou^e  will,  perhaps,  be  interested 
with  a  few  words  from  its  preamble. 
This  is  the  statute,  apparently,  whiuh  in- 
dicates the  separate  character  of  Wales  as 
a  nationality,  aud  is  the  foundation  of  her 
freedom.   It  begins  thus — 

"  Albeit  the  Dominion,  Frincipality,  and 
country  of  Wales  jufltly  aotl  righteously  is  and 
ever  bath  been  incorporat«fl,  annexed,  united. 
And  subject  to,  and  under  the  Imperial  Crown 
of  the  realm  .  .  .  and  also  becauEc  that  the 
I)caple  of  the  same  Dominion  have  and  do  dally 
use  a  8;)cec)i  nothing  like  or  consonant  to  the 
natural  mother  tongue  used  within  thU  realm, 
and  because  some  rude  and  ignorant  people  have 
made  distinction  and  diveniity  l>etwe<'n  the 
King's  subjects  of  this  realm  und  his  subjects  of 
the  said  Dominion  and  Principality  of  Wales 
.  .  .  His  Highness  therefore  of  a  singular 
zeal,  love,  and  favour  that  be  beareth  towards 
his  subjects  of  his  said  Dominion  of  Wales." 
desires  *'  utterly  to  extirp  all  and  singular  the 
sinister  usages  and  customs  differing  from  the 
same,  and  to  bring  the  said  subjects  of  this  his 
realm,  and  of  hia  said  Dominion  of  Wales  to  an 
amicable  conconl  and  unity." 

I  really  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  shonid 
have  carefully  looked  at  this  charter  of 
Welsh  liberties  before  he  led  us  to  think 
that  there  were,  I  will  not  say  rude,  but 
still  ignorant  persons,  who,  in  the  words 
of  the  statute,  did  make  a  distinction  and 
diversity  between 

"The  King's  subjects  of  this  realm  and  his 
sabjectii  of  the  said  Dominion  and  Prin- 
ci|»lity." 
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Now  the  third  and  Iwt  point  whioh  the 
hoa.  M«nber  made  consisted  in  an  attack 
upon  Uie  English  Church  in  Wales  for 
the  neglect  of  its  duties  and  a  comparison 
between  it  and  the  NoDCODformist  Bodies 
verj  much  to  the  advaiitageof  the  latter. 
I  do  not  mean  to  follow  the  hoo.  Gentle- 
man through  the  embittered  controversy 
which  he  ioitiated,  and  certainly  I  am  not 
going  to  use  towards  the  Nonconfonaist 
Bodies  in  Wales  epithets  and  phrases 
whioh  he  was  not  ashamed — though  he 
ought  to  have  heen  ashamed — ^to  use 
towards  the  memhers  of  that  great 
oommuniou  which  he  was  attacking.  Bat 
I  will  only  say,  sp  far  as  my  information 
goes,  that  there  is  in  this  respect  an 
honourable  rivalry  between  all  the 
Christian  deuomiDatioDS  in  Wales  to  do 
their  work  and  to  do  their  duty,  and  no 
denomination  in  Wales  has  a  right  to  say 
that  its  own  work  is  perfect,  and  that 
even  the  Nonconformist  Bodies,  so  ably 
represented  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  have 
by  the  mouths  of  authorities  not  less  thau 
himself  expressed  their  own  view  that 
the  reason  of  the  present  crisis  might  be 
that  the  Nonconformist  Bodies  were 
falling  behind  their  Established  brethren 
in  the  great  work  in  which  they  are 
both  concerned.  Mr.  J.  R.  Daviex,  a 
gentleman  who,  I  believe,  was  lately  a 
Member  of  this  House,  speakiug  as 
Chairman  of  the  Welsh  Nonconformist 
Conference  at  Carnarvon,  only  two  years 
ago,  used,  as  I  am  informed,  this 
sentenoe — 

"  I  doubt  at  times  whether  ilisaent  lias  not 
done  its  work.  One  thin^  that  inclineH  me  to 
this  opinion  is  tlie  fact  that  the  great  aim 
of  the  sects  at  present  is  the  ilisestiibliKhment 
and  diaendowment  of  the  Church  of  England  in 
Wales — an  aim  wholly  political,  a  low  aim  for 
the  Chnrch  of  the  living  God,  and  the  fact  that 
they  are  swallowed  up  by  so  worldly  an  aim  is 
itself  an  admission  and  a  condemDAtion  of  their 
spiritual  destitution." 

It  is  not  my  business,  and  I  am  not  going, 
to  express  agreement  or  disagreement 
with  a  statement  made  upon  the 
authority  of  the  Chairman  of  this  Non- 
oooformist  meeting,  but,  at  all  events,  it 
may  teach,  it  should  teach,  the  hon.  Geo- 
tleman  and  his  friends  some  greater 
humility  of  statement  than  he  has  per- 
mitted faiouelf  to-day,  and  may  induce 
him  to  believe  that  the  case  against  the 
Church  in  Wales  is  not  to  be  defended 
upon  some  wrong,  real  or  imaginary,  that 
occurred  in  the  1 3th  century,  but  is  to  be 


measured  by  the  compatative  work  both 
the  Church  and  NoDconformists  are  doing 
now  in  the  cause  of  true  religion.  If  be 
takes  that  as  the  measure  of  his  com- 
parison, I  think,  whatever  may  be  the 
result  of  bis  studies,  he  will  not  again  per- 
mit himself,  either  in  this  House  or  on  a 
Welsh  platform,  to  use  the  violent  and 
bitter  terms  of  reproach  he  has  to-day 
burled  against  men  whom  he  evidently  re- 
gards more  as  political  opponents  than  as 
uien  engaged  in  a  work  with  which  he  as  a 
Christian  geatl«nan  ought  to  sympathise. 
Now,  Sb,  I  pass  to  a  vwy  brief  review 
of  the  Bill  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary  has  laid  before 
us,  and  I  shall  deal  with  it  chiefly  in 
respect  of  those  points  in  which  a  differeut 
plan  has  been  adopted  from  that  when 
the  Irish  Church  was  disestablislied.  I 
shall  at  once  touch  on  that  part  of  the 
Bill  which  deals  with  matters  connected 
with  the  Church  establishmont,  and  then 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  in  so  far 
as  they  affect  the  general  community. 
The  first  poiut  on  which  I  have  to  attack 
the  proposals  of  the  Government  is  the 
least  important.  It  ^^hat  which  is 
raised  by  their  propoen  in  regard  to 
Church  patronage.  The  Government 
have  fixeil  in  this  Bill  one  year's  income 
as  the  proper  compensation  to  be  given 
to  patrons,  and  they  founil  themselves 
upon  the  action  taken  by  the  Conserva- 
tive Government  in  1874,  iu  relation  to 
the  Scotch  Act,  and  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman with  a  happy  mimicry  was  glad 
to  say  he  had  shielded  himself  under  the 
precedent  set  by  Lord  Beaconsfield  iu 
that  year.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man does  not  only  desire  to  disestablish 
the  Welsh  Church,  but  he  is  a  Scotch 
Member,  and  as  a  Scotch  Member  he 
ought  to  know — he  must  know — some- 
thing of  the  circumstances  which  made 
one  year  a  full  measure  of  corapensalion 
in  the  case  of  Scotland,  while  it  is  an  in- 
equitable and  unjust  measure  iu  the  case 
of  Wales.  Is  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
aware  that  be  will  not  find  a  time,  I 
believe,  iu  the  generation  following  the 
Act  of  1843  when  there  was  one  single 
case  in  which  the  next  presentation  in 
Scotland  was  sold  at  all?  There  is, 
therefore,  no  estimate  to  be  derived  from 
the  outside  market  as  to  the  value  of 
those  presentations.  In  the  second  place, 
is  be  not  aware  that  in  18-13  an  Act  was 
passed  modifying  permauently  the  law  iu 
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the  Scotch  Cbnrchf  and  practically  giviDg 
parishioneTB  the  power  to  make  objection 
to  the  presentee  ;  and  to  have  that  objec- 
tion tried  before  a  competent  tribunal, 
and,  naturally,  under  those  circum- 
Btances,  the  market  value,  if  it  ever 
existed,  for  advowBons  was  entirely 
destroyed,  so  that  there  is  no  parallel 
whatever  between  the  case  of  Scotland 
and  the  cases  of  England  or  Wales,  to 
which  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  desires 
to  apply  that  precedent  P  But  that  is 
not  all.  The  House  may  not  be  aware 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor,  under  a  recent 
statute,  has  been  empowered,  and  has 
used  that  power,  of  selling  presentations 
in  his  gift.  That  ought  to  give  us  some 
measure  of  what  adrowsons  sell  for. 
Has  the  Government  investigated  what 
price  these  advowsons  fetch  in  the 
market,  and,  if  they  have  done  so,  will 
they  give  us  some  particulars  with 
regard  to  them  ?  I  want  to  know  if 
these  advowsons  have  been  sold  in  Wales 
by  the  English  Chancellor  under  the 
statute  passed  by  tho  British  Parliament, 
by  what  right  do  you  take  away  these 
advowsons  so  bought  at  the  miserable 
compensation  fixed  in  this  Bill  ?  A 
grosser  case  of  spoliation,  I  think,  can 
hardly  be  conceived,  and  unless  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  shows  as  by  investiga- 
tion of  facts  that  the  value  in  the  market 
of  these  advowsons  is  what  the  Govern- 
ment  estimate  them  at,  he  and  his 
friends  must  be  open  to  tbe  charge  of 
deliberately  depriving  those  who  have 
bought  property  under  the  laws  of  the 
land  from  legitimate  protection  in  tbe 
use  of  it.  That,  as  I  said,  is  com- 
paratively a  small  question,  but  the  next 
is  much  more  important.  It  relates  to 
the  curates ;  it  is  the  measure  of  justice, 
or  injustice,  dealt  out  to  the  curates. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  very  naturally 
and  properly  has  made  a  study  of  what 
passed  under  the  Irish  Disestablishment 
Act  of  1869,  and  he  explained  to  the 
House  that  in  the  provisions  of  that  Act 
the  Irish  curates  got  a  great  deal  more 
than  tbey  ought  to  buive  got.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  used  the  occasion 
for  levelling  at  tbe  House  of  Lords  one 
of  those  sneers  with  which  we  are 
ftimiliar.  The  House  of  Lords,  no  donbt, 
did  modify  the.  original  provisioiis  of  the 
Bill  in  respect  to  compensation  to  be 
given  to  these  curates,  but  I  observe  that 
when  the  Amendment  was  disonssed  in 
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this  House  the  Minister  in  charge  of  the 
Bill — the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Midlothian  (Mr.  W.  £. 
Gladstone) — declared  that  the  arrange- 
ments come  to  by  the  Lords  were  lair 
and  reasonable.  I,  therefore,  do  not  think 
it  lies  in  the  mouth  of  a  Minister,  so  lately 
a  colleague  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
to  make  it  a  subject  of  complaint  and 
accusation  against  the  House  of  Lords 
that  they  had  adopted  this  fair  and  reason- 
able arrangement.  If  the  House  of  Lords 
were  guilty — and  I  do  not  think  it  has 
been  proved  that  tbey  were  guilty— of 
giving  too  favour^le  terms  to  curates,  I 
want  to  know  whether  that  is  any  justi- 
fication for  depriving  these  men  of  their 
just  rights  without  any  compensation  at 
all.  It  Is  true  that  the  Lords  modified 
the  original  provisions  in  the  Bill  with 
regard  to  curates,  but  it  is  also  true  that 
in  the  Bill  as  originally  introduced  tbe 
rights  and  interests  of  these  curates 
were  dealt  with,  and  I  should  like  to  know 
bow  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  can  recon- 
cile it  with  his  sense  of  justice,  or,  at  all 
events,  with  that  measure  of  justice 
which  those  who  introdnced  the  Bill  in 
1869  thought  ought  to  be  meted  out. 
There  is  something  worse  than  giving 
too  good  terms  to  those  who  are  dis- 
possessed, and  that  is  giving  no  terms  at 
all,  and  treating  them  with  the  gross  in- 
justice which  appears  to  be  deliberately 
contemplated  by  this  Bill.  The  next 
point  of  difference  from  the  Irish  Church 
— and  all  these  points  are  points  of  dif- 
ference for  the  worse — is  that  which  re- 
lates to  the  provisions  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  made  in  regard  to  the 
cathedrals.  It  does  appear  to  me  to  be 
their  desire  for  no  public  object  to  inflict 
a  deliberate  insult  on  the  Welsh  Church. 
If  they  had  set  to  work  to  contrive  that 
insult  they  could  not  have  done  it  better. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
cathedrals  are  to  be  preserved  as  national 
monuments.  At  this  moment.  Sir,  they 
would  be  national  ruins  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  money  the  members  of  the 
English  Charch  have  lavishly  spent  in 
their  restoration  and  preservation,  and  to 
hand  the  cathedrals  over  to  these  three 
gentlemen — of  whom  the  Member  who 
has  just  sat  down  would  be  one,  and  who 
spoke  of  the  English  clerg^en  as 
rMders,  to  hand  them  over  to  a  Noncon- 
fonnist  body  of  persons  who  are  to  have 
possession  of  the  cathedrals,  and  who  are 

Digitized  by  GoOglc 


1709      Etiablished  Church     {30  April  1894} 


1710 


to  allow  those  wbo  hare  ooodncted 
worship  in  them  for  thoBO  hundreds  of 
years  to  come  in  on  licence  to  perform 
the  services  seems  to  me  to  be  metinft 
oat  a  kind  of  treatment  to  the 
members  of  this  great  communioD  in 
Wales  wiiich  must  produce  the  pro- 
fonndest  irritation  amongat  them,  and 
which  can,  as  far  as  1  can  see,  serve  uo 
public  object.  The  right  boo.  Gentle- 
man gave  us  some  verj  obscure  sugges- 
tions on  this  point.  He  told  us  that  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England  were 
to  be  allowed'  to  celebrate  tlieir  services 
in  the  cathedrals,  but  he  did  not  toll  us 
whether  anybody  else  conid  do  so. 
Therefore,  it  is  open  to  conjecture  whe- 
thw  the  cathedrals  are  not  to  be  handed 
over  to  every  form  of  Christian  worship 
or  public  ceremony.  The  fourth  point  on 
which  this  Bill  differs  from  the  Irish 
Bill  is,  in  my  opinion,  the  most  important 
of  alt.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told 
us  that,  in  giving  a  12  percent,  bonus ou 
capitalisation  or  commutation,  he  feared 
that  too  favourable  terms  were  offered  to 
the  Irish  Church.  I  am  not  going  to 
chicane  about  the  exact  percentage  which 
ought  to  be  allowed,  or  whether  any 
should  be  allowed  ;  but  that  yon  should 
make  it  easy  tar  the  Church  in  Wales  to 
capitalise  its  property  I  have  no  doubt 
whatever.  And,  when  I  see  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  put  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  scheme  by  which  capitalisation 
is  rendere<l  almost  impossible,  I  am  driven 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  hatred  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  to  their 
brother  Christians  is  so  great  that,  not 
oontout  with  depriving  the  Church  of  the 
whole  of  its  property,  they  desire  to  de- 
prive it  of  its  property  under  ciroum- 
atanoes  and  conditions  which  will  make 
it  as  diffionlt  as  possible  for  that  Church 
to  do  its  work  in'the  future.  What  will 
be  the  result  ?  As  you  have  framed  your 
Bill  the  natural  consequence  of  your  pro- 
visions will  be  that  each  clergyman  en- 
joying a  freehold  benefice  will  coutioue 
to  the  end  of  his  life  to  enjoy  it,  and  when 
lie  dies  the  whole  property  will  be  lost 
for  ever  to  the  Church  of  which  he  was  a 
member.  The  only  method  of  dealing 
with  that  is  to  ensure  that  the  vorions  in- 
cumbents should  commnto  their  life 
income  for  a  capital  sum  to  be  devoted 
for  ever  to  the  use  of  the  Church.  But 
yon  make  it  almost  impossible  to 
•carry  out   that  operation  at  all,  and 


quite  impossible  to  carry  it  out 
on  fair  terms.  And  '  why  ?  Z 
will  tell  you.  Yon  allow  every  clei^y- 
man  to  enjoy  his  income  in  his  benefice 
at  an  undiminished  rate  of  remuneration 
during  the  term  of  his  life,  but  if  he 
leaves  he  has  to  pay  a  fine,  a  cousider- 
able  fine,  compared  with  his  age.  If, 
therefore,  he  goes  to  an  Insurance  Office 
to  capitalise  his  interest  iu  his  benefice,  he 
will  only  be  able  to  capitalise,  not  upon 
the  income  which  be  is  enjoying,  but 
upon  that  reduced  income  which  he  must 
under  any  cironmstances  enjoy.  That 
is  not  putting  the  12  percent,  bonus  on 
the  commutation  on  capitalisation  of  the 
annual  income  ;  it  is  making  a  large  dis- 
count— in  fact,  inflicting  a  heavy  fine 
for  carrying  out  that  provision ;  and 
therefore  I  say  tbat  in  this  provision  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  there  is  not  a 
desire  to  deal  equitably  with  what  he 
must  admit  is  an  ancient  and  an  honour- 
able institution,  but  a  desire  to  destroy 
it — not  merely  to  destroy  it  now,  but  for 
all  time  to  come.  More  ungenerous 
treatment  of  those  wbo  at  least  might 
ask  for  justice — they  do  not  ask  for 
more — has  never  been  raeted  out  to  aoy 
body  of  men  whose  recognised  rights  this 
House  has  bad  to  deal  with.  I  now 
leave  the  points  in  which  this  Bill  differs 
from  the  Irish  Bill  for  the  worse,  and  I 
come  to  the  points  which  affsct  the  com- 
munity, who  are  made  the  heirs  and  the 
legatees  of  the  property  which  belongs 
to  the  Church.  Here  I  have  to  criticise 
the  Bill  from  tbe  point  of  view  of  the 
public,  the  parochial  system  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  adopted.  He 
says  that  the  central  national  fund  of  the 
Irish  Church  has  been  abused  by  suc- 
cessive Governments,  and  Uiat  the  fund 
has  been  gradually  plundered  until  with- 
in a  generation  the  whole  has  been 
squandered  ;  so  he  has  determined  that 
no  such  abuse  shall  occur  in  this  cist; ; 
and  therefore  he  has  adopted  a  pla:i  by 
which  every  parish  shall  be  made  for  alt 
time  the  heir  to  the  tithes  which  are 
collected  within  its  limits.  I  do 
not  agree  altogether  with  the  criti- 
cism passed  upon  the  uses  to  which 
the  Irish  Church  Fund  has  been 
applied.  There  have  been  one  or  two 
cases  in  which  a  Government,  in  order  to 
relieve  itself  of  immediate  difficulty,  has 
put  its  hand  into  that  national  fund 
rather  than  draw  upon  the  Imperial 
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Exchequer.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
Party  to  which  I  belong  has  committed 
those  mistakes  ;  but  I  do  not  desire  to 
revive  recollections  of  past  controversies. 
When  X  remember  that  out  oi  this  fund 
Ton  have  created  a  great  UaiTersitj  in 
Dublin,  and  that  out  of  it  tou  have 
collected  the  resources  for  the  Congested 
Districts  Board,  I  say,  looking  at  those 
two  great  objects  and  leaving  out  of 
acconut  all  minor  ones,  I  do  not  think  the 
fund  has  been  wasted,  I  wish  to  know 
what  security  we  have  that,  when  these 
parishes  are  set  squabbling  over  tbeur 
share  of  the  funds,  and  when  the  parish- 
ioners are  set  squab bl  ing  as  to  the  purposes 
to  which  the  money  shall  be  applied,  what 
gnamntee  is  there  that  as  large  a  pro- 
portion of  jobbery  and  nseless  expendi- 
ture will  not  take  place  under  the  systMn 
of  this  Bill  as  has  occurred  under  the 
Irish  Church  Act  P  That  is  not  my  main 
objection.  My  main  objection  is  that 
the  new  plan  is  unworkable,  in 
the  -  first  instance ;  and  if  it  were 
workable  it  would  produce  boundless 
difficulties  and  endless  controversies 
between  all  the  parties  who  expect  to 
share  in  the  distribution  of  these  endow- 
ments. I  presume  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  looked  into  the  figures,  but  I 
cannot  believe  that  the  various  parties 
whose  support  is  to  be  bought  by  their 
share  of  public  plunder  will  be  content 
with  the  result  of  their  examination. 
However  you  take  the  figures — whether 
as  between  North  and  South  Wales,  or 
as  between  one  county  and  another,  or  as 
between  one  parish  and  another — you 
will  find  inequalities  and  anomalies  so 
glaring  that  I  do  not  believe  the  results 
wilt  ever  be  tolerated.  Take  two  or 
three  examples.  The  County  of  Ola- 
moi^^  has  a  p<^nlation  of  693,000, 
or,  say,  700,000,  and  the  parochial  tithe 
ia  £16,000.  The  County  of  Anglesey 
has  a  population  of  35,000,  and  a  paro- 
chial tithe  of  £12,064.  Therefore,  a 
population  20  times  lees  has  three-fourths 
of  the  same  tithe.  In  other  words,  Angle- 
sey has  15  times  more  tithe  than  she  is 
entitled  to  on  any  just  comparison  of 
population.  I  dare  say  Anglesey  will 
like  that  arrangement,  but  I  am  sure 
Glamorgan  will  not.  Take  two  great 
industrial  and  mining  counties  and 
compare  them  with  the  rest  of  Wales. 
Glamorgan  and  Monmouth  have  a 
population  of  about  1,000,000,  and  the 
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rest  of  Wales  800,000.    Ghimorgan  and 
Uonmouth  have   £34,000  of  parochial 
tithes,  and  the  rest  of  Wales  £120,000,  so 
that  the  smaller  part,  judged  by  popula- 
tion, has  three  and  a  haU  times  its  proper 
share  of  tithes.    Take  North  and  South 
Wales.    They  liave  had  their  quarrels 
before,    and    may  have   them  again. 
Roughly  speaking,  the  parochial  tithes 
are  the  same— that  is  to  say,  that  North 
Wales  gets  nearly  £74,000  and  South 
Wales  £70,000  ;  and,  while  the  parochial 
tithes  are  nearly  equal,  the  populationa 
are  as  451,000  to  1,325,000,  so  that, 
tested  by  population,  North  Wales  has 
nearly  three  times  the  share  of  South 
Wales.    This  is  a  difference  which  is  in- 
tolerable, and  cannot  be  justified  on  '  any 
general  principle.    When  you  come  to 
parishes  this  inequality  is  even  greater 
than  it  appears  to  be  when  you  are  con- 
sidering larger  areas.    It  is  greater  for 
two  reasons — because  there  is  a  great 
existing  inequality  in  the  distribution  of 
the  tithe  as  between  various  parishes, 
and  also  because  that  inequality  is  now 
partially  redressed  by  the  action  of  the 
Scolesiastical  Commissioners,  but  their 
action  is  to  be  put  an  end  to  by  the  Bill. 
The  town  of  Swansea  has  a  population  of 
43,000  ;  the  panwhiat  tithe  is  £142  in 
all ;  and  in  order  more  or  less  to  redress 
the  balance  the  Ectdesiaatical  Commie- 
sioners  give  £649  a  year  to  the  five 
parishes  of  which  Swansea  is  composed. 
This  £649  will  be  swept  away  by  the 
Bill,    and     Swansea    will     be  left 
with  its  £142  per   annum  for  carry- 
ing  out  all    the   objects   of  religion. 
That  is  the  ease  of  Swansea.  Take  the 
case  of  the  parish  of  Llangelyoin,  in 
Carnarvonshire  ;  its  tithe  is  £250  a  year 
and  its   population  158;  so  that  158 
people  in  the  village  have  a  much  largo* 
sum  than  the  48,000  in  Swansea.  There, 
again,  I  take  it  that  Llangelynin  will  like 
the  arrangement,  but  what  will  Swansea 
say  to  the  new  arrangement  ?    Here  is 
another  case  that  is  even  worse.  There 
is  a  parish  in  Carmarthenshire  wham 
there  are  two  livings  in  which  the  paro- 
chial tithe  is  nil,  the  tithe  goes  else- 
where, but  the  population  is  23,900,  or 
close  upon  24,000.    The  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  meet  the  necessities  of 
this  case  by  an  allowance  of  £439,  wbicb 
goes  under  the  Bill,  so  that  24,000  people 
will  be  left  without  a  single  sixpence. 
I  could  give  other  cases,  but  I  do  not 
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think  it  ia  Decessary,  because  I  do  not 
believe  any  Welsh  Member  will  rise  in 
bis  place  and  pretend  that  these  in- 
equalities do  not  exist,  or  that  they  are 
joatifiable,  or  indeed  tolerable.  But, 
Sir,  that  is  not  my  only  objection,  from 
the  public  point  of  viev,  to  this  scheme. 
What  will  the  result  be  from  another 
point  of  view — that  produced  by  con- 
tinuing payment  to  a  church  so  long  as 
the  incnmbent  happens  to  live  ?  You 
will  have  one  parish  coming  almost  im- 
mediately into  possession  of  what  it  is 
entitled  to  under  this  Bill,  and  next  door 
to  it  another  parish  which  will  have  to 
wait  ior  a  long  period.  Do  you  think 
that  will  conduce  to  a  cordial  feeling 
between  the  parishioners  and  the  clergy- 
men ?  I  do  not  know  whether  I  am 
right  in  interpreting  something  which 
fell  from  an  hou.  Member  just  now  into  a 
threat  of  what  would  happen  to  a  clergy- 
man if  he  presumed  to  live  too  long,  and 
kept  the  parishioners  out  of  their  just 
rights — that  he  was  to  be  made  uncom- 
fortable and  driven  from  the  parish. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE:  I  did  not 
make  use  of  any  threat  at  all.  1  simply 
paid  that  the  clergyman  might  be  offered 
inducements  to  leave. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  will  not 
chop  logic  with  the  hon.  Member  ;  but  I 
may  assume  for  the  sake  of  argumeut 
that  his  Welsh  countrymen  may  resist 
the  inducements  which  may  be  offered.  I 
ask  the  House  to  consider  what  will  be 
the  position  of  the  parish  reformer  in 
these  circumstances.  Take  the  village 
Hampden,  with  a  passion  for  baths  and 
washhonses — be  finds  the  village^  cursed 
with  a  young  and  liealthy  incumbent. 
Would  not  the  whole  influence  of  this 
interesting  agitator  be  entirely  directed 
to  the  purpose  of  driving  out  the  unhappy 
individual  who  stands  in  the  way  of  the 
village  acquiring  the  property  of  the 
Chnrcb  to  carry  out  his  favourite  scheme? 
When  I  remember  that  almost  the  only 
argument  the  Home  Secretary  con- 
descended to  use  in  favour  of  his  plan 
was  that  it  was  going  to  introduce  peace 
into  the  Principality  in  lien  of  discord,  it 
appears  to  roe  to  be  one  of  the  most 
wonderful  projects  ever  advanced  from 
the  Treasury  Bench.  Whether  Iconsider 
it  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  relations 
of  large  uvas  of  the  country,  or  of  the 
counties  to  each  other,  or  of  parish  to 
parish,  or  of  individuals  in  each  parish 


who  are  going  to  quarrel  for  these  funds, 
or  of  the  unfortunate  incumbent  who  will 
hare  to  bear  with  their  impatience — 
from  whatever  point  of  view  you  consider 
the  question,  whatever  class  you  take  into 
consideration,  yon  are  driven  to  the  con- 
clusion that  you  are  asked,  with  full  de- 
liberation, to  throw  an  apple  of  discord 
into  Welsh  social  life,  that  will  make  the 
condition  of  that  country  perfectly  in- 
tolerable. I  think  there  is  a  worse 
aspect  of  this  particular  method  of  dealing 
with  this  fund.  Hitherto,  when  we  have 
heard  of  disestablishment,  it  has  been 
advocated  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
better  the  money  should  be  thrown  into  the 
sea  rather  than  used  for  a  rival  sect. 
I  do  not  think  that  that  is  a  very  honour- 
able argument,  but  it  is  an  intelligible 
argument;  and  it  does  not  appeal  to  all 
the  baser  passions  of  humanity.  Tbe 
Government,  however,  drag  in  as  allies 
every  one  of  those  passions  to  which  they 
can  offer  any  temptation.  Not  content, 
as  their  predecessors  have  been,  with 
ministering  to  the  envy  of  competing 
sectc,  they  must  minister  also  to  the  greed 
and  avarice  of  private  individuals.  Ton 
are  going  to  teach  every  man  in  a 
Welsh  parish  where  there  are  eccle- 
siastical tithes  to  be  distributed  that  the 
organisation  and  the  man  who  has  been 
ministering  to  his  spiritual  needs  now 
stand  in  the  way  of  his  putting  so  much 
hard  cash  into  his  pocket ;  and  you  are 
teaching  him  to  watch  with  eagerness 
the  gradual  transfer  of  the  property 
which  has  been  hitherto  devoted  to 
spiritual  purposes  to  the  advancement  of 
ends  which  may  be  good  enough  in  them- 
selves, and  whioh  certainly  are  in  accord- 
ance with  the  passing  fads  of  the 
moment,  but  which  one  on  either  side 
of  the  House  will  dare  to  put  on  a  level 
with  the  great  objects  which  the  Church 
serves.  I  cannot  help  wondering  what 
would  be  the  result  of  a  cross-examina- 
tion, could  we  conduct  it  under  favour- 
able conditions,  in  which  the  examiner 
wonld  be  some  intelligent  foreigner  not 
acquainted  with  our  ecclesiastical 
squabbles,  and  in  which  the  defendants 
would  be  the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's 
Groveroroent.  I  should  like  them  to  be 
put  on  their  oath  as  to  the  motives  whioh 
have  moved  them  to  bring  in  this  Bill.. 
I  can  understand  the  intelligent  foreigner^ 
who  has  been  told  that  this  Church  pro- 
perty dates  back  from  immemorial  anti- 
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quity,  and  has  been  used  for  spiritual 
purposes  for  hundreds  of  years,  asking 
the  Goveruraeut  why  \i  is  that  the 
Church  is  to  be  deprived  of  this  means  of 
usefuluess.  He  might  say,  Have  you 
ceased  to  be  Christians — is  it  because 
Christianity  is  no  longer  the  accepted 
religion  of  the  couutry— that  you  wish 
to  deprive  a  Christian  Church  of  its  eo- 
dowmeots  ?  "  Whatever  other  reasoas 
the  Government  might  give,  that  is  a 
reason  which  they  would  hasten  to 
repudiate.  Then  the  intelligent  foreigner 
might  ask,  **l8  it  because  the  diver- 
gences of  belief  between  the  An- 
glican Church  and  the  Noucooformist 
sects  are  so  great  that  it  is  impossible  for 
them,  though  all  calling  themselves 
Christians,  to  consent  to  work  together 
for  the  same  great  object  ?  "  He  would 
be  told  in  answer  that  that  was  not  the 
case.  The  greatest  founders  <^  Welsh 
Nonconformity  were  devoted  members  of 
the  Anglican  communion,  in  the  very 
days  when  the  hon.  Member  says  that 
that  communion  was  neglecting  its  duty  ; 
they  lived  and  died  members  of  that  com- 
munion ;  and  at  ih'i^  moment  I  understand 
that  it  is  part  of  the  charter  of  more 
than  one  of  these  great  Nonconformist 
sects  tiiat  they  accept  the  articles  of  the 
Church  of  England.  It  is,  therefore,  no 
divergence  of  belief  which  makes  these 
gentlemen  rush  for  the  funds  of  the 
Church  to  which  they  do  not  beloog. 

Is  it,  then,"  our  foreign  inquirer  might 
ask,  "because  the  Church  of  Eugluid 
has  changed  its  religion  and  giveu  up 
opinions  which  it  once  held  ?"  He 
would  be  told  that  that  is  not  so.  By 
statute  of  this  realm  a  Nonconformist 
Body  which  for  25  years  professes  a 
particular  faith  undianged,  may  keep  the 
property  originally  given  to  it  for  other 
purposes.  The  English  Church  ha^ 
maintained  for  300  years  and  more  her 
doctrines  unchanged.  And  why  is  she 
to  be  deprived,  with  this  long  record 
behind  her,  of  the  privilege  which  you 
give  to  a  Nonconformist  Body  every  25 
years  if  it  desires  to  change  its  doctrines  ? 
Then  the  foreigner  might  ask,  "  If  you 
are  agreed  that  the  Church  in  Wales 
preaches  Christianity  and  a  form  of 
Christianity  to  which  you  have  no  objec- 
tion, and  has  deserved  to  keep  its  endow- 
ments by  eonsisteut  adhesion  to  its 
doctrines,  is  your  object  to  deprive  it  of 
its  endowments  because  experience  shows 
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that  the  cause  of  religion  is  not  really 
furthered  by  the  possession  of  material 
wealth  ?  "  ["  Hear,  hear  I  "]  One  hon. 
Gentleman  appears  to  think  that  that  is 
so.  It  is  not  the  opinion  of  the  great 
body  of  the  Nonconformists  of  this 
country,  who  have  gladly  accepted,  and 
have  reckoned  among  their  greatest 
benefactors,  those  who  endowed  them 
with  the  worldly  goods  without  which 
even  spiritual  work  cannot  be  done.  Then 
the  inquirer  might  ask,  as  a  last  resort, 
whether  these  funds  were  now  useless 
for  religious  purposes  because  those 
purposes  were  adequately  provided 
for  from  other  sources ;  and  whe- 
ther these  Nonconformist  Bodies,  of 
which  he  would  have  heard  so  much, 
really  fulfilled  all  the  spiritual  functions 
necessary  for  the  welfare  and  spiritual 
health  of  the  Welsh  population.  He 
would  be  told  in  answer  that  that  was 
not  the  case.  The  hon.  Geutleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  said  that  in  every  glen 
in  Wales  the  Nonconformists  had  erected 
their  chapel.  But  have  they  found  a 
pastor  in  every  glen  to  minister  to  that 
chapel  ?  He  knows  that  they  have  not. 
In  one  diocese  aloue  about  half  the 
parishes  are  without  any  permanent 
pastor,  and  that  is  because  the  funds  to 
provide  the  permanent  pastor  are  wanting. 
And  these  bodies,  who  avowedly  cannot 
carry  out  their  spiritual  functions  effi- 
ciently for  the  population  with  which 
they  deal,  are  nevertheless  so  anxious  to 
deprive  a  rival  oommuaity  of  the  means 
of  carrying  out  its  work  that  all  higher 
considerations  appear  to  be  lost  in  that 
one  overmastering  desire.  I  am  afraid 
that  the  result  of  this  cross-examination, 
if  carried  out,  would  be  that,  uuless  we 
are  to  draw  our  highest  wisdom  from 
analyses  of  the  Division  Lists  of  this 
House,  there  would  appear  no  adeqnate 
reason  which  could  move  this  Govern* 
ment,  or  any  Government,  to  deprive  the 
Church  of  Wales  of  its  hereditary  wealth. 
The  intelligent  foreigner  would  discover 
that,  while  the  Government  may  be 
animated  by  excellent  motives,  they  are 
certainly  animated  by  the  desire  for 
political  support ;  and  that  those  at  whose 
bidding  they  act  are  not  so  much  be- 
having in  a  spirit  of  missionaries  anxious 
to  propagate  the  same  truths,  as  in  the 
spirit  of  rival  traders  in  a  neutiml 
market.  The  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
Bpokeu  hardly  concealed  his  view.  He 
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T^arded  the  Chnrch  endowments  tta: 
bounties  placed  upon  trade  competitors, 
and  he  thought  it  deoent  and  fitting  to 
iotroduce  iato  the  spiritual  sphere  ideas 
which  have  oo  place  outside  the 
domain  of  the  market  and  the  quarrels  of 
ordinary  contending  traders.  What  would 
be  thought  of  learned  Societies  if  they 
were  not  content  with  an  honourable 
rivalry  in  extending  tlie  bounds  of  know- 
ledge, b%t  were  to  devote  their  whole 
ene^ira  to  deriving  rival  bodies  of  any 
advantages  which  they  might  have  from 
State  support,  not  for  the  purpose  of 
sharing  that  support,  but  to  give  it  to 
some  objects  wholly  unconnected  with 
science  ?  "Whatever  words  they  used, 
whether  they  cloaked  their  policy  under 
the  name  of  scientific  Ul>erty  and  free- 
dom, it  would  be  easily  perceived  that 
they  were  really  animated  by  jealousy, 
and  by  nothing  else  but  jealousy.  It 
would  be  known  that  they  were  prepared 
to  sacrifice  the  ends  of  knowledge  and 
the  objects  of  science  in  order  that  they 
mi^t  not  be  oats^pped  in  the  race  of 
discovery  by  some  rival  body  of  learned 
men.  Meu  of  t»cience  would  be  for  ever 
disgraced  if  they  ado[rt)ed  such  a  policy. 
I  cannot  see  that  it  is  less  disgraceful 
when  it  is  adopted  by  Christians  than 
when  it  is  adopted  by  merely  scientific 
■aen.  There  is  no  epithet  which  I  should 
be  prepared  to  apply  to  men  of  science 
in  snch  circumstances  which  ought  not  to 
be  transferred  without  any  alteration  or 
diminution  to  the  body  of  Noncmfomists 
of  whom  the  hon.  Uember  is  the  repre- 
sentative. I  cannot  say  how  this  battle 
of  duteetablishment,  of  which  the  first 
guns  were  fired  on  Thursday  night,  will 
end.  I  dare  not  venture  to  prophesy,  for 
I  do  not  know.  But  this  I  will  say — 
that  this  is  one  of  those  causes  in  which,  if 
we  ar6  to  be  defeated,  I  would  rather 
perish  with  the  side  that  loses  than 
triumph  with  the  side  which  is  victorious. 
I  suppose  we  all  attempt  to  gauge  and 
estimate  the  forces  which  are  silently  at 
work  moulding  the  future  of  society  ;  and 
I  cannot  help  feeling — dioogh  I  may  be 
wrong — that  they  are  on  our  side.  I 
believe  now  that  the  prospects  of  Church 
Establishment,  even  in  the  face  of  this 
Bill,  are  far  brighter  than  they  were  a 
generation  ago.  I  think  a  new  spirit  is 
springing  up.  The  democracy,  which  is 
sloVrly  moulding  for  good  or  for  evil  the 
.Creed  on  whidi  it  will  attempt  to  guide 
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the  destinies  of  this  country,  is  not,  as  I 
think,  in  harmony  with  the  kind  of  speech 
to  which  we  have  listened  to-night,  or 
with  the  ideas  which  lie  behind  those 
speeches.  I  believe  that  they  hold,  as 
I  hold,  that  for  the  welfare  of  the  com- 
munity this  standing  witness  to  great 
spiritual  forces  iu  every  parish  in  the 
country  is  a  vital  necessity ;  and  thattbev 
will  not  allow  the  machinery  by  which 
these  great  objects  are  to  be  carried  out 
to  be  impaired  either  to  satisfy  the  greed 
of  a  too-economical  ratepayer,  or  to 
satisfy  the  envy  of  rival  Nonconformist 

•Mr.  REES  DAVIES  (Pembroke- 
shire) said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  bad  poured 
out  the  vials  of  his  wrath  and  had  cen- 
sured his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Carnarvon  because  of  his  strictures  on 
the  Established  Church  in  Wales.  He 
confessed  that  the  censure  sounded 
very  strange  in  bis  ears,  coming 
as  it  did  from  one  whp,  during  a- 
former  Debate  in  that  House,  had 
accused  the  Welsh  Members  whc 
were  in  favour  of  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Church  in  Wales  of  being 
animated  by  envy  and  a  desire  for 
plunder.  Last  year  when  the  Suspensory 
Bill  was  before  the  House  the  Govern- 
ment were  taunted  by  the  Party  opposite 
with  having  brought  in  a  half-hearted 
measure.  They  said  that  the  Suspensory 
Bill  would  be  a  chain  around  the  neck  m 
£he  Church  of  England;  that  it  would 
hamper  the  operations  of  the  Obnroh  in 
Wales,  and  they  demanded  instead  a 
fair  and  straight  measure  of  disestablish- 
ment. The  Government  had  accepted' 
the  chaltenge,  and  the  Party  opposite 
had  obtained  what  they  wanted.  The  Bill 
before  the  House  was  a  broad  and  com-< 
prehensive  measure ;  it  had  the  heartiest 
support  of  the  overwhelming  majority  of 
the  people  of  Wales;  and  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  of  Wales  ex- 
pressed their  sincere  gratitude  to  the 
Government  for  having  brought  it  for- 
ward, because — though  the  Bill  iu  some 
of  its  details  was  not  so  drastic  as  they 
desired — they  recognised  that  it  was  a 
just  attempt  to  settle  a  long-standing 
grievance  in  their  country.  He  would 
not  argue  the  more  technical  point  as  to 
whether  the  Church  of  England  was  the 
"  Church  in  Wales  "  or  "  the  Church  of 
Wales."    He  would  saT-^tbat  ib  wm 
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not  the  Church  of  the  people  of  Wales  ; 
that,  in  fact,  it  was  alien  to  the 
ajm^tbiM  of  the  people  of  Wales,  aod^ 
OS  his  right  faon.  Frieuil  the  Secaretaiy 
for  Scotland  had  said  in  a  fonder  De- 
bate— 

**Now  that  the  poUtlcal  disabiUties  of  the 
.coantj  hoasBholden  hare  been  removed  the 

grievance  of  the  great  body  of  the  Welsh  people 
with  respect  to  Church  disestablishment  is  the 
most  signal  injustice  which  is  still  left  unre- 
dressed." 

Hon.  Geatlemen  opposite  had  challenged 
the  Welsh  Members  to  faring  forward 
statistics  in  support  of  ^eir  ease.  His 
hoD.  Friend  the  Member  for  Carnarron 
had  that  night  broaght  forward  statistics 
irfaieh  were  absdntelj  unanswerable,  and 
he  should  look  with  curiosity  to  the 
manner  in  which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
who  were  the  stalwart  defenders  of  the 
Church  on  Church  Defence  platforms, 
would  meet  those  statistics.  But  statistics 
were  not  necessary  to  prove  the  case  for 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Church  in 
Wales.    They  relied  on  the  fact  that  31 
ont  of  the  34  Members  elected  by  Wales 
were  pledged  to  disestablishment,  and 
also  on  the  words  of  the  late  Mr. 
Matthew  Arnold,  who  had  described 
Wales  as  "  a  nation  of  Nonconformists." 
He  Would  remind  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, who  asked  that  a  Census  should  be 
taken  on  the  question,  of  the  grossly  dis- 
liouest  methods  which  were  resorted  to 
order  to  obtain  signatures  to  Peti- 
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tions  against  the  Suspensory  Bill  last 
Session.  If  he  went  fully  into  the 
matter  he  would  probably  be,  on  that 
occwion,  out  of  Onler ;  but  he  was  in  a 
position  to  prore  that  in  his  county 
the  names  of  children  6  months  and  18 
months  old  were  put  to  the  Petitions 
against  the  Suspensory  Bill ;  that  in  one 
case,  at  least,  the  signature  of  a  lunatic 
was  obtained,  and  that  a  large  number  of 
farm  servants  were  induced  to  sign  the 
Petitions  by  statements  that  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  rob  the  clergy  of  their 
fees,  and  that  it  would  mean  the  imposi- 
tion of  a  heavy  tax  on  fiirm  servants. 
And  he  could  further  prove  that  the 
name  of  a  woman  who  objected  to  sign 
had  been  literally  forged  to  a  Petition, 
and  had  been  subsequently  erased  by 
the  clergyman,  at  tiie  instigation  of 
a  leading  Nonconformist.  Those  were 
some  of  the  methods  adopted  by  the 
Church  Party  in  Wales  to  obtain  signa- 
tures against  the  Suspensory  BUI ;  and 
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if  that  was  to  be  tiie  system  adopted 
to  obtain   the  views       the  Welsh 
people  on  disestabliabmoit,  die  frirads 
of   disestablishment   would    have  no 
part  in  it.      He  frankly  made  hon. 
Gentlonen  opposite  a  present  of  one 
fact.    He  admitted  that  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent in  urlMin  districts  there  bad  been  a 
slight  increase  in  the  numbers  attend- 
iug  the  Church  in  Wales.    Bi^  would  it 
be  contended  that  because  of  a  'system  of 
proselytism — in  some  cases  possibly  fiiir, 
and  in  other  cases  unfair — there  had  been 
a  slight  increase  in  the  number  of  Chnrch- 
gom  in  Wales,  a  real  solid  aivument  in 
favour  of  an  Established  Church  in 
Wales  existed  ?    Wherever  Ue  English 
language  was  spoken  in  urban  districts,  the 
greater  social  attractionsof  the  Established 
Church,  which  was  attended  by  a  greater 
number  of  rich  people,  had  frequently  the 
effect  of  increasing  the  numbers  of  that 
Church.    But  if  they  went  to  the  rural 
villages  of  .the  county  they  would  find 
that  Nonconformity  was  overwhelming. 
In  the  county  which  he  represented  five 
out  of  every  six  in  the  rural  districts— or 
even  more- — were  Nonconformists  and 
opponents  of  the  Established  Cfaureh.  He 
knew  of  a  church,  the  roof  of  which  bad 
fallen  in  60  years  ago,  and  hud  never, 
at  any  rate  until  a  recent  date,  been 
repaired,   and   yet   the  people  of  the 
district  in  which  it  was  situated  had  to 
pay  tithe  in  support  of  the  parson  of 
that  district.     He  could  not  conceive 
of  a  greater  fraud  than  that,  and  yet  such 
instances  were  very  numerous  throughout 
Wales.    How  could  the  people  of  Wales 
have  any  respect  for  an  Establishment 
under  which  such  things  were  possible  ? 
He  invited  hon,  Genuemen  to  witness 
these  things  for  themselves  rather  than 
to  rely    upon    the   fallacious  state- 
ments of  Church  Defence  emissaries. 
As   he  had    said   before,    the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position had  censured  the  Welsh  Mem- 
bers for  their  strong  language  in  respect 
to  the  Church.    But  this  was  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  said  in  the 
House  in  1892 — 

'*  I  qnite  admit,  and  I  fully  and  freely  admit, 
that  there  are  a  very  large  number  of  Igentle- 
men  who  are  in  favour  of  disestablishment  upon 
abstraot,  genml,  and  UstOTical  gtonads ;  bat  X 
cannot  admit,  with  the  facts  before  me,  that 
those  who  desire  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Welafa  Chnroh  desize  it  upon  abstract  or 
histoxleal  groonda.    tbey  Im^t  dlaestebUdi- 
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feudB  between  tbe  religious  sects.  There 
was  a  wide  distiaction  between  the 
SaxoQ  and  the  Celtic  races.  The  Saxon 
may  cling  to  episcopalianiena,  but  the 
Celt  will  not  tolerate  it.  He  and  his 
friends  knew  that  they  were  at  the  out- 
set of  a  keen  struggle,  but  thej  awaited 
the  resati  with  absolute  complacency, 
knowing  that  they  bad  the  Welsh  nation 
as  well  as  tbe  great  body  of  the  Liberal 
Party  at  their  backs.  Although  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Glentlemen  might  retard  dis- 
establishment,  as  the  Tory  Party  had 
retarded  great  reforms  for  centuries,  he 
assured  them  they  could  only  delay  for  a 
time  the  fulfilment  of  the  aspirations  of 
the  Welsh  people  for  the  eatablisbment  of 
absolute  religious  equality  in  their  country . 

•Mb.  JEBB  (Cambridge  University) 
said,  he  would  not  follow  all  the  criti- 
cisms which  had  been  made  by  hon. 
Members,  but  rather  would  address  him- 
self to  certain  broad  aspects  and  large 
considerations  which  the  Bill  brought 
before  them.  Vital  as  the  Bill  was  to 
the  highest  interests  of  Wales,  far- 
reaching  as  must  be  its  ulterior  .conse- 
quences, should  it  pass  into  law,  to  the 
Principality,  it  was  not  .of  less  vital 
import,  and  its  consequences  would  not 
be  less  extensive  or  less  serious  for 
England  as  a  whole.  Every  Member  of 
the  House,  and  every  member  of  the 
Church  of  England,  was,  therefore, 
entitled  to  take  an  interest  in  tbe  discus- 
sion of  this  measure.  The  principle  on 
which  tbe  introduction  of  the  Bill  was 
justified  bad  been  stated  with  the  utmost 
frankness  and  clearness  by  the  Home 
Secretary.  It  hod  been  urged  that  the 
proportion  of  Welsh  Memb«%  in  favour 
of  disestablishment  was  a  sufficient  justi- 
fication for  the  Bill ;  but  he  would  remark 
that  Wales  had  not  yet  a  separate  Parlia- 
ment, and  it  was  the  duty  of  every 
Member  of  the  Imperial  Assembly  to 
consider  this  and  every  question  from  the 
point  of  view  of  what  was  best 
for  the  whole  Kingdom.  The  figures 
31  to  3  were  not  claimed  as  represent- 
ing the  proportionate  number  of  elec- 
tors in  Wales  who  voted  for  or 
against  disestablishment.  So  long  as 
the  Keligious  Census  was  refused,  they 
lacked  the  primary  and  most  essen- 
tial document  for  the  investi^tion  of 
that  aspect  of  the  matter.  No  doubt 
the  Church  question  played  a  prominent 
part  in  many  elections  m  Wjg^^^^id 
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meati'becaaae  ttiey  want  diseodownient.  DI«- 
sstaUisbnient  is  on  tbeir  lipt ;  diseatabliihmeut 
U  in  their  resolution,  bat  what  they  want  1b 
dlsendowment.  It  is  not  reform  they  desire, 
batiilander.  Envv — envy,  not  piety,  ii  the 
notlve  tX.  their  action." 

Envy  of  what  ?  he  would  ask.  Of  an 
ancient  and  wealthy  institution,  tottering 
to  its  very  foundation?  And  yet  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  the  oool 
assurance  to  censure  the  Bepresentatives 
of  the  people  of  Wales  for  their  strong 
language.  But  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
was  itot  singular  in  his  invective.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Isle 
of  Wight  had  said — 

"  The  funds  which  have  been  devoted  to  the 
Sstablishment  will  lighten  the  rates,  and  ^our 
object  is  to  takit  in  the  poor  man  ;" 

and  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  tbe 
Member  for  Epsom,  echoing  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  had  said  that  the 
Konconformists  were  animated  by  "  envy 
and  jealousy."  He  could  say  that 
boD.  Gentlemen  opposite  very  much 
mistook  the  feelings  of  the  people  of 
Wales  if  they  thought  they  cared  only 
for  the  paltry  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence 
of  tbe  Establishment.  The  people  of 
Wales  sought  to  put  an  end  to  the  Es- 
tablishment from  a  sense  of  justice, 
and  in  order  that  there  might  be 
Absolute  religious  equality  in  the  Prin- 
cipality. The  voluntary  principle  was 
the  principle  on  which  Nonconformity 
had  succeeded  in  Wales.  There  wore 
4^000  Nonconformist  chapels  in  Wales, 
and  every  year  £400,000  were  subscribed 
for  their  maintenance.  The  right  hou. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
had  talked  about  "  honourable  rivalry  " 
between  the  two  sections  of  the  Christian 
Church  in  Wales.  There  was  a  rivalry 
between  tbem  ;  but  it  was  not  altogether 
an  honourable  rivalry.  The  Church  of 
England  in  Wales  still  possened — not- 
withstanding all  the  efforts  of  the  Non- 
conformists—the great  advantages  which 
she  bad  enjoyed  for  hundreds  of  years. 
For  the  past  100  years  tbe  Church  of 
England  had  had  all  the  advantages,  yet 
the  rivalry  which  had  been  referred 
to  bad  deprived  tbe  Church  of  her 
influence,  and  had  made  of  Wales  a 
great  Nonconformist  community.  He 
would  not  detain  t}ie  House  longer 
than  to  remind  hon.  Members  that  in 
Amorioa  and  in  our  Colonies  no  State 
Church  existed,  and  absolute  religious 
equality  prevailed,  and  there  were  no 
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no  other  isBue,  such  as  Home  Rule  for 
Ireland,  contribute  to  the  results  of 
recent  elections  ?  And,  as  to  the 
Church  issue  itself,  had  there  been  no 
appeal  to  mere  cupidity  and  jealousj^  ? 
A  local  demand,  not  free  from  ambiguity, 
was  made  the  ground  for  destroying 
a  national  institution.  With  regard  to  the 
nature  of  the  national  institutiou,  he 
lemarked  that  they  had  heard  throughout 
these  discussions  much  more  about 
endowment  than  ,  about  establish- 
ment. The  Church  had  been  cou- 
sidered  as  a  uumber  of  Ecclesiastical 
Corporations,  sole  or  aggregate,  severally 
holding  properties.  The  establishment 
had  in  these  Debates  been  regarded  only 
under  the  aspect  of  privilege.  When 
the  Home  Secretary  introduced  the 
Suspensory  Bill  last  year,  he  spoke  of 
the  privileges  appertaining  to  the  status 
of  the  establishment — a  phrase  correct 
in  itself,  but  corresponding  with  an  in- 
accurate conception  in  the  popular  mind. 
The  establiBbment  of  the  Church  had 
been  spokeu  of  as  if,  once  upon  a  time, 
the  State  bad  singled  out  this  denomi- 
nation from  other  religious  denominations, 
had  set  it  up,  and  had  attributed  to  it, 
by  means  of  certain  privileges,  a  higher 
spiritual  rank  than  that  which  was 
accorded  to  other  religious  denominations. 
Everyone  knew,  however,  that  the 
State  never  did  anything  of  the  kind. 
The  word  "establish"  did  not  only 
mean  "  to  set  up."  It  also  meant  "  to 
settle,*'  "  to  confirm  in  rights,"  "  to 
ratify."  In  this  sense  it  occurred  in 
the  Statute  of  Provii^ors,  where  Parlia- 
ment was  described  as  having  "  ordered 
and  established  "  such  or  such  a  thing  ; 
in  Acts  of  Uniformity  of  the  16th  cen- 
tury, in  reference  to  the  Liturgy  of  the 
Chnrcfa,  and  to  the  Book  of  'Common 
Prayer ;  and  in  the  Act  of  Union 
between  England  and  Scotland,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Protestant  religion  in  Eng- 
land and  to  the  Presbyterian  Chnrch  of 
Scotland  respectively.  The  establish- 
ment had  its  origin  in  a  time  when  the 
Church  had  as  yet  no  spiritual  com- 
petitor. The  Church  possessed  great 
power,  liable  to  be  affected  by  foreign 
influence ;  and  the  State  thought  it 
prudent,  as  a  matter  of  public  policy,  to 
take  from  the  Church  certain  securities 
against  possible  excesses  of  uncontrolled 
eccleeiastioal  power.  It  was  then  enacted 
that  The  Ecdesiastical  Law  and  Courts 


should  become  part  of  the  public  law  of  the 
realm.  The  natureof  the  alliance  between 
Church  and  State  was  not  so  much  the 
bestowal  of  privileges  upon  the  Church 
as  the  imposition  upon  die  Church 
by  the  State  of  certain  limitations  of 
power.  They  had  heard  a  good  deal 
about  religious  equality,  but  he  would 
remind  the  House  that  there  was  some- 
thing still  more  vital,  and  that  was  reli- 
gious freedom.  It  might  fairly  be  claimed 
for  the  Anglican  Church,  and  would  not 
be  denied  even  by  those  most  unfriendly 
to  her  so  long  as  they  were  unbiased  and 
unprejudiced,  that  throughout  the  cen- 
turies she  had  been  the  greatest  bulwark 
against  spiritual  and  religious  tyranny, 
and  bad  afibrded  the  best  guarantee  for 
religious  freedom.  If  they  sought  a 
contrast,  need  they  look  further  than  to 
some  of  the  provisions  of  Mr.  Gee*s 
now  celebrated  scheme,  or  the  spirit  which 
had  inspired  a  speech  they  had  beard 
that  afternoon  ?  He  would  not  attempt 
on  the  present  occasion  to  go  ioto  the  de- 
tails of  statistics,  but  would  refer  only  to 
the  general  features  of  the  case.  The  most 
important  fact  to  bo  noted  in  connection 
with  the  Established  Church  in  Wales 
was  that  she  had  latterly  experienced 
a  revival  of  activity.  It  was  admitted, 
indeed,  that  there  had  been  such  & 
revival.  On  November  20,  1883,  a 
conference  on  disestablishment  was  held 
at  Carnarvon,  at  which  a  Dissenting 
minister  read  a  paper,  afterwards  pub- 
lished by  the  Liberation  Society,  in 
which  he  fully  and  fairly  admitted  the 
fact  of  this  revival,  and  of  this  growing 
energy  and  zeal  in  the  Church.  He  then 
said — 

"  I  know  tiiat  tliis  revived  activity  of  the 
Church  is  taken  by  some  as  an  argument  why 
we  should  let  the  Chnrch  alone,  and  allow  ^xa 
to  go  on  doing  good,  but  I  take  the  argument 
to  be  jutt  the  reverse." 

There  could  not  be  better  confirmation  of 
the  remark  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  R. 
Webster)on  Thursday  last,  that  the  i«emit 
moment  bad  been  chosen  for  the  attack 
because  it  was  seen  that  the  Church 
was  so  rapidly  gaining  ground.  In  view 
of  this  testimony  of  the  progreasive 
activity  of  the  Church,  why  should  it  be 
beyond  hope  that  this  growing  activity  <tf 
the  Church  should  gradually  win  back 
some  of  those  who  were  estranged  from 
her,  and  that  she  might  establish  with 
the  rest  some  toleraUe  modw  vteemft'  ? 
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That  qnestloD  had  been  raised  hj  gen- 
tlemeo  cm  the  oUier  side,  aod  in  each 
«a8e  the  answer  was  summed  up  in  the 
words  "Too  late."  « Too  late was  a 
sorrowful  answer,  when  the  question  was 
one  of  reeonciliation  between  difl^rent 
Christian  denominationB ;  and  he  declined 
to  accept  those  words  as  a  final  answer 
to  such  a  question  withouf,  at  all  eveuts, 
further  exaraination.  He  would  not  ad- 
duce recondite  facts,  but  merely  such  as 
could  be  learned  from  books  accessible  to 
alt.  What  was  the  origin  of  Welsh 
NoQconformtty  ?  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  G.  O.  Morgan)  had  remarked  that 
the  origin  of  Welsh  Dissent  might  be 
summed  up  in  the  two  words,  "Engiiab 
Bishops**;  but  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
knew  that  under  the  Tudors  and  the 
Stuarts,  when  44  Welshmen  iu  succession 
occupied  Sees  in  Wales,  the  people  of 
Wales  were  not  disaffected  towanls  the 
Church.  The  change  dated  from  the 
time  of  the  Revolution.  It  was  the 
policy  of  sending  to  Wales  as  Bishops 
Bnglishmen,  who  were  not  only  ignorant 
of  the  Welsh  language,  but  had  no  sym- 
pathy with  the  Welsh  people,  which 
began  to  estrange  the  Welsh  people  from 
the  Church.  Another  cause  was  the  ex- 
treme poverty  ctf  the  Church  in  Wales 
during  the  18tk  cenniry.  A  writer  in 
The  Quarterly  Review  Sot  J Anmry,  1890, 
said  that  in  the  year  1720,  in  the  diocese 
of  St.  Davids,  there  were  no  fewer  than 
233  livings  of  which  the  value  was  not 
more  than  £50,  and,  among  these,  154  of 
which  the  value  did  not  exceed  £30. 
Along  with  those  things  came  that  torpor 
and  apathy  which  unhappily  was  not 
peculiar  to  the  Chtm;h  in  Wales,  for 
during  the  18th  century  it  affected,  more 
or  less,  the  whole  Church  of  England.  It 
was  in  tiiat  state  of  things  that  the  old 
Welsh  Methodism  b^n.  That  move- 
ment was  begun  by  Welsh  Churchmen, 
and  it  arose  within  the  Church.  It  re- 
mained within  the  Church,  and  was 
always  entirely  friendly  to  the  Church. 
Daniel  Rowlands  lived  and  died  a 
Churchman  ;  so  did  Griffith  Jones,  the 
&ther  of  Welsh  national  education,  and 
the  originator  of  the  itinerant  ministry  ; 
so  did  Howell  Harris,  the  great  lay 
preacher,  who  was  buried  near  the  altar 
in  the  church  of  Talgarth — by  his  own 
wish,  because  it  was  at  the  rails  of  that 
altar  that  he  first  experienced  a  sense  of 
his  own  shortcomings.   Meuwhile  what 


(Walet)  Bill. 


1726 


was  the  position  of  Welsh  Dissent  ? 
During  the  I8th  century,  Welsh  Disstot, 
as  distittgoi^ed  from  Church  Metho- 
dism, was  confined  to  small  numbers  of 
three  denominations— Baptists,  Indepen- 
dents, and  Presbyterians.  At  the  be- 
ginning of  the  present  century  came  (in 
1811)  the  great  separation  of  Noncon- 
formists from  the  Church  in  Wales  ;  but 
the  separation  was  not  associated  on  the 
part  of  the  Nonconformists  with  any  such 
attitude  towards  the  Church  as  they  un- 
fortunately saw  in  som'^  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  Thomas 
Charles  of  Bala,  who  left  the  Churoh, 
retained,  to  his  death  in  1814,  a  strong 
affection  for  it.  The  phrase,  alien 
Church,"  is  of  recent  coinage.  When  Mr. 
Watkin  Williams  introduced  in  that 
House  in  1870  a  Motion  for  disestablish- 
ment, he  said — 

"  The  Church  establishment  in  Wales  is  an 
ancient  and  a  venerable  institution.  It  is  not, 
like  the  Charch  in  Ireland,  an  alien  Church, 
thmst  upon  the  people  by  a  conqueror  and  an 
oppressor.  It  is  not,  I  think  I  am  right  in 
saying,  regarded  by  the  people  with  any 
feelings  of  hostility.  Indeed,  m  many  cases, 
it  is  T^arded  with  feelings  <rf  veneration  and 
afiectiou." 

When  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  East  Denbighshire  dis- 
cussed the  phrase  '*  alien  Church  ** 
the  other  evening,  he  did  not  confine 
himself  to  the  historic  sense  of  "alien,** 
as  meaning  a  Church  of  foreign  origin, 
but  also  spoke  of  it  as  a  Church 
which  was  fundamentally  foreign  to  the 
characterandtemperof  the  Welsh  people; 
it  was  too  "  cold  '*  and  "formal "  for  them ; 
in  other  words,  he  used^e  word  "  alien** 
in  the  sense  of  uucongenial.  Those 
words,  he  confessed,  rang  strangely  in 
his  ears.  He  wondered  whether  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  ever  read  how  in 
the  last  century  great  congregations  came 
together  tn  Wales  from  the  mouth  of  the 
Conway  to  the  mouth  of  the  Wye,  to  hear 
the  leaders  and  founders  of  the  old  Welsh 
Methodism — clergymen  ot  the  Church  of 
England  using  Church  of  England 
formularies  ?  Did  he  also  foi^et  one 
great  service  with  which  this  "alien** 
Church  must  be  perpetually  associated 
in  the  minds  of  Welshmeo^^e  fact  that 
the  Welsh  TerBion  of  the  Seriptnm  was 
brought  oat  by  William  Morpm  in  1688, 
under  the  aosptoes  of  the  then  Archr- 
bish<9    Canterhnty  ?   And  when  ona 
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generation  later  (in  1620)  a  revised  version 
of  the  Welsh  Bible  was  produced,  hy 
whom  was  it  brought  out  ?  By  Party, 
who  had  succeeded  Morgan  as  Bishop  of 
St.  Asaph,  and  Dr.  John  Da  vies,  Rector 
Jlidlwyd,  in  Merionethahire.  It  had 
been  said  of  this  version  of  the  Bible 
that  it  was  "  the  book  which  had  fi^ed 
the  Welsh  language,"  and  was  "prac- 
tieallv  the  dictionary  of  the  Welsh 
people."  Thus  that  language  of 
which  Welsfamen  were  so  proud,  when 
drooping  and  Kadj  to  perish,  had 
been  enshrined  in  its  noblest  monu- 
ment by  this  very  Church  which  hon. 
Members  opposite  were  seeking  to 
disestablish.  Now,  one  word  as  to  a 
topic  touched  on  bv  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition.  In  tlie  explanation  the 
right  hon.  GentJeman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary  gave  as  to  what  was  to  be  doue 
with  cathedrals,  he  said — 

"  We  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  they 
ought  to  be  presOTved  as  national  monuments.  • 

He  (Mr.  Jebb)  must  confess  that  that 
phrase  had  astonished  him.  The 
cathedrals  had  never  been  used  and 
never  been  intended  for  any  other 
purpose  than  the  worship  of  the 
Church  of  EngUnd.  If  the  Church  in 
Wales  was  not  a  national  bot  an  alien 
Church,  how  could  the  cathedrals  be 
national  monuments  ?  Or  if  the  mean- 
ing was  that  when  transferred  to  the 
new  triumvirate  they  would  become 
**  national,"  why  then  "  monuments  "  ? 
He  hoped  in  his  heart  that  no  such  hope- 
less irreconcilability  between  Noncon- 
formists in  Wales  and  Churchmen  existed 
as  was  assumed  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  The  Church  of  England,  like 
every  othex  human  institution,  had  had 
its  shortcomuigB  ud  failinga,  but  at 
almost  every  period  of  its  history  it  had 
known  how  to  conciliate  and  attract ;  it 
had  been  an  influence  tending  to  soften 
the  sharper  conflict  of  interests,  to  miti- 
gate causes  of  social  strife,  and  to  bring 
people  of  various  classes  and  divergent 
opinions  into  relations  of  mutual  good- 
will, or  at  least  of  mutual  forbearance.  The 
tendency  on  the  part  of  the  older  Nota- 
conformist  bodies  of  England  was  to 
come  nearer  to  the  Chnrdi,  and  be  wished 
the  tame  beneficial  agency  of  concilia- 
ti(»i  and  goodvill  might  also  become 
operative  in  Wales.  If  he  were  a 
Wfllihrnan,  there  was  nothing  he  should 
be  more  sorry  to   say  ot  to  hear  laid 


1728 


of  his  country  than  that  it  was  the 
only  part  of  the  United  Kingdom 
where  the  conduct  of  the  peo{^e  was  in- 
accesaiUe  to  an  agency  <^  conoUiationy 
and  where  their  ears  were  for  ever  sealed 
against  a  message  of  peace.  Suppose 
this  Bill  became  an  Act,  and  the  Church 
in  Wales  was  disestablished,  what  would 
be  the  result  to  the  poor  in  Wales  ?  He 
had  never  uttered  a  syllable  in  disparage- 
ment of  the  Nonconformist  ministra- 
tiou,  but  he  believed  it  was  admitted  by 
many  earnest  Nonconformists  that  the 
parochial  system  of  the  Church  in  Wales 
had  been  enabled  to  do  a  wcn-k  which  it 
had  not  been  in  their  own  power  to  do. 
If  the  Bill  were  carried  into  l»w,  the 
possibilities  of  that  parochial  ministrs- 
tion  would  be  greatly  circumscribed. 
Wales  would  also  sufier  in  the  matter 
education—and  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  in  the  diocese  of  LlandafE  alone 
there  were  30,000  children  in  the 
church  voluutary  schools.  And  so 
far  Bs  the  Church  in  England  itself  was 
concerned,  what  would  be  the  effect  of 
the  passing  of  this  Bill  ?  Every 
diocese  not  already  disestablished  would 
exist  at  the  mercy  of  local  agitation.  .  It 
wonld  only  be  neoeHHaiy  to  show  or  to 
allege  that  in  Cornwall  or  Yrakshire  ft 
local  majority  existed  against  the  Esta- 
blished Church,  and  the  diocese  con- 
cerned must  go.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  East  Denbigh,  in  1870, 
had  said — 

"  I  do  not  like  this  long  agony  of  piecemeal 
diseatAblishment.  It  is  li^e  putting  a  man  to 
death  bj  tearing  him  limb  from  limb." 

Yes,  it  was  like  that — but  with  a  differ- 
ence. In  ancient  and  in  modern  timea 
men  had  been  slowly  hacked  to  pieces  ^ 
but  that  was  not  after  a  mere  condemna- 
tion an  arm  or  a  log  ;  it  vas  aft«r 
some  sort  of  trial  held,  and  some  sort  of 
judgment  passed,  on  the  person  as  a 
whole.  He  asked  that  before  the  Bill 
passed  into  law  the  Government  should 
take  the  collective  sense  of  the  country 
upon  the  fate  of  the  Church  as  a  whole. 

Mr.  H.  ROBERTS  (Denbighshire, 
W.)  said,  he  differed  from  the  arguments 
as  well  as  the  facts  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down,but  he  appreciated 
the  moderation  vith  which  he  had  spoken, 
for  he  had  avoided  attributing  unworthy 
motives  to  those  who  felt  so  atnmgly  in 
favour  of  the  Bill.  His  (Mr.  Boberts^s) 
{Kincipolobject  in  rising  was  to  empbasiM 
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the  strength  of  the  Bentfment  in  Wales 
in  faToor  of  this  Bill.  During  the  last 
FArlUment  the  constituency  he  row 
represented  wasrepresented  bja  Unionist, 
who  was  returned  by  a  majority  of  over 
1,500  votes.  At  the  last  Election  the 
majority  disappeared,  and  in  place  of  it 
2,300  votes  were  registered  in  favour  of 
the  candidate  of  the  Government.  Now, 
how  was  that  brought  about  ?  It  had 
undoubtedly  been  brought  about,  to  use 
a  phrase  of  the  late  Chaucellor  of  the 
Exobeqnw,  by  the  "  magic "  of  dises- 
tablishment. The  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tioli  had  treated  somewhat  scomfoUy  the 
argument  that  31  out  of  34  Welsh  Mem- 
bers were  pledged  to  support  this  Bill. 
They  contended  that  that  was  the  deter- 
mining argument  in  this  Debate.  The 
issue  which  the  House  of  Commons  had  to 
decide  was  a  political  issue  ;  but  if  that 
argument  was  objeoted  to,  he  would  fall 
back  upon  the  fact  that  last  year  not  only 
a  majority  from  Wales  was  disclosed  in 
favour  of  this  Bill,  but  a  majority  of  56 
was  obtained  from  the  whole  of  the 
Kingdom.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  West  Bristol  had  attempted 
to  minimise  this  argument,  and  had 
pointed  out  in  the  first  place  Uiat  no 
attempt  had  been  made  to  bring  this 
question  prominently  forward  iu  the 
country.  For  the  last  20  years  the 
doinand  for  disestablishment  had  been 
made  in  Parliament  by  Members  from 
Wales,  and  with  an  increasing  strength 
and  unanimity.  In  the  year  1870,  before 
the  Ballot  Act  iwas  passed,  only  seven 
Members  for  Wales  voted  in  favour  of  a 
DiBeatablishment  Besolntion ;  iu  the 
year  1889,28  voted  for  the  proposal,  and 
only  5  against  it;  in  1691,  29  voted  for 
it  and  4  against  it ;  and  in  189S,  31  voted 
for  it  against  3,  or  10  to  1.  When 
they  remembered  that  the  Irish  Church 
was  disestablished,  when  the  majority  of 
Irish  Members  in  favour  of  disestablish- 
ment was  69  to  33,  they  would  at  once 
see  with  how  mnch  greater  urgency 
Welsh  Members  could  press  their  claim. 
In  1885  the  voters  in  Wales  who  voted 
for  disestablishmtent  nnmbOTed  31,000 ; 
in  1892  tliat  number  was  increased  to 
58,000,  including  Monmoatfashire.  Not 
cmly  had  the  matter  been  brought  forward 
in  Parliament,  but  it  had  been  brought 
forward  at  every  General  Election  in  the 
country.  In  1890-91  a  Campaign  Com- 
mittee was  formed  in  Wales,  adA  through 


the  agent^  of  that  Committee,  £5,000 
having  been  raised  from  the  people  for 
the  purpose,  the  8nl)|jeet  was  properly 
ventOated  on  almost  evwr  political  pla&> 
form  throughout  the  length  and  brmdth 
of  the  country.  It  was  the  second 
question  on  what  was  called  the  New- 
castle Programme,  and  the  time  was  ripe 
for  dealing  with  it,  and  for  definite  action. 
By  some  it  was  said  that  disestablish- 
ment was  not  the  most  prominent  question 
before  the  Welsh  electors  at  tiie  last 
General  Election,  and  that  the  chief 
subject  upon  which  tiiey  voted  was 
"  Home  Rule.**  They  had  an  authority 
upon  this  point  of  no  less  importance 
than  Lord  Salisbury  himself,  who, 
writing  in  the  Autumn  of  last  year  to  one 
of  the  Eevievfa^  said  that  the  Parlia- 
mentary majority  in  favour  of  Liberalism 
was,  undoubtedly,  achieved  owing  to  the 
aversion  of  the  Welsh  people  to  the 
Established  Church,  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach),  who 
spoke  in  opposition  in  the  present  Debate, 
said  the  Welsh  were  animated  in  this 
demand  tu  a  lai^  extent  by  a  spirit  of 
robbery  and  sacrilege. 

Sir  M.  HICES-BEACH  :  I  did  not 
say  that. 

Mr.  H.  ROBERTS  said,  he  thought 
that  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  had  used 
the  words  "  robbery  and  sacrilege,"  Well,, 
there  were  two  sides  to  this  question. 
They  did  not,  as  representing  Non- 
conformists in  Wales,  stand  there  that 
day  as  aggressors,  but  as  the  aggrieved.. 
[  Cries  of  »  Oh  I  "]  They  did  not  make 
this  demand  with  a  wish  to  rob  or 
commit  saoril^e.  They  were  there 
simply  to  demand  justice  aud  equality, 
and  adequate  reparation  of  what  in  his 
opinion  had  been  during  the  last  half- 
century  a  very  grievous  injustice  done  to 
them  by  the  Establishment  in  Wales. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Tunbridge  Wells 
cited  the  case  of  Brymbo  as  an  -instance 
of  the  Church's  activity  and  progress. 
He  (Mr.  Roberts)  would  put  before  the 
House  another  case  known  to  him 
personally  in  his  own  constituency.  One 
day  last  week  considerable  excitement 
took  place  in  the  town  of  Denbigh  becanse 
the  goods  erf  a  farmw  in  a  neighbouring- 
parish  had  been  distrained  upon  for 
tithes  amounting  to  £5  8s.,  and  were  sold 
by  public  anction.  The  parish  was  1^ 
square  miles  in  extent,  with  a  tithe  rent- 
charge  of  £650,  and  the  fanner  fanned 
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140'  acres  in  that  parieh.  There  was 
odIj  one  Church,  with  servioes  only  on 
i^undays,  and  nioe  NonwoformiBt 
ohapels,  with  services  on  Sundays  and 
week-days.  Four  thousand  five  hundred 
pounds  had  been  raised  by  voluntary 
flabseriptions  to  build  these  chapels,  and 
the  people  contributed  a  large  amount 
MiDuiUly  towards  keepiog  up  the  work 
of  Uie  mmiBtry.  Last  Sunday  week  a 
«enan8  was  taken  in  the  parish  of  the 
worshippers  at  the  church  and  the 
chapels.  At  the  church  there  were  88 
persons  present  during  the  services,  and 
nt  the  chapels  1,189.  Was  it  strange 
that  in  a  parish  of  that  description,  with 
the  conditions  of  church  and  chapels  such 
as  he  had  described,  that  a  farmer  who 
lived  four  mileB  away  from  the  church, 
who  had  never  seen  the  face  of  his  rector 
'upon  his  farm,  should  refuse  to  pay 
£5  8s.  tithe  rent-oharge,  and  was  it  not 
somewhat  d^rading  to  a  church  to 
collect  that  money,  which  ought  to  be  a 
free-will  offering  from  a  parishioner,  at 
ihe  point  of  the  bayonet  and  through  the 
humiliating  process  of  the  County  Court  P 
If  they  desired  to  have  a  perfectly  im- 
partial view  of  the  present  position  of  the 
Church  and  of  Church  work  in  Wales 
they  ought  to  go  outside  the  boundaries 
of  the  Principality,  and  ask  those  who 
were  not  personally  interested  in  the 
-Church  and  in  the  present  controversy. 
He  would  only  quote  the  evidence  on  this 
point  of  the  Bishop  of  Norwich,  who, 
speaking  on  Welsh  Disestablishment  in 
Liverpool  in  1892,  when,  as  the  Rev. 
J.  Sbeepehanks,  he  was  the  Bector  of 
St.  Margaret's,  Aufield,  said— - 

"  And  it  appears  to  me  that  if  we  take  a  calm 
and  impartial  view  of  thie  matter,  there  are  im- 
portant consideratlonB  which  may  be  pnt 
forward  on  either  side  of  the  question.  In  the 
first  place,  it  is  undoubted  that  a  very  decided 
majojity  of  the  Welsh  not  only  are  not  membfffs 
of  the  Established  Ohorcb  but  are  eagerly 
desiroDB  for  disestablishment  and  dlsendow- 
ment.  And,  moreover,  It  is  stated  that  the  small 
minority  of  the  Church  people  in  the  Princi- 
pality consists  largely  of  English  resideatB  and 
vintors  and  the  weI}-to-do  classes  ;  whereas  the 
masses  of  the  Welsh  pecn>le  are  strenuously 
Nonoonfomists.  Upon  this  I  ooaki  simply 
express  my  own  opinion  that  if  in  any  self- 
governing  country  the  Established  Church  is 
in  a  decided  minority,  and  if  the  large 
majority  of  the  pettple  are  unitedly  hostile  to 
Its  continuance  as  an  Establishment,  in  that 
case  it*  maintenance  as  an  BstaUishment, 
evenif  inacticable,  would  be  to  the  detriment 
of  religion,  and  therefore  to  the  true  interests 
of  the  Church.  And  this  leads  ns  to  ask  the 
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qoeatfon,  the  veiv  suggestion  ot  which  wilJ 
doubtless  anger  the  heated  partizan,  whether 
it  is  not  at  least  possible  that  the  diaestablisb- 
raent  of  the  Church  in  Wales  might  not  be 
for  the  advantage  of  the  Church  herself." 
Among  the  Welsh  population  in  America 
to-  day  there  were  from  450  to  300  Welsh 
Nonconformist  churches,  but  not  a  single 
Welsh  Established  Church.    How  did 
the  matter  stand  in  Liverpool  ?  There 
was  there  a  very  large  Welsh  population, 
and  there  were  30  Welsh  chapels,  and 
only  two  Welsh  churches ;  and  in  1892 
a  census  wns  taken  of  those  present  at 
those  churches  and  chapels  on  a  Sunday 
evening,  and  it  was  found  that  4,832 
were  worshipping  in  the  Nonconformist 
chapels,  and  only  165  in  the  two  Welsh 
churches.    The  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
speaking  in  Manchester  last  winter,  said 
the  measure  of  disestablishment  and  dis- 
endowment  of  the  Welsh  Church  which 
the  Government  intended  to  introduce 
Into  Parliament  was  deliberately  intended 
to  destroy  a  living  branch  of  the  Church. 
From  the  very  outset  of  this  controvorsy 
they  had  always  made  it  a  point  in  re- 
gard to  every  speech  deliverwl  and  every 
pamphlet  written  to  show  that  they  had 
no    animosity    whatever    against  the 
Chureh  as  a  religious  institution.  From 
their  hearts  they  wished  the  Church 
success  in  the  future.    There  was  plenty 
of  work  in  Wales  both  for  the  Church 
and  for  Nonconformity.    Therefore,  he 
wanted  it  to  be  made  clear  that  they  did 
not  object  to  the  Church  as  a  Religious 
Institution,  but  as  a  Religious  Establish- 
ment.   Upon  the  merits  of  the  Bill  he 
had  only,  as  a  humble  Member  from 
Wales,  to  express  his  entire  satisfaction 
with  the  measure  in  its  main  provisions, 
and  to  say  that  it  would  be  received  by 
the  people  of  Wales  in  the  spirit  in 
which  it  had  been  conceived.    Its  intro- 
duction was  one  of  the  most  important 
events  in  the  history  of  Wales.  He  ven- 
tured to  think  that  the  Government 
having  once  taken  this  step  oould  not 
recede  from  it,  and  that  the  time  was  not 
far  distant  when  they  would  see  it  carried 
into  law  to  the  great  good  of  the  country 
which  they  represented.    Further,  he 
wished  to  express  his  personal  gratifica- 
tion that  the  Bill  had  been  introduced  in 
a  form  which  showed  that  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  deal  with  this  old 
grievance  of  Wales  in  a  comprehensive 
and  statwmanlike  way.    Their  action  in 
this  matter  should  earn  for  them  the 
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lasting  gratitude  of  all  those  who  had  at 
heart  the  true  welfare  of  Wales. 

•Mb.  VICARY  GIBBS  (Herts.,  St. 
Albans)  said,  the  hoD.  OeDtleman  opposite 
had  soiwbt  to  show  that  tiie  promoters 
of  this  Bill  onght  not  to  be  looked  npon 
M  aggresMin  of  the  Church.  So  long, 
botrever,  as  the  Party  to  which  he  be- 
longed sought  to  take  away  the  property 
of  the  Church  and  apply  it  to  their  own 
benefit,  so  long  must  they  be  content  to  be 
looked  upon  as  aggressors.  He  had  no 
objection  to  the  tone  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's speech,  but  when  he  drew  couclu- 
sions  from  the  number  of  those  who 
attended  Welsh  Church  sarrices  and  Dis- 
senting chapels  in  Liverpool,  surely  he 
mnst  forget  that  that  ailment  was  dis- 
posed of  last  year  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Plrmouth,  when  be  pointed  out  that 
the  English  -  speaking  Welsh  people 
naturally  attended  the  English  churches 
in  Liverpool.  No  argument  of  any  kind 
could  be  drawn  from  the  point  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  mentioned.  The  hon. 
Member  for  West  Denbigh  had  told  them 
that  he  wished  well  to  the  Church  of 
England.  Who  were  they  to  suppose 
was  the  guiding  spirit  la  this  matter — 
the  Member  for  West  Denbigh  or  the 
MembOT  for  CamarTon  Boroughs  ?  The 
latter  hon.  Member,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  had  misrepresented  the  position  of 
the  Church  of  England  in  Wales  in 
every  possible  way.  An  hon.  Member 
who  spoke  later  in  the  Debate — 
the  hon.  Member  for  Pembrokeshire — 
asked  how  they  were  going  to  reply  to 
the  unimpeachable  argument  of  the 
Member  for  Carnarvon.  When  argu- 
ment resolved  itself  into  calling  docu- 
ments official  which  proved  to  taken 
from  The  Contemporary  Review^  and 
speaking  of  an  imaginary  Act  of  Union 
between  the  two  ooantries  of  which  no- 
body else  had  heard,  he  thought  that 
argument  of  that  sort  answered  itself, 
and  might  be  taken  as  a  fair  gauge  of 
the  accuracy  of  the  rest  of  the  hon. 
Member's  remarks.  There  was  another 
point  to  which  he  would  like  to  refer. 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  one  of 
the  divisions  of  Denbighshire  told  them 
that  they  onght  to  accept  this  Bill  lest 
tbej  should  get  something  worse.  That 
aigoment  had  been  advaoeed  by  free- 
booters and  blackmaliors  ever  sinoe  the 
world  began,  and  to  such  an  argument 
Miy  man  with  spirit  would  make  but  one 


reply.  Whenever  this  spirit  of  plunder- 
was  abroad  the  Church  was  always  the 
first  and  easiest  prey,  and  be  would  re- 
mind those  who,  though  not  feeling 
strongly  on  Church  questions,  had  some 
respect  for  the  rights  of  property,  that 
when  the  attaok  began  it  would  not  stop 
with  the  Churoh.  It  would  go  on  to 
other  kinds  of  property.  They  had  only 
to  look  at  Ireland  to  be  satisfied  of  that 
fact.  What  was  the  reason  for  taking 
away  this  property  from  the  Church  ? 
It  was  not  that  she  was  misusing  it.  The 
Home  Secretary  himself  bad  paid  tri- 
bute to  the  self-sacrifice  and  devotion  of 
its  ministers.  The  only  reason  that  could 
be  allied  for  taking  away  this  property 
was  that  other  people  wuted  it.  What 
was  the  charge  against  the  Church  as  a 
whole  ?  That  it  was  the  Churah,  in  the 
words  of  the  Home  Seeretary,  of  a  com- 
paratively small  minority,  and  conse- 
quently that  she  was  a  foreign  or  an 
alien  body  ?  As  to  the  first  charge,  the 
Government  refused  to  put  the  question 
to  the  test.  They  desired  to  have  the 
Church's  property,  but  they  riirank 
from  producing  their  title  to  the 
property.  They  knew  very  well 
that  behind  this  charge,  that  it  was 
the  Churoh  of  a  small  minority,  there 
lurked  Uie  fear  that  if  her  pogress 
was  not  stopped  she  would  become  the 
Churoh  of  the  majority.  What  was  the 
difference  between  the  supporters  and 
the  aggressors  of  the  Chnrch  in  this 
matter  P  The  promoters  of  this  Bill 
made  allegations  that  they  did  not  prove, 
or  if  they  did  substantiate  them  their 
facts  belonged  to  a  period  so  long  past 
that  they  had  really  ceased  to  have 
weight.  They  who  defended  the 
Churoh  said  tlmt  if  it  was  the  Churoh 
of  the  miu(»ity  in  Wales  it  was  the 
Churoh  of  a  large  minority,  a  minority 
increasing,  according  to  the  admis- 
sions of ,  hon.  Member  opposite,  in 
membership,  in  activity,  and  in  zeal. 
They  established  that  fact  by  a  list  of 
communicants,  the  number  of  baptisms, 
the  number  of  new  chnrohes  bnilt,  and 
the  children  attending  the  schools. 
When  they  said  that  there  were  some 
dissenting  sects  in  Wales  who  were  de- 
creasing in  number  they  based  their 
statements  upon  what  they  read  in  the 
Welsh  papers*  TAe  Baner  and  other 
paperv— whieh  admittedly  represented 
the  views  of  the  Welsh  Noneonformists, 
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and  wbioh  very  senaibly  and  properly 
were  coDStantly  urgiug  thorn  to  greater 
activity,  and  telliug  them  that  the  Cburcb 
WBB  gaining  in  the  race,  and  that  they 
ought  to  keep  pace  widi  her  advance- 
ment. Besides  the  charge  against  the 
Church  as  a  vhole,  there  yraa  the  charge 
against  the  dwgy  of  the  Church  that 
they  used  their  influence  politically 
against  those  who  were  attacking  the 
Church  of  England  in  Wales.  How  un- 
reasonable would  it  be  that  they  should 
do  anything  else  ?  The  Dissenting 
ministers  were  active  in  supporting  those 
who  were  attacking  the  Church,  and  it 
was  natural  that  the  clergy  of  the 
Church  of  England  should  take  the  best 
course  they  oould  to  defend  it.  He  should 
like  to  say  a  few  words  about  the  cathe- 
drals which  he  understood,  under  this  Bill, 
were  to  be  permitted  to  be  still  used  for  the 
religiouBservicesofthe  Church  of  England. 
They  knew  |B%tty  well  how  much  money 
in  recent  years  had  been  spent  upon  the 
restoration  of  these  edifices.  How  much 
did  anyone  suppose  bad  been  subscribed 
by  Dissenters  ?  Not  much,  he  was  sure. 
But  how  much  bad  been  given  by  Church 
people,  and  how  much  would  have  been 
given  by  Church  people  if  they  had  had 
any  idea  that  these  cathedrals  would  be 
taken  away  from  the  objects  to  which 
they  were  now  applied  and  lued  f or  pur- 
poses not  only  at  variance  with,  but  re- 
pugnant to,  the  feelings  of  the  benefac- 
tors who  had  spent  money  in  their  main- 
tenance and  restoration,  and  worshipped 
within  them  ?  With  regard  to  the  case 
of  the  curates,  the  Home  Secretary  said 
oavnlierly  that  the  curates  bad  no  vested 
interest,  and  that  therefore  there  was  no 
reason  whatever  for  giving  them  com- 
pensation. He  would  like  to  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  curate 
was  not  the  servant  of  the  rector,  but  of 
the  cure,  and  that  he  could  not  be  re- 
moved, except  for  misconduct,  and  by 
the  order  of  the  Bishop  on  the  complaint 
of  the  rectOT.  He  agreed  that  the  curate 
had  not  so  substantial  an  interest  as  the 
rector,  but  he  did  not  think  he  could  be 
looked  upon  as  having  no  more  interest 
than  a  private  servant  who  could  be  sent 
away  at  a  month's  notice  and  nothing 
more  to  be  said.  Hon.  Members  might 
think  that  because  a  man  was  rich  they 
were  justified  in  robbing  him,  but  that, 
at  all  events,  did  not  apply  to  the  Wekh 
curate.  If  there  was  anj  body  ot  men 
Mr,  Vioary  Gibb* 


who  should  be  treated  with  generosity  it 
was  the  Welsh  curates.  With  regard  to 
the  owners  of  advowsons,  his  opinion 
was  that  in  offering  them  a  year's  pur- 
chase the  Govemmeut  was  either  doing 
too  much  or  too  little.  Either  the  owners 
of  advowsons  must  be  regarded  as 
having  no  vested  interest  at  all  or, 
if  they  had  one,  it  must  undoubtedly  be 
worth  more  than  a  year's  purchase.  The 
arrangement  as  it  stood  was  inconsistent 
and  unreasonable.  Whatever  else  this 
Bill  might  be,  he  hoped  it  would  be 
understood  that  it  was  a  direct  attack 
upon  the  cause  of  religion.  [^A  cry  of 
"  No  1 "]  An  hon.  Member  expressed 
dissent.  He  would  show  him  why  he 
said  so :  it  was  because  money  left 
for  religions  uses  was  to  be  diverted 
and  applied  to  secular  uses.  cty 
of  Not  necessarily  I  "]  At  all 
events,  a  portion  of  it  was  to  be  so 
applied.  He  would  ask  hon.  Members 
whether  technical  education  was  a  reli- 
gious use.  Of  course  not,  but  that  was 
one  of  the  objects  put  forward  as  show- 
ing the  great  benefits  that  this  Bill 
would  cotifer.  What  bad  happened  to 
make  this  Bill  more  desirable  now  than 
in  the  past  ?  Outside  the  House  every- 
thing had  gone  in  the  contrary  direction. 
The  Church  in  Wales  was  doing  its  work 
well  and  increasing  ita  members.  What- 
ever the  proportionate  increase  amongst 
Nonconformists  might  be,  admittedly 
her  activity  was  so  great,  that  that  very 
fact  promoted  the  hostility  of  certain 
persons  against  her.  That  being  so,  he 
asked  again  what  had  happened  to  cause 
this  Bill  to  be  introduced  ?  He  could 
not  describe  the  reason  better  than  by 
quoting  a  threat  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  East  Denbigh  held  out 
to  the  Government  some  time  ago,  when 
ha  said  there  was  a  compact  body  in  the 
House  counting  56  votes  on  a  Division. 
That  was  the  influence  to  which  they 
owed  this  Bill — not  to  any  consideration 
of  justice  nor  to  the  failure  of  the  Church 
to  do  its  duty,  but  because  there  were 
gentlemen  in  that  House  who  acted 
solidly  together,  and  who  represented 
56  votes  on  a  Division.  What  was  that 
but  the  most  shameless  bribery  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  P  But 
they  could  set  against  hon.  Members 
opposite  the  fact  that  the  right  hon, 
Gentlonan  the  Member  for  ]£dlothian 
had  all  his  life  through,  strougly  and 
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most  powerfully  (mod  u  everybody  on 
that  side  of  the  House  would  admit  with 
a  peculiar  kDowIedge  of  tbia  questiou) 
floated  and  denied  the  arguments  they 
had  heard  advanced  by  gentlemen 
opposite — and  this,  not  in  bia  salad 
dnys  wben  be  was  green  in  judg- 
ment, but  as  late  as  1891 ;  and  so  f ar  aa 
they  knew  these  were  bis  sentiments  to- 
day. He  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  Uie  Member  for  Cambridge 
University  that  any  Englishman,  even 
if  be  had  never  set  foot  in  Wales,  had  a 
right  to  be  heard  on  this  Bubject,  and 
that  if  he  was  a  member  (as  he  was)  of 
the  Church  of  England,  and  saw  a  pro- 
posal to  destroy,  as  he  believed,  and  rob 
of  her  moneys  the  western  portion  of  that 
ancient  Cbureb  in  Wales,  be  was  entitled 
to  put  forward  his  protest.  As  Lord 
Grey  said — 

**  A  Hum  most  have  move  than  tiw  stanpUdty  of 
a  child  who  could  be  made  to  believe  ti»t  so 
great  a  blow  coald  be  saccesafiilly  inflicted 
upon  one  part  of  the  National  Church  Establish- 
ment  without  being  speedily  followed  byotber 
attacks  of  the  same  Kind*  and  pn>))ably  in  the 
end  by  its  overthrow." 

Of  course  they  knew  diat  if  this 
Bill  passed,  though  he  was  confi- 
dent it  would  not  pass,  it  would  be 
the  beginning  of  the  end.  Katurally, 
they  were  being  attacked  in  the  weakest 
place.  The  principle  once  conceded, 
everybody  knew  that  it  would  be  only  a 
question  of  time  before  the  whole  of  the 
Establishment  was  destroyed,  and  its 
income  taken  away  and  diverted  to  other 
purposes.  It  bad  been  said  that  this  Bill 
bwe  a  strong  resemblance  to  Mr.  Gee's 
scheme,  and  the  Home  Secretary's  reply 
was  that  he  bad  never  seen  that  scheme. 
That,  no  doubt,  was  litorally  true,  but 
only  literally,  for  it  was  obrious  Uiat  the 
Home  Secretary  had  seen  somebody  who 
had  seen  the  scheme  who  had  conveyed 
it  to  him,  and  in  order  to  prove  that,  he 
should  read  a  few  lines  from  Mr.  Gee's 
scheme,  and  he  would  defy  anybody  to 
say  that  they  did  not  appear  to  be  quoted 
from  the  speech  of  the  Home  Secretary. 
Mr.  Gee  said — 

'*  The  daty  of  carrying  oat  the  admlnifltrative 
work  of  disendowment  in  Wales  (which  ihonld 
be<  considered  as  including  Monmouthshire) 
ahonld  be  entrusted  to  three  Comnussioners 
appointed  by  the  Crown. 

"Tba  principlea  according  to  which  com- 
pensation was  given  to  the  clergy,  *c.,  nnder 
the  Irish  Ohnrch  Act,  1869,  sbonld  not,  <m  any 
aooonat  whatever,  be  ado|>ted  in  this  Act.  A 


pension,  as  explained  In  the  next  paragraph, 
wuold  be  a  bdr  and  eqaitable  settlement  of  the 
qnestkm,  and  satisfy  ul  parttas. 

"  The  tithes  should  be  collected  by  offloeis 
appointed  by  tlie  County  Council.  Each  Parish 
Council  or  vestry  should  receive  its  stiare  of  the 
surplus  according  to  the  amount  of  its  tithe, 
from  the  tithe  fund  annually,  which  should  be 
applied  as  ftdtows :  To  enable  parishioners  to 
erect  rooms  for  parochial  purposes,  and  for 
libraries ;  also,  as  loans  to  assist  farmers, 
labourers,  sod  mechanics  to  erect  cottages  npon 
freehold  allotments. 

"  All  churchyards,  and  ^ther  public  burial 
grounds,  sfaoold  be  traosferzed,  and  should  be 
under  the  exclusive  control  <tf  the  Pariah 
Councils." 

He  admitted  there  were  certain  altera- 
tions which  decency  demanded,  but  in 
two  particulars  it  was  even  less  generous 
than  the  scheme  of  Mr.  Gee.  The  latter 
proposed  that  curates  who  were  in  the 
actnalservice  of  incumbents  at  the  passing 
of  the  Act  should  also  receive  a  pension, 
and  it  was  only  when  cathedrals  wwe 
unused  and  allowed  to  go  out  of  repair 
that  they  were  to  be  handed  over  to  the 
County  Councils.  What  was  this  national 
feeling'  which  they  were  told  had 
prompted  this  movement  against  the 
Church  ?  )VaB  it  not  a  feeling  of 
rapacity  exacerbated  by  envy  ?  That, 
he  believed,  was  the  feeling  which  was 
at  the  bottom  of  this  movement,  and  so 
\oag  as  it  could  not  be  shown  that 
this  BUI  was  required,  either  in  the 
interests  of  national  justice  or  in  the 
interests  the  people,  ao  long  should  he 
oppose  it. 

Mb.  EGERTON  ALLEN  (Pembroke, 
&C.)  said,  he  desired  to  say  a  fewwords  in 
regard  to  the  Act  which  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  Carnarvon  Boroughs  bad  called 
the  Act  of  Union,  and  the  first  words  of 
the  preamble  of  which  had  been  quoted 
by  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  It  seemed  to  him 
unjdst  tbit  the  references  which  had 
been  made  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Camarron  Boroughs  should  go  un- 
noticed. To  Welshmen  this  Act  was 
perfectly  well  known,  and  the  astonish- 
ment which  the  quotation  of  it  caused  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  merely  arose  from  the 
fact  that  he,  not  being  a  Welsh  Member, 
did  not  regard  it  as  any  kind  of  import- 
ance to  him  how  the  political  truth  of 
the  Welsh  had  come  about  so  far  as  it 
connected  them  with  the  English  oatioo. 
Of  coarse  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew, 
and  everybody  luuw,  that  the  Tudor  Sove- 
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reign  Henry  VIII.  was  well  affected  to  the 
Weleh  Dominion,  and  it  was  in  order  to 
give  that  Welsh  Domioion  a  share  in 
the  British  Administration  that  this  Act 
was  passed.  It  began,  no*  doubt,  aa 
quoted  bj  the  right  hon.  G«ntleman ; 
but,  unfortunately  for  the  understanding 
of  the  Aet  by  the  House,  ho  confined  his 
quotation  to  the  first  half-dozen  lines  of 
the  preamble.  The  last  balf-dozeu  lines 
of  the  preamble  showed  conclusively  that 
this  really  was,  and  was  naturally  thought 
to  be  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Car- 
narvon Boroughs,  an  Act  of  Union.  The 
latter  part  of  tiie  preamble  stated  that 

"  The  said  conntry  or  Dominion  of  Wales 
shonid  stand  and  continue  for  ever  from  hence- 
forth incorporated,  united,  and  annexed  to  and 
with  the  realm  of  England," 

the  people  enjoying  the  same  rights  and 
privileges  as  were  enjoyed  by  the  English 
Mople.  It  was  quite  clear  that  Wales  and 
£ngland  were  looked  upon  up  to  that 
time  as  under  different  Administrations 
and  different  laws,  and  they  were  by  this 
Act  incorporated  and  united  together 
into  one  United  Kingdom.  There  could 
not  be  any  better  definition  of  this  Act 
than  that  it  was  an  Act  of  Uuion,  and 
the  Act  itself  was  indexed  as  "  Wales, 
Incorporation  of,  with  England."  The 
Act  gave  tiie  first  Members  to  Wales  to 
representtbat  conntry  in  the  British  Honse 
of  Commons.  That  being  so,  he  asked 
whether  the  charge  of  ignorance  ought 
to  be  levelled  at  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Camarron  Boroughs,  who  had  quoted 
ibis  Act  as  an  Act  of  Uniou,  or  whether 
it  ought  not  rather  to  be  levelled  at  his 
critic  ? 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  he  did  not  flatter  himself  that  he 
could  add  anything  new  to  this  great 
controversy,  but  still  there  were  times  at 
which  people  should  speak  out  and  use 
plain  and  direct  language. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
pot  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Sir  R.  temple  went  on  to  say  that 
a  large  number  of  bis  constituents  looked 
upon  this  Bill  with  dread  and  detestation 
and  contemplated  it  with  feelings  akin 
to  horror.  He  felt  bound  to  give  voice 
and  expression  to  these  feelings.  The 
-Welsh  sttpporters  of  the  Bill  were  never 
tired  of  rdterating  that  this  Bill  ought  to 
pass  because  it  was  approved  by  the 

Mr.  EgerUm  Mien 


large  majority  of  the  Welsh  Members. 
Englishmen  would  never  admit  that 
argument  in  a  matter  in  which  the 
whole  of  England  as  well  as  Wales  was 
concerned.  If  it  were  admitted  the 
whole  conntry  would  be  divided  up  into 
petty  interest,  and  the  Heptarchy  would 
be  restored.  Though  the  Welsh  Mem- 
bers pressed  this  argument  unremittingly 
because  it  suited  their  policy  at  the  time, 
they  would  never  admit  it  for  a  moment 
in  reference  to  England.  This  Bill  was 
intended  to  destroy  one  of  the  outworks 
of  the  Church  of  England  in  its  totality, 
and,  therefore,  the  Church  of  England 
itself  might  be  in  some  degree  in  danger. 
If  the  English  Members  had  alone  to 
decide  the  English  question,  everrbody 
knewthat  there  would  not  be  the  slightest 
danger  to  the  Church  of  England  in  this 
generation,  or  probably  for  many  genera- 
tions  to  come.  Whence,  then,  did  the 
probability  of  danger  arise  ?  It  arose 
from  the  fact  that  Irish  and  Scotch 
votes  might  be  brought  in  to  counter- 
balance the  English  majority.  In  a 
matter  where  England  was  concerned 
the  decided  majority  of  the  English  Mem- 
bers would  not  be  allowed  to  prevail. 
Under  these  circumstances,  why  should  a 
majority  of  Welsh  votes  be  allowed 
to  prevail  in  a  Welsh  matter  ?  Let  it 
once  for  all  be  undontood  that  the 
Welsh  Members'  argument  would  never 
be  admitted  by  those  who  sat  on  the  Op- 
position  side  of  the  House.  Inasmuch  as 
disendowment  was  added  to  disestablish- 
ment, it  was  as  well  to  look  at  the  moral 
aspect  of  the  question.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Carnarvon  (Mr.  Lloyd-Greorge) 
seemed  to  imply  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bristol  (Sir 
M.  Hicks-Beach)  accused  minUters  of 
blunder  and  sacrilege  in  connection  with 
this  Bill.  He  (Sir  R.  Temple)  was  not 
sure  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  M. 
Hicks-Beach)  in  a  great,  debating  speech 
witli  which  he  had  delighted  the  House 
had  used  those  words,  bnt  there  was  no 
reason  why  a  private  Member  should  not 
speak  unreservedly  in  the  matter,  and 
whether  his  right  hon.  Friend  used  the 
words  or  not  he  (Sir  R.  Temple)  meant 
to  use  them,  and  he  was  sure  that  Mem- 
bers who  sat  near  him  would  use  them 
also.  He  said  that  the  Bill  was  actually 
plunder,  and  that  it  was  virtually 
■awile^.  Fkinder  meant  tidting  away 
forcibly  from  a  person  or  a  CorpOTation 
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that  wbich  belonged  to  him  or  it.  Tbe 
Chorch  ftB  a  Corporation  was  as  much 
able  to  hold  property  as  any  individual, 
and  be  contended  that  tbe  tithes  were  in- 
disputablj,  unquestionably,  undeniably 
her  property.  This  Bill  proposed  to  take 
that  property  away.  Of  course  it  was 
DOt  to  be  done  by  bmte  force  or  violence ; 
but,  nevertheless^  as  there  was  snch  a 
thing  as  judicial  murder,  there  was  snch 
a  thing  as  plunder  by  legislation,  and  that 
was  what  this  Bill  involved.  In  the 
next  place,  he  said  the  Bill  amounted  to 
sacrilege.  Sacrilege  was  the  taking  away 
violently  of  property  of  a  eacred 
character  wbicfa  was  intended  for  sacred 
purposes.  This  property  belonged  to  the 
Church,  and  it  was  being  alienated 
from  sacred  purposes.  It  was  to 
be  abstracted  from  sacred  purposes 
in  order  to  be  need  for  secolar 
purposes.  How  was  the  House  to 
differentiate  this  process  from  that  of 
taking  as  a  thief  took  property  from  the 
inside  of  a  church  ?  This  peculiar  form 
of  sacrilege  seemed  to  him  to  be  made 
peculiarly  clear  in  the  case  of  cathedrals. 
As  the  fabrics  of  the  parish  churches 
were  to  be  left  to  the  Churcb^  why  were 
the  cathedrals  to  he  taken  away  ?  Were 
they  not  built  by  exactly  the  same  au- 
thority and  from  the  same  sources  as  the 
parish  churches  ?  In  what  sense  were 
they  "  naUonal  monuments  ?  "  They  were 
of  course  in  a  sense  sacred  monnments, 
and  they  were  national  as  the  Church 
was  national.  The  peculiar  injustice 
that  was  to  be  done  was  made  clearer  by 
the  fact  that  tbe  cathedrals  had  been 
maintained  and  restored  by  the  money  of 
Churchmen  in  modern  times.  What  were 
the  secular  objects  to  which  the  Church 
property  was  to  be>>  misappropriated  ? 
The  Home  Secretary  (Mr.  Asquith),  in 
his  lucid  and  emphatic  manner,  had 
described  the  way  in  which  Church  pro- 
perty in  beland  had  been  squandered 
and  wasted,  but,  at  all  events,  it  had  been 
used  for  large,  charitable,  and  beneficent 
purposes — sometimes  for  the  relief  of 
famine,  sometimes  for  improving  national 
education,  sometimes  for  increasing  the 
emoluments  of  the  national  school 
teachers,  and  sometimes  for  a  great  ob- 
ject like  the  relif^f  of  congested  districts. 
The  only  possible  instance  of  misuse  was 
tiie  proposed  application  of  tbe  small 
residue  of  the  fund  to  the  reinstatement 
of  evicted  tenants,  but  even  that  was  a 


far  .larger  object  than  the  petty  purposes 
mentioned  by  the  Home  Secretary  in 
regard  to  the  Welsh  Bill.  In  Wales  the 
tithes,  amounting  to  some  £250,000  per 
annum,  were  to  be  devoted  to  the 
parochial  work  of  the  Parish  Council. 
If  there  was  ever  a  temptation  to 
waste  a  fund  it  was  afforded  by  this 
Bill.  There  might  have  been  some- 
thing to  be  said  for  giving  the 
money  to  voluntary  schools,  where 
at  all  events  religions  was  taught,  but 
the  Parish  Councils  had  nothing  to  do 
with  education.  It  actually  came  to  this  : 
that  money  which  had  been  devoted  for 
many  ages  to  the  service  of  religion,  to 
tbe  preaching  of  the  word  of  God,  to  the 
ceiebmttou  of  the  Communion,  to  the 
ministrations  of  the  Church,  and  to  the 
]nrochial  charities  of  all  kinds,  was  to  be 
used  for  such  purposes  as  parish  rooms^ 
and  he  supposed  public  gardens  or  au^ 
like  purpose  which  tbe  Parish  Council 
might  be  pleased  to  favour.  Ho  did  not 
wish  to  disparage  these  parochial  pur- 
poses, but  he  asked  the  House  to  consider 
their  character  in  comparison  with  tbe 
sacred  character  of  the  services  to  wliich 
this  money  bad  been  for  so  many  cen- 
turies devoted.  It  could  not  be  forgotten 
that  the  parish  purposes  to  which  titbe» 
were  to  be  applied  were  the  very  pur- 
poses for  which  rates  were  to  be  levied, 
and  that  there  was  absolute  justification  for 
what  had  been  said  by  one  of  the  leading 
organs — namely,  that  this  Bill  was  no- 
thing more  or  less  than  a  gigantic  bribe 
to  the  ratepayer*  of  Wales.  Could  any 
Welsh  Member  say  that  any  good  could 
be  done  to  religion  by  taking  these  great 
resources  away  from  religion,  and  giving 
them  to  secular  purposes  ?  Much  had 
been  said  about  the  Bill  having  the  over- 
whelming majority  of  the  Welsh  people 
at  its  back.  No  doubt  it  had  the  great 
majority  of  the  Welsh  Members  at  its 
back,  but  the  Opposition  «.ppreheoded 
that  that  majority  had  largely  been  re- 
turned by  political  agencies.  If  it  was 
said  that  the  majority  of  the  Welsh 
people  were  at  the  back  of  the  Bill  the 
House  had  a  right  to  look  at  the  electoral 
statistics  and  consider  how  many  votes 
at  tbe  one  or  two  last  General  Elections 
had  been  cast  on  the  one  side  and  on  the 
other.  When  those  statistics  were  ex- 
amined it  would  be  found  that  there  was 
not  an  overwhelming  mass  of  tbe  Welsh 
people  at  the  Imck  of  the  Bill.   He  be- 
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iiered  the  majority  was  a  slender  one. "  If 
the  present  political  agitatiou  were  brought 
to  aa  eud  the  Opposition  believed  that 
there  would  be  no  majority  at  all  in 
favour  of  diaestablishmeut.  Then  as 
regarded  the  Census.  He  was  amazed 
whei  be  beard  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Pembrokeshire  speak  of  that. 
The  Welsh  Members  might  be  assured 
that  to  the  end  of  this  controTeTsy  the 
Opposition  would  taunt  them  with  Iheir 
hesitation  and  unwillingness  to  go  to  the 
test  of  a  Religious  Census.  The  Opposi- 
tion, though  they  entertained  the  most 
charitable  and  friendly  feelings  towards 
their  Welsh  fellow-countrymen,  could 
not  but  believe  that  there  was  some 
reason  in  the  baokground  for  refusing 
this  plain  and  clear  test  of  the  Census. 
What  reason  had  the  hon.  Member  given 
for  refusing  the  test  ?  Why,  that  the 
Welsh  people  would  be  dragooned  or 
coerced  into  saying  that  they  were  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England  when  they 
were  not  so  in  their  hearts.  He  (Sir  R. 
Temple)  did  not  think  he  had  exaggerated 
the  hon.  Member's  main  contention.  He 
could  not  imagine  how  any  Welshman  in 
the  House  could  dare  to  say  that  of  his 
countrymen.  The  Welsh  must  be  very 
unlike  Englishmen  or  Scotchmen  or  any 
other  inhabitants  of  Britain  if  at  the 
latter  end  of  the  19th  century  they  could 
be  treated  in  such  a  way  as  that.  He 
(Sir  R.  Temple)  refused  to  believe  this 
cruel  imputation  on  his  Welsh  fellow- 
countnrmen.  He  declared  that  no 
Churchman  would  descend  to  such  pro- 
ceedings, and  if  they  were  attempted  no 
Welshman  would  ever  submit  to  it.  The 
thing  would  be  the  utter  fiasco  it  would 
deserve  to  be.  A  Religious  Census  was 
really  refused  by  Welshmen  opposite, 
because  they  believed  it  would  be 
dangerous  to  their  case.  It  was  not  denied 
that  Nonconformity  was  predominant 
in  some  country  places  in  Wales,  but  was 
that  an  argument  for  disestablishing  the 
Church  in  Wales  at  large?  Wales, 
picturesque  as  it  was  and  interesting  as 
it  was  in  its  physical  characteristics  and 
industrial  developments,  ms  not  alto- 
gether made  up  of  rural  districts.  It  had 
industrial  centres  and  an  urban  popula- 
tion. All  sections  of  the  people  must  be 
taken  together.  It  did  not  follow  that 
because  Nonconformity  might  be  pre- 
dominant in  isolated  localities  that,  there- 
fore, for  these  iocalitiee  altogether  the 
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Church  in  Wales  was  to  be  disestablished 
and  disendowed.  As  to  the  injustice  of 
paying  tithe  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carnarvon  had  referred, 
it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
Welsh  farmer  would  not  be  let  off  the 
payment  by  the  Bill.  If  he  disliked 
paying  tithe  to  the  Vicar,  it  would 
be  equally  distasteful  to  him  to  pay  it  to 
the  County  Council.  The  necessity  for 
the  payment  was  the  real  crux  of  the 
grievance,  therefore  the  hon.  Member^s 
argument  came  to  nothing.  Then,  more 
than  one  Member  from  Wales  had 
denied  that  there  was  any  jealousy  at 
the  bottom  of  the  Bill.  Well,  be  (Sir 
R.  Temple)  would  like  to  ask,  if  the 
motive  was  not  jealousy,  what  could 
it  be? 

An  hon.  Membeb  :  Justice. 

Sir  B.  temple  said,  that  jealousy 
was  not  necessarily  an  ignoble  motive. 
It  sometimes  pervaded  tlie  noblest  of 
minds.  If  the  Welsh  Nonconformists 
would  gain  anything  by  the  transfer  of 
the  tithes  from  the  Church  to  the  County 
Council,  one  would  be  able  to  understand 
their  attitude.  If  it  was  to  go  to  their 
own  organisations  he  could  understand  it. 
But  that  was  not  so.  Nonconformity  in 
Wales  certainly  had  nothing  whatever 
to  gain  materially  by  this  attack  on  the 
Church  ;  what  it  had  to  gain  morally  he 
did  not  know.  What  motive,  then, 
remained  ?  He  refused  to  admit,  from 
friendliness  to  the  Welsh  people,  that 
greed  was  at  the  bottom  of  their  desire 
for  the  property  of  the  Church,  for  he 
considered  the  Welsh  people  above  that, 
although  it  might  be  said  that  there  was 
an  appeal  to  the  cupidity  of  the  rate- 
payers. He  could  not  believe,  however, 
that  that  was  the  true  motive  underlying 
the  policy  of  Disestablishment.  Neither 
was  the  motive  one  arising  from  a  sense 
of  injustice.  If  something  was  given 
to  the  Church  by  Parliament  to  which 
the  Nonconformists  had  a  fair  claim  and 
an  equal  title  he  could  then  understand  a 
case  of  injustice ;  but  that  was  not  the 
case  in  the  matter  of  tithes.  Tithes 
were  not  given  to  the  Church  by  Par- 
liament. They  were  antecedent  to  Par- 
liament itself,  and  coeval  with  property 
in  this  country.  There  was  really  a 
motive  of  jealousy  ;  but  he  would  not 
admit  that  that  was  wholly  responsible 
for  the  introduction  of  sudua  dangerous 
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and  reTolotlonarr  meMnre  as  this.  The 
hoD.  Member  for  CanuuroDBhire  had 
apiAeii  of  a  political  issue,  and  there^  at 
last,  vas  the  tme  motiTe  revealed.  He 
wonld  take  care  to  point  that  out  to  his 
«oiutituentB,  and  he  hoped  the  statement 
would  be  quoted,  and  requoted,  and 
treasured  up  in  the  minds  of  English- 
men. This  Bill  could  never  be  with- 
drawn. It  might  be  defeated,  it 
might  be  "  knocked  out,"  it  might 
go  tdc  a  referendum  to  the  people,  hut  it 
eonld  not  be  withdrawn  from  tbe  House 
of  Commons,  He  promised  the  Govem- 
ment  that  it  would  receive  unrelenting 
opposition  from  Members  on  his  side  of 
.the  House.  They  firmly  believed  that 
the  BtU  would  be  defeated,  and  that  it 
had  no  chance  of  passing,  but  although  it 
was  merely  held  out  as  a  thuudercloud, 
as  a  war  menace  and  a  deadly  threat  to 
the  Church  of  England,  they  trusted  that 
Welshmen  would  not  suffer  themselves 
to  be  misguided.  They  Lad  confidence  in 
their  Welsh  fellow-eountrymen.  They 
held  a  high  opinion  of  the  Welsh  Non- 
conformists, who  wa«  essentially  religious 
men,  and  he  was  sure  they  did  not  wish, 
in  their  hearts,  to  strike  this  grievous 
blow  at  religion  and  so  saered  a  cause. 
They  held  that  the  Welsh  Church  was 
not  an  alien  Church,  but  was  a  tender 
branch  of  the  English  Church,  and  they 
were  confident  that  if  she  be  left  alone  to 
work  her  way  and  minister  among  the 
Welsh  people  she  would  sooner  or  later 
re-establish  herself  in  the  position  which 
she  held  in  the  days  of  old. 

•Majob  EVAN  R.  JONES  (Carmar- 
then, &c.)  said,  he  must  invite  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  not  a 
single  Reprueotative  from  Wales  on  the 
Oppositicm  Benches  had  said  one  word  in 
opposition  to  the  proposids  of  the  Gk>- 
vemment.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Bristol  (Sir  M. 
Hicks-Beach)  had  issued  a  solemn  warn- 
ing that  after  the  next  General  Election 
a  good  many  of  those  who  were  sitting 
on  the  Ministerial  side  would  stay  at 
home.  He  (Major  Jones)  ventured  to 
give  prophecy  that  any  Representative 
Rom  Wales  who  opposed  the  Bill  would 
have  the  satisfaction  of  staying  at  home 
aftv  the  next  General  Election.  They 
had  oontented  themselves  with  handing 
over  their  ease  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  M.  Hick-Beami),  the  hon,  and 
learned  Gentleman  (SirB.  Webster),  and 


others,  who  had  no  knowledge  whatever 
of  the  lives,  the  aspirations,  and  the  aims 
of  the  W^sb  people,  else  they  would 
never  have  made  the  accusations  they 
had  made  during  the  Debate.  Much  had 
been  said  as  to  the  motives  which 
animated  the  Welsh  people  in  the  present 
movement.  They  were  told  that  money 
was  at  tbe  bottom  of  it  all.  Apart  from 
the  fact  that  money  involved  a  great 
principle,  it  had  nothing  to  do 
with  this  case,  and  he  ventured  to  say 
that  tens  of  thousands  of  his  fellow- 
countrymen  regretted  that  money  and 
property  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
question.  They  were  asking  for  no  ex- 
periment. The  question  of  the  disestab- 
lishment of  the  Church  had  been  Redout 
for  them,  as  many  another  problem  had 
been  tried  out,  in  the  United  States.  We 
had  given  charters  to  the  American 
Colonies,  and  had  insisted  upon  giving 
them  also  an  Established  Church,  but 
when  independence  came  and  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  was 
framed,  an  amendment  was  made  by  the 
wise  statesmen  of  that  time,  and  passed, 
and  he  would  venture  to  read  a  passage 
on  the  subjeet  from  an  authority  which 
he  thonj^t  would  be  received  with 
respect.  Judge  Story  had  made  use  of 
thwe  words-^ 

"  The  real  object  of  the  amendment  was,  not  to 
coantenanee,  mach  leas  to  advance  Mahomet- 
anism,  or  Jiulaism,  or  iofldellty,  by  prostratiog 
Christianity ;  but  to  exclude  all  rinlry  amons 
CbtisUaD  sects,  and  to  prevent  any  national 
eoclesiasticftl  establishment,  which  ihould  give 
to  a  hierarchy  the  exclusiye  patronage  of  the 
National  Oovenunent.  It  thus  cutoff  the  means 
of  religiotu  persecution  (the  vice  and  pest  of 
former  ^es),  and  of  the  aubversion  of  the 
rights  of  oonsoience  in  matters  of  reli^on, 
which  had  bem  trampled  upon  almost  from  tbe 
days  of  the  Aposties  to  Uw  present  age.  The 
history  of  the  parent  country  had  afforded  Vba 
most  solemn  warnings  and  melsQCholj  instme- 
tiorn  on  this  bead ;  and  even  New  England, 
tbe  land  of  the  persecnted  Puritans,  aa  well 
as  other  Colonies,  where  tbe  Church  of  England 
had  maintained  its  mperiority,  wonld  furnish 
out  a  chapter  as  fall  of  the  darkest  bigotoy 
and  intolerance  as  any  which  could  be  found 
to  di^frace  the  pages  of  foreign  annals.  Apos- 
tacy,  heresy  and  nonconformity  had  been 
standaid  crimes  for  public  appeals,  to  kindle 
tlw  flames  <A  penecntion,  and  apologise  for 
the  most  atrocioaa  triumphs  over  innocence 
and  virtue." 

By  passing  that  amendment  all  religions 
were  made  free  and  equal  b^ore  the  Uw. 
The  Toluntuy  system  had  been  on  trul 
in  that  oonnlty  for  about  100  years,  witii 
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the  resolt  that  when  thelaat  CeoBus  were 
taken  62,000,000  of  people  were  found  to 
be  living  in  the  United  States,  end  out  of 
that  total,  aooonimodation  was  furnished 
Uxt  religious  worehip  under  the  yoluntary 
ayatem  for  no  less  than  43,000,000  ptfople, 
a  proportion  of  something  like  68  per  cent, 
lu*.  Horace  Mann,  in  his  Report  of  Uie 
leligioiu  BtadatioB  of  this  coantrj,  gave 
58  per  cent,  as  the  real  requirement  of  the 
community.    Now,  with  regard  to  Wales, 
the  Welsh  Representatives  made  no  war 
upon  the  episcopal  form  of  worahip,  they 
only  objected  to  its  connection  with  the 
State.    Tbey  maintained  that  the  State 
.Church,  through  a  political  agency  work- 
ing at  its  head,  had  been  used  for  the 
purpose  of  annihilating  the  nationality  of 
the  Welsh  people.   ["No  I"]  He  knew 
that  was  an  unpaUtable  gospel  to  preach, 
bttt  he  ventur^  to  say  that  if  tfaey  had 
been  10,000,000  instead  of  2,000,000 
people  the   justice  of   their  conten- 
tion would  have  been  recognised  long 
since.    At  all  events,  there   was  the 
fact  established  that  the  voluntary  sys- 
tem had  provided  religious  accommoda- 
tion for  65  perceut.  of  the  entire  popula- 
tion of  Wales,  against  25  per  cent,  sup- 
plied by  rhe  Church  of  England  in  the 
Principality.    A  claim  had  been  set  up 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir 
R.  Webster)  that  if  all  the  Noncon- 
formists were  ranged  on  one  side  Mid 
members  of  the  Church  on  the  other,  the 
number  wonld  be  about  evenly  balanced. 
This  was  the  moBt  eublime  instance  of 
human  cre<lulity  he  had  ever  heard  of.  The 
communicants  of  the  Church  of  Eugland 
in  Wales  to-day,  according  to  the  official 
'Year  Book  of  the  Church,  amounted  to 
6  per  cent,  of  the  population,  whereas 
Caking  the  four  leading  denominations  of 
Nonoonformity — namely,  the  Calvinistic 
Methodists,    the     Independents,  the 
Baptists,  and  the  Wesleyans,  the  number 
ot  their  ccMDmnoieants  reached  21  per 
oent.  of  the  population ;  simply  these 
foar  denominations,  exclasire  of  Roman 
Catholics,  Unitarians,  Quakers,  and  other 
minor  denominations.    More  than  that, 
the  numbers  of  the  Calvinistic  Methodist 
Body    were    more    numerous  than 
those  of  the  Church  of  England  in 
Wales.    ["  No  I  "]     The  Independents 
were  stronger,  and  it  was  a  very  close 
thing  indeed  Iratween  the  Baptists  and 
the  Church,  so  that  the  Churoh,  giving 
it  «ven  the  best  position  it-  oonld  chum, 

Major  Evau  R,  Jom» 


would  be  only  thud  ia  strength  of  all  the 
denominations  in  the  Principality.  Thenu- 
merical  argumeotthea  oould  uot  hold  good 
againsttheclaimforraligiouB  equality.  But 
he  did  not  rest  the  case  on  statistics  and 
the  counting  of  heads.  He  contended  for 
the  great  principle  of  religions  equality, 
and  it  vaa  nonsense  to  talk  of  religions 
liberty  while  there  was  a  privil^ad 
Church,  a  privileged  class,  and  a  privu 
leged  Chamber  in  the  Legislature.  He 
declared  his  opinion,  and  without  any 
ill-will  towards  the  Church,  that  histori- 
cally the  Church  had  been  in  Wales 
an  engine  for  cruehiug  the  spirit, 
stifling  the  lauguage,  and  breaking 
the  hearts  of  the  Welsh  people. 
The  Welsh  had  been  denied  a  place 
among  the  nations.  But  tbey  planted 
Britain  ;  and  their  history  was  old  b^ore 
English  history  began.  Such  flneers  «t 
an  ancient  nationality  was  not  the  way 
to  treat  the  founder  ctf  the  firm, 
having  regard  to  the  coming  federated. 
Empire.  For  himself  he  thanked  the 
Government  for  bringing  in  this  measure 
of  justice  so  long  sought  for — a  measure 
which  did  not  .  give  all  that  the  W^elsh 
people  wanted,  but  which  would  put  an 
end  to  the  partisanship  of  a  great  Religious 
Body,  and  sever  the  Church  for  ever 
from  the  political  institutions  of  the 
country. , 

*Mr.  GATHORNE  hardy  (Sussex, 
East  Grinstead)  said,  he  was  especially 
anxious  upon  this  occasion  to  protest, 
though  it  might  be  for  the  last  time, 
against  legislation  which  he  believed  to 
be  equally  injurious  to  the  State  and 
to  the  Church.  He  was  desirous  to 
protest  against  it  on  this  occasion  rather 
than  on  the  Second  Reading  for  two 
reasons.  In  the  first  place,  he  considered 
that  when  one's  objection  went  to  the 
root  of  the  Bill,  when  one  bdieved 
that  no  Bill  brought  forward  for  the 
purpose  ot  disestablishmeDt  and  dis- 
endowment,  whatever  might  be  its  de- 
tails, could  be  other  than  a  mischieTOoa 
Bill,  one  was  right  in  coming  forward 
to  oppose  it  on  such  an  occasion  as  thaA. 
Whether  it  should  be  opposed  by  vote  as 
well  as  by  voice  depended  partly  on  con- 
siderations of  strategy  into  which  he 
need  not  enter ;  but  if  anybody  did  go 
into  the  Lobby  against  the  introduction 
of  this  Bill  he  (Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy) 
would  not  be  iar  behind;  .  The  aeoood 
reason  why  he  vaa  dasirons^  a^aaking<wi 
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this  stage  of  the  Bill  was  that,  m  commoD 
with  almost  every  Member,  he  did  not 
believe  that  they  woald  have  the  privi- 
lege of  seeing  tbe  Bill  before  them  again 
for  the  Second  Beading.  They  were  being 
treated  to  a  seriefl  of  dissolving  views  of 
the  Newcastle  Programme.  Those  views 
were  being  displayed  with  all  the  illumi- 
nation which  the  enthusiasm  of  Members 
on  the  Liberal  side  could  give  them,  and 
they  would  then  in  the  great  majority  of 
cases  be  dusted  and  put  away  in  an  old 
cupboard,  possibly  never  to  re-appear  iu 
the  same  form,  or  possibly  to  be  touched 
up  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of  one 
or  the  ether  sections.     Anybody  who 
knew  the  position  with  regard  to  the 
business  and  the  time  of  the  House  must 
know  that,  whatever  might  be  the 
inessnTe  of  the  Welsh  MembOTs,  it  was 
impossible  that  the  Bill  could  go  further 
than  the  present  stage  during  this  Session. 
Now,  he  did  not  intend  himself  to  intro- 
duce any  element  of  bitterness  into  that 
discussion.    He  endeavoured  to  appre- 
ciate tbe  mi/tives  of  other  Members  of  tbe 
House,  however  much  they  might  differ 
from  him,  and  however  different  might 
be  their  desire  with  regard  to  legislation. 
But  he  opposed  this  Bill  because  he  be- 
lieved that  it  was  a  measure  not  merely 
for  the  disestablishment  of  the  Welsh 
Church,  but  because  he  believed  that  it 
was  a  measnre  aimed  at  the  Establish- 
ment in  England  as  well  as  in  Wales. 
He  believed  that  tbe  great  majority  of 
its  supporters  iu  the  House  were  really 
only  supporting  it  because  they  believed 
that  tbe  Welsh  branch  was  the  weakest 
branch  of  the  Church  of  England,  and 
when  they  had  cut  away  one  portion  of 
what  was,  after  alt,  a  great  united  Church 
they  would  find  it  easier  to  go  further 
still.     He  might  be  told  that  be  was 
using  a  two-edged  argument;  that  he 
was  doing  an  unwise  thing  in  binding 
up  the  existence  of  tbe  Church  of  Eng- 
land with  the  existence  of  the  Church 
in  Wales.    He  had  heard  that  argument 
over  and  over  again  before,  but  they  did 
no  good  by  hiding  tbe  issues  from  them- 
selves, by  putting  their  heads  into  tbe 
sand  like  the  ostrich,  and  trying  to  con- 
ceal' from  themselves  what  was  the  real 
^ift  of  measures  like  this.    They  would 
not  in  the  slightest  degree  hasten  tbe  dis- 
establishment of  the  Church  of  England 
by  binding  it  up  with  the  Church  of 
Wales,  nor  would  they  in  the  least 
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degree  put  it  off  by  endeavouring  to 
conceal  from  themselves  that  every  logical 
argument  which  was  aimed  at  the  Church 
in  Wales  also  hit  the  Church  in  England. 
Of  course,  he  knew  there  was  one  arga- 
ment— tbe  argument  as  to  nationality-^ 
which  was  put  forward  with  regard  to 
the  Church  in  Wales,  and  was  not  put 
forward  with  respect  to  the  Church  in 
England,  but  notwithstanding  that,  he 
was  satisfied  that  when  the  enemies  of 
the  Church  of  England  came  forward  to 
attack  that  Church  they  would  not  refuse 
tbe  aid  of  Scottish  Presbyterians,  Welsh 
Methodists,  or  Irish  Roman  Catholics, 
because  they  tiad  disestablished,  or  endear 
Toured  to  disestablish,  the  Welsh  Church 
in  tbe  name  of  nationality.     He  was 
speaking  on  the  present  occasion  because 
he  believed  the  attack  which  was  being 
made  was  an  attack  on  all  connection 
between  Church  and  State,  and  because 
he  believed  that  if  it  succeeded  it  would 
have  far-reaching  consequences  which  he 
firmly  hoped  some  of  those  who  supported 
tbe  Bill  did  not  anticipate — consequences 
which  he  firmly  believed  would  be  preju- 
dicial to  the  State  even  more  than  to  the 
Church.   For  his  part,  he  believed  that 
whatever  they  might  do  tbe  Church  rested 
on  a  more  sure  foundation.   It  was  high 
as  Heaven,  and  they  would  never  cast  it 
down,  but  they  were  not  for  that  reason 
to  throw  away  the  temporal  aids  which 
had  been  given  to  the  Church,  not  for 
National  purposes  only  but  for  National 
purposes  in  connection  with  religion,  and 
for  those  alone.    With  regard  to  those 
aids,  they  bad  seen  a  great  development 
through  tbe  range  of  history.    It  had 
been  to  a  certain  degree,  no  doubt,  a 
development,  but  there  was  such  a  thing 
as  degeneracy  as  well  as  development. 
He  should  not  like  to  go  back  to  ^e  first 
stage  in  the  history  of  tliat  question^ 
when  every  sect  was  not  only  satisfied  to 
preach  what  they  believed  to  be  the 
truth,  but  persecuted  to  the  death  those 
who  differed  from  them.    Then  came  the 
second  stage  in  which,  though  persecu- 
tion no  longer  existed,  the  full  measure  of 
toleration  was  only  given  to  one  particular 
branch,  and  others   had   certain  civil 
disabilities  attached  to  them.    He  was 
not  going  to  argue  tbe  third  stage  of  the 
question,  when  they  took  away  certain 
endowments  given  to  the  Church  for 
purposes  of  education  and  handed  them 
over  to  other  institutions,  but  he  was 
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bound  to  refer  to  what  he  conceived  to 
be  the  fourth  development  with  regard 
to  this  question.  Not  merely  were  they 
told  that  they  must  tolerate  every  descrip- 
BioD  of  faith — not  merely  were  they  told 
that  they  must  not  inflict  any  disability 
on  those  who  difiered  from  them,  but  that 
they  must  strip  the  existing  estabfiab- 
ments  of  the  endowments  which  were 
given  to  them  and  remove  them  from  the 
position  which  they  held  because  they 
were,  owing,  forsooth,  to  those  endow- 
ments and  the  position  which  the 
State  gave  them,  placed  in  some 
position  of  'vantage  with  regard  to 
various  Nonconformist  Bodies.  He  did 
not  like  to  prophesy,  but  he  could 
not  help  believing  that  if  this  was  carried 
out  they  would  find  here  what  they  had 
found  in  other  coantries  where  the 
attempt  was  made  to  divorce  a  State  from 
religion — they  would  find  that  it  would 
be  said  that  religion  was  the  enemy  of 
the  State,  and  it  would  become  the  busi- 
ness  of  those  who  occupied  positions  on 
the  Ministerial  Benches  in  great  measure 
not  merely  to  sever  the  connection  be- 
tween the  State  and  the  Church,  but  to 
strive  to  the  best  of  their  ability  to  do 
away  with  all  kinds  of  religious  teaching 
whatever.  He  saw  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Bryce)  making  a  note  of  this 
remark,  and  had  no  doubt  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  did  condescend  to 
take  notice  of  bis  statements  he  would 
tell  them  that  the  arguments  he  had  just 
been  using  did  not  find  support  from  the 
experience  of  the  United  States.  The 
right  hoo.  Gentleman  would,  perhaps,  ask 
him  whether  he  believed  in  that  great 
Anglo-Saxon  community  of  the  United 
States  the  fact  that  there  was  no  State 
religion  had  to  any  degree  done  away 
with  the  fondness  for  religion  there  ? 
But  a  wide  distinction  should  be  drawn 
between  the  history  of  (he  United  States 
in  this  matter  and  the  various  communi- 
ties which  existed  in  Europe  at  the 
present  moment.  The  fact  was  to  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  American  Com- 
monwealth started  its  existence  at  a 
period  when  nobody  had  any  hostility  to 
religion  as  religion.  Moreover,  although 
it  was  true  they  never  established  any 
State  religion  in  that  country,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  had  read,  as  of 
course  he  had  doue,  The  Scarlet  Letter^ 
or  the  history  of  the  times  with  which 
The  Scarlet  Letter  dealt,  would  admit 

Mr,  Gatkome  Hardy 


that,  although  there  was  no  establishment 
of  religion  by  the  State,  there  existed 
certainly  no  indisposition  to  put  even  penal 
laws  in  force  in  America  for  the  purpose, 
not  of  establishing  this  or  that  branch  of 
religion,  bnt  the  religious  principles  and 
the  morality  which  it  was  his  desire  on 
the  present  oiscasion  to  defend.  He  was 
convinced  that  the  English  people,  who, 
after  all,  were  the  masters  in  this  matter, 
would  be  hostile  to  the  Bill  if  they  un- 
derstood its  full  bearings;  and,  personally, 
he  wished  them  to  realise  for  themselves 
what  was  the  full  measure  of  confiscation 
which  was  at  the  present  moment  pro- 
posed with  regard  to  the  Church  endow- 
ments. They  had  on  Thursday  last  a 
speech  of  great  ability  from  the  right 
hon.  G«nUeman  the  Home  Secretary  in 
asking  leave  to  introduce  the  Bill.  Ko 
one  who  listeudd  to  it  could  doubt  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  entirely  under- 
stood almost  every  detail  of  the  plan 
which  the  Government  proposed,  but 
hon.  Members  would  agree  that  it  was  a 
speech  as  different  as  possible  from  what 
they  would  have  had  iu  like  circum- 
stances from  the  Member  for  Midlothian. 
It  was  not  the  speech  of  a  man  who  was 
trying  to  cure  a  disease  or  do  away  with 
a  fault  in  an  institution,  bnt  rather  the 
speech  of  a  man  who  was  dissecting  a 
living  organism  before  a  class.  It  was  a 
speech  of  a  vivisector  and  a  critic  rather 
thanof  a  sympathiser  in  any  shape  or  form. 
He  was  not  going  to  deal  with  the 
details  of  the  measure  ;  but  he  should  like 
to  contrast  it  with  the  measure  for  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church, 
brought  forward  by  a  man  who  was,  at 
any  rate,  sympathetic  with  the  religious 
idea.  No  one  who  heard  that  marvellous 
speech  could  forget  the  allusion  which 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian 
made  to  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin — 

"  JVee  te  tua  pturima,  PantieUt 
Labantem  pieta*  nee  PalladU  infyla  te*it." 

There  was  nothing  like  that  in  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Fife.  If 
this  measure  had  been  designed  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  rid  of  an 
open  sore,  there  would,  no  doubt,  have 
been  the  same  method  of  commutation  as 
that  which  existed  in  the  Bill  with  regard 
to  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Church.  He  did  not  say  it  would  have 
been  so  with  regard  to  all  the  details,  but 
he  did  say  that  unquestionably  there 
would  have  been,  as  there  was  whh 
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regard  to  the  Irish  Church,  a  method  of 
commutation.  It  would  have  been  id  the 
Bill,  in  the  6r8t  place,  because  it  would 
have  brought  the  measure  into  working 
order  in  a  short  time  ;  aud,  iu  the  second 
place,  because  it  would  have  allowed  the 
Welsh  Church  to  go  away  with  some 
endowment  of  her  own,  and  not  to  go 
into  the  cold  absolutely  stripped  and 
naked.  Although  everything  pointed  to 
commutation,  and  although  the  Welsh 
Members  who  desired  to  see  this  Bill 
brought  into  effect  as  aeon  as  possible 
might  on  that  ground  have  desired  com- 
mutation, yet,  merely  because  it  was  im- 
possible to  conceive  a  scheme  which 
would  have  left  the  Welsh  Church  with 
acme  endowments  as  the  Irish  Church 
was  left  with  its  endowments,  the  60- 
Ternmeat  had  thought  proper  to  give  the 
^o-by  to  the  natural  method  of  dealing 
-with  such  a  qnestion  as  this.  Tfaey  had 
merely  left  the  Welsh  clergy  with  their 
life  interests  iu  the  performance  of  duties 
which  he  prophesied  very  shortly  indeed 
it  would  be  unnecessary  for  them  to 
perform.  The  Government  handed  over 
the  churches  to  the  Welsh  clergy.  He 
did  not  thank  them  fur  that.  The 
churches  were  held  by  no  other  title  than 
the  title  by  which  th«  Welsh  Church 
held  its  other  endowments,  and  he 
believed  the  sole  reason  why  the  Govem- 
ment  had  left  the  churches  to  the  Welsh 
Chnrcb  was  because  they  knew  how  re- 
pugnant it  would  be  to  the  feelings  of 
every  right-minded  man  to  see  those 
buildings  put  to  uses  which  any  person 
might  think  proper.  The  boo.  Gentle- 
man in  his  speech  sneered  at  the  manner 
in  which  those  who  had  the  interest  of 
the  Irish  Church  at  heart  dealt  with  the 
question  of  endowment,  as  if  it  was  a  case 
of  the  greed  of  the  individual  which  in- 
duced them  to  obtain  as  much  money  as 
possible.  He  did  not  think  anyone  who 
had  really  studied  the  history  of  that 
question,  and  who  desired  to  do  justice 
to.  opponents,  did  not  know  that  the 
object  of  all  the  various  measures  which 
were  taken  at  the  time  was  to  save  as 
much  as  possible  of  the  endowments 
which  were  given  to  the  Protestant 
religion  iu  Ireland.  They  were  justified 
in  doing  everything  which  was  possibleito 
save  what  they  could  for  the  Disestab- 
lished Church.  An  endeavoor  had  been 
made  on  the  present  occasion  to  draw  a 
parallel  between  the  question  of  patron- 
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age  iu  the  Scotch  Church  and  the 
question  of  patronage  in  thb  present 
case.  Ho  did  not  propose  to  go  into 
the  very  interesting  facts  put  forward  by 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  ;  but  he 
could  not  help  thinking,  when  listening 
to  the  speech  of  the  Home  Secretary, 
that  he  was  hardly  doing  justice  to  him- 
self or  to  his  opponents  in  drawing  a 
parallel  so  fallacious.  Would  anyone 
who  candidly  dealt  with  this  question 
deny  that  the  circumstances  were  com- 
pletely different  ?  Apart  altogether  from 
any  motives  of  greed,  he,  for  one,  would 
do  what  he  could  to  get  as  much  com- 
pensatiou  as  possible  for  the  purpose  of 
handing  it  over  to  the  sorely-despoiled 
Church.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
churchyards,  it  was  useless  to  shut  their 
eyes  to  what  the  consequences  would  be 
if  the  Bill  was  carried  into  effect.  Wh«i 
the  Burials  Bill  was  being  discussed  in 
the  House  of  Commons  they  were  told 
how  wrong  and  cruel  it  was  to  bring 
their  political  fights  into  graveyards. 
Then  htf-and  those  who  opposed  the  Bill 
said  they  would  be  delighted  to  see  Dis- 
senters buried  in  those  churchyards,  but 
that  if  the  measure  was  carried  it  would 
be  put  forward  as  a  ground  that  they 
should  be  taken  away  from  the  Church. 
He  was  no  untrue  prophet,  for  that  very 
thing  had  taken  place.  This  Debate 
must  necessarily  be  a  short  one,  and  he 
knew  there  were  many  others  who  de- 
sired to  speak  on  the  Bill.  He  probably 
should  not  occupy  a  place  iu  another 
House  of  Commons,  and  if  this  was  the 
last  speech  he  made  in  a  House  where  he 
had  occupied  a  seat  for  nearly  20  years, 
he  should  be  thankful  that  he  had  been 
given  the  opportunity  to  protest  against 
legislation  which,  he  believed,  was  for 
the  worst  interests  both  of  the  Church 
and  of  the  State.  He  himself  bad  never 
said  an  uncharitable  word  against  the 
great  Nonconformist  Body ;  but  be 
should  like  to  hear  what  those  great  men 
who  were  the  founders  of  Welsh 
Methodism,  and  who  took  up  the  cause 
of  religion  at  a  time  when  he  was  free  to 
admit  the  Church  was  to  a  great  extent 
neglecting  its  duties,  would  say  if  they 
were  alive  at  the  present  moment.  What 
would  they  say  of  a  measure  which  said 
that  money  dedicated  to  the  service  of 
Grod  might  be  devoted  to  any  purpose 
other  than  that  of  religious  instruction 
and  teachiug  ?    He  himtiel^^^b^^^|^at 
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if,  instead  of  these  political  coDtroversies, 
all  those  vho  bad  the  fear  of  God  before 
them  wonld  strive  as  far  as  possible  to 
(Ktmbat  the  forces  uf  irreligion  aod 
atheism,  instead  of  wasting  their  strength 
against  one  another,  tbey  would  be  strong 
indeed.  God  forbid  that  he  should  say 
a  word  against  the  great  Nonconformist 
Bodies.  He  knew  what  his  Afaster  said 
when  He  found  men  casting  out  Devils 
in  His  name,  and  others  strove  to  forbid 
them  because  they  followed  not  Hiin. 
He  knew  that  the  great  Dissenting  Body, 
like  the  tx>dy  to  which  be  had  the  hononr 
to  belong,  had  cast  out  tbe  devils  of  in- 
temperance, and  crime,  and  foul  living, 
and  God  forbid  that  other  bodies  shouid 
say  them  nay,  but  rather  that  such  as 
could  should  band  themselves  together 
agunst  these  iniquities,  and  unitedly 
strive  to  advocate  what  they  all  held 
dear. 

*Mk.  D.  THOMAS  (Glamorganshire, 
£.)  said,  he  made  no  apology  for  tres- 
passing OD  the  patience  of  tbe  House, 
because  whilst  he  bad  been  in  the  House 
for  half  a  dozen  years  be  had  never  spoken 
on  this  subject,  altbough  it  was  tbe  one 
of  all  others  in  which  his  constituents 
had  a  deep  interest ;  and,  moreover,  he 
might  not  have  an  opportunity  at  a  latei- 
stage  of  the  Bill.  It  seemed  rather  bard, 
and  as  far  as  he  could  gather  this  was  the 
argument  of  the  last  speaker,  to  say  that 
they  should  not  have  disestablishment  in 
Wales  because  hon.  Members  in  England 
did  not  want  it  for  their  country.  Tbe 
hon.  Member  said  the  only  ground  which 
differentiated  tbe  case  of  England  from 
that  of  Wales  was  that  of  nationality.  But 
he  claimed  tbey  had  a  very  much  stronger 
reason  than  that.  Some  of  his  frieuds 
around  him,  he  knew,  did  not  attach  as 
much  importance  as  he  did  to  the  statis- 
tical argument,  but  it  was  that  which  really 
made  their  case.  It  was  the  fact  that 
Wales  had  an  overwhelming  preponder- 
ance of  opinion  in  favour  of  disestablish- 
ment; thatconstituted  their  grievance,  and 
gave  tbem  a  claim  to  come  to  Parliament 
and  ask  for  separate  treatment.  He 
attached  the  greatest  importance  to  the 
statistical  argument.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Bristol  said  it  was  not 
enough  for  them  to  show  they  had  31  to 
three  iu  fevour  of  Welsh  disestablish- 
ment,  but  that  electoral  votes  should  be 
taken  into  account  also.  He  was  quite 
prepared  to  meet  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  on  that  ground.  If  the  aggregate 
net  majority  cast  at  the  last  Election 
for  Liberal  candidates  in  Wales 
were  divided  among  the  Liberal 
Representatives  in  this  House,  it  gave 
them  something  like  a  majority  of  2,000 
Apiece.  It  was  not  merely  33  to  1,  but 
their  majority  was  larger  ou  this  question 
than  auy  majority  the  House  had  ever 
kuown  ou  any  great  question  that  had 
come  before  the  country.  Supposing  the 
same  liue  of  argument  was  takeu  with 
regard  to  tbe  majority  which  the  Con- 
servative Party  bad  at  the  Election  of 
1886  they  would  find,  if  they  took  tbe 
aggregate  net  majority  of  the  Couserva- 
tive  Party  of  that  year  and  divided  it  by 
the  number  of  the  Conservative  Members 
who  constituted  tbe  majority  in  the  last 
Parliament,  that  their  majority  was  not 
10  per  cent,  of  the  majority  the 
Liberal  Members  for  Wales  had  upon  this 
question.  If  they  went  back  to  the 
Election  of  1874,  he  believed  it  wns  an 
absolute  fact  that  the  Conservative  votes 
then  recorded  at  the  polls  were  less  than 
the  aggregate  Liberal  votes,  and  yet  tbe 
Conservative  Party  were  returned  to 
power  with  a  large  majority  in  this 
House,  aud  though  they  had  received 
less  votes  than  .the  Liberals  they  pro- 
fessed to  represent  the  feelings  aud  the 
wishes  of  the  people  of  this  country,  and 
for  six  years  tbey  stuck  like  leeches  to 
the  Treasury  Beuch.  He  should  like  also 
to  say  something  about  the  character 
of  this  majority  tbey  bad  in  Wales,  aod 
he  would  give  evidence  the  value  of 
which  he  did  not  tbink  hon.  Members 
opposite  would  be  prepared  to  dispute  or 
quest  ion.  He  r^eired  to  a  sennOD 
which  was  preached  a  few  years  ago 
almost  within  the  shadow  of  this 
House — namely,  at  St.  Mugaret*B,  by 
a  very  high  dignitary  xsit  t£e  Church 
ia  Wales,  Archdeacon  Howell,  who  was 
respected  by  all  who  knew  him, 
friends  aud  political  opponents  alike. 
The  sermon  was  published  in  pamphlet 
form,  and  The  fVestem  Mail,  the  Con- 
servative paper  of  Cardiff,  described  the 
sermon  as  one  of  the  best  Church  Defence 
pamphlets  ever  issued.  What  did  Arch* 
deacon  Howell  say  as  regarded  the 
majority  in  Wales  ?    He  said — 

"  Above  all  other  caaies  was  the  weakness  of 
tbe  Chnrcb  doe  to  the  &ct  that  so  mndioC  the 
best  blood  of  the  nation  no  longer  ran  in  her 
veins,  llioee  who  wrae  banded  together  fur  the 
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disastablishmeat  and  disendowment  of  the 
Chorch  were  men  of  anqaestioned  religioas 
<^unct«r,  whose  lives  bore  witness  to  their 
piety  and  sincerity ;  and  with  regard  to  the 
anqneatiooable  fact  that  the  majority  of  the 
people  were  not  found  within  the  pale  of  the 
Charcb,  there  was  the  equally  unquestionable 
fact  that  her  adherents  were  lai^ly  made  ap 
of  English  settlers  and  Anglicised  Welshmen, 
not  of  the  Welsh-speaking  masses,  who  held  the 
future  of  the  Principality  in  their  hands. 
Hence  her  opponents  spoke  of  her  not  as  his- 
ttwicaUy  an  alien  Churtm,  bat  as  now  the  Church 
of  aliens." 

He  could  give  more  extracts  to  the  same 
«ffect,  bat  he  wonld  not  detain  the  House 
with  them,  and  he  would  now  deal  with 
the  boD.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Isle  of  W"ight,  who  referred  to  the  progress 
made  by  the  Church,  in  the  Rhoudda  Val- 
ley especially.  He  had  Dot  a  word  to  say 
against  the  clergy  id  Wales  at  the  present 
(Uj,and  he  did  not  waot  to  .go  into  ancient 
bietory.  He  believed  the  clergy  to-day 
were  an  extremely  earnest  and  zealous 
body  of  men,  who  were  prepared  to  make 
great  sacrifices  for  their  religion,  but 
that  was  not  the  point  at  all.  He  was 
not  prepared  to  saj  that  in  some  districts 
possibly  the  Church  might  not  have  made 
some  little  progress,  but  the  progress, 
such  as  it  was,  was  very  small  iudeed. 
With  regard  to  the  progress  of  the  Church 
ID  the  Rhondda  Valley,  he  had  sat  on 
the  local  Board  of  tlie  district,  and 
knew  the  district  well.  It  was  true  that 
a  number  of  churches  had  been  built  there 
in  recent  years^  but  in  the  district  there 
was  a  population  of  100,000  people,  which 
had  not  sprung  up  altogether  during  the 
last  year  or  two,  and  he  asked  the  House 
how  it  would  have  fared  with  religion  in 
the  Rhondda  Valley  had  not  the  Nod- 
conformist  chapels  been  erected  in  the 
proportion  of  six  to  every  church  ?  And 
with  regard  to  the  churches  that  had  been 
bnilt  in  recent  years,  he  found  by  the 
Llandaff  Church  Diocesan  Calendar  for  the 
present  year  that  while  the  population  of 
certain  districts  of  the  Rhondda  Valley 
was  80,000,  there  was  only  ohnrch  sitting 
aocommodation  for  5,838.  There  was 
not  sitting  accommodation  in  the  dhurches 
for  one-tenth  of  the  population,  a  fact 
which  did  not  say  very  much  for  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Church  in  the  Rhondda 
Valley.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Isle  of  Wight  had  also  said  that 
as  certain  statistics  showed  that  barely 
50  per  cent,  of  the  population  of  Wales 
belonged  tothe  Nonconformist  denomina- 


tions, it  was  right  to  argue  that  the  other 
50  per  cent,  necessarily  belonged  to  the 
Church.  Surely  that  was  a  most  ridi- 
culous argument  for  auy  reasonable  and 
fair  man  to  put  forward  in  au  Assembly 
like  the  House  of  Commons.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  Church  could  claim 
lU  per  cent,  of  the  populatioQ  of  Wales 
as  regular  attendants — his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Carmarthen  Boroughs 
had  put  the  Ohnrch  communiants  at  6 
percent.  That,  however,  in  his  judgment, 
was  at  least  double  the  actual  figure  ;  but 
supposing  the  Church  showed  that  10 
per  cent,  of  the  population  of  Wales 
were  regular  church-goers,  would  the 
Nonconformists  be  right  in  saying  that 
the  other  90  per  cent,  belonged  to  them  ? 
Aod  yet,  that  was  what  the  argument  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wight 
amounted  to.  He  would  like  to  offer 
some  criticism  on  one  material  point  in  the 
Bill.  While  he  approved  heartily  of  the 
Bill  generally,  he  had  a  serious  objec- 
tion to  the  proposal,  in  which  he  had 
been  anticipated  by  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  as  to  the  allocation  of  the 
funds.  The  Home  Secretary  proposed 
in  this  Bill  to  divide  the  ecclesiastical 
endowments  into  two  funds — a  central, 
or  national  fund,  to  which  the  monies 
now  going  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners were  to  he  returned,  and  a 
parochial  or  local  fund,  to  be  made  up  of 
atl  the  parochial  endowments  now  going 
to  the  Incumbents  of  the  various  parishes. 
That  was  a  great  and  vital  change  from 
the  principles  of  the  Irish  Church 
Act.  He  regretted  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  departed  from  the  principle 
of  the  Irish  Church  Act  in  this 
matter,  and  had  treated  tithe  as  paro- 
chial rather  than  as  national  property. 
The  Home  Secretary  stated  that  he  had 
endeavoured  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
Welsh  people  on  this  point,  but  he  did 
not  know  how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  ascertained  them,  and,  certainly,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  thought  fit  to 
carry  ont  the  wishes  of  the  smaller 
portion  of  the  Welsh  people.  A  few 
months  ago  the  North  Wales  Liberal 
Federation  passed  a  resolution  practically 
in  the  direction  oF  the  policy  which  had 
been  adopted  in  the  Bill ;  but  shortly 
afterwards  the  South  Wales  Liberal 
Federation  passed  a  resolution  to  the 
effect  that  tithes,  being  national  property, 
should  be  devoted  to  national  and  not  to 
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parochial  pnrposes.  The  Soath  Wales 
Liberal  Federat  ion  covered  an  area 
which  was,  as  regards  population,  three 
times  that  of  North  Wales,  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  thought  fit  to 
carry  out  the  wishes  of  the  small  portion 
and  not  the  larger  portion  of  South 
Wales.  They  had  always  fought 
this  question  on  national,  and  not  on 
parochial  grounds.  They  had  always 
maintained  that  tithes  were  national 
property,  and  should  be  devoted  to  \ 
national  pilrposes,  and  he  was  surprised 
to  see  what  be  conceived  to  be  a  change 
of  front  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
in  this  matter.  He  was  surprised  the 
Government  should  have  embodied  this 
particular  policy  in  tbeir  Bill,  because 
the  last  time  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  down  in  Wales  at  Car- 
narvon he  put  forward  the  national  view, 
and  not  the  parochial  view  of  this 
question.  The  right  bon.  Gentleman 
said — 

"  I  was  reading  onlv  the  other  ilay  a  speech 
by  one  of  the  Liberal  Unionists,  Mr.  Courtney. 
He  is  an  excellent  man,  but  a  little  bit  cranky. 
He  is  a  verr  honest  man.  Indeed,  be  is  so 
lumest  that  he  is  not  able  to  agree  with  any 
one  except  himself.  He  made  what  I  think  a 
very  sensible  remaric  about  Welsh  disestablish- 
ment. He  had  not  made  up  his  mind  ;  he  was 
going  to  keep  an  open  mind.  I  have  always 
observed  that,  when  a  man  has  an  open  mind, 
it  means  that  he  has  not  a  mind  at  all." 

So  it  was  clear  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  bad  definitely  made  up  his  mind 
in  that  time.  He  said  that  the  time  had 
arrived  when  the  Church  of  Wales  most 
cease  to  exist.  He  went  on  to  say  that 
the  tithe  must  not  be  frittered  away.  One 
of  the  objectione  he  (Mr.  Thomas)  had  to 
the  proposed  scheme  for  the  allocation  of 
the  funds  was  that  they  would  be 
frittered  away  aud  be  devoted  very 
largely  to  objects  which  were  already 
provided  for  by  the  rates,  and  that  by 
so  doing  they  would  ultimately  be  putting 
the  money  into  the  pockets  of  the 
landlords.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  that  speech  had  gone  ou  to  say 
that  be  wanted  this  national  property  to 
be 

"communicated  and  onnmaniaable  to  the 
whole  people,"  and  "  to  be  suitable  and  attain- 
able by  everyone  of  the  Welsh  people." 

But  by  the  Bill  five-sixths  of  the  tithe 
would  go  to  the  parochial  fund  and  one- 
sixth  to  the  national  fund.  He  hoped 
the  latter  fraction  did  not  measure  the 
influence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
Mr,  D.  Thomat 


among  bis  colleagues,  for  he  attached  far 
more  value  to  the  political  si^city  and 
experience  of  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
than  he  did  to  that  of  some  of  the 
doctrinaire  experimenters  who  sat  with 
liim  in  the  Cabinet.  But  the  "final 
settlement,"  he  understood,  had  been 
arrived  at  iu  a  somewhat  hurried  manner, 
aud  must,  therefore,  not  be  too  closely 
scrutinised  at  this  stage.  By  the 
Bill  tithe  would  be  most  anfairiy  and 
inequitably  distributed.  The  people 
of  the  parishes  from  which  the  tithes  were 
derived  would,  in  many  cases,  get  only 
a  very  small  share,  if,  indeed,  any 
direct  benefit  from  them  at  all.  He 
trusted  that  there  would  be  a  Return 
made  of  what  the  parochial  endowments 
of  the  different  parishes  really  amounted 
to.  Such  a  Return  should  certainly  be 
laid  ou  the  Table  of  the  Houpc  before  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill.  There  were 
many  parishes,  as  the  Bill  then  stood,  in 
which  nearly  the  whole  of  the  tithes- 
rates  would  pass  into  the  pockets  of  the 
lay  impropriators.  It  was  no  exaggera- 
tion to  say  that  from  a  fourth  to  a  fifth 
of  the  tithe  rent  charge  in  Wales  went  to 
lay  impropriators.  Surely  such  a  state  of 
things  was  never  contemplated  by  the 
pious  ancestors  who  were  alleged  to 
hiive  given  those  tithes  in  ancient  days. 
In  his  own  constituency,  in  the  Aberdare 
Valley,  numbering  over  50,000  persons, 
no  one  would  gain  anything  at  all  out  of 
the  parochial  fund.  On  the  other  hand, 
iu  the  parish  where  his  bouse  was 
situated,  when  the  tithe,  which  was 
worth  nearly  £100,  came  to  be  allocated, 
the  wishes  of  his  only  two fellotr-parish- 
ioners,  a  small  fanner  and  a  blacksmith, 
and  himself  would  have  to  be  mainly  and 
primarily  considered.  He  wonld  call 
a  meeting  as  soon  as  he  got 
down  there,  aud  see  how  best  they 
could  divide  the  sum  for  their  uses  and 
wishes,  although  he  hoped  it  would  be 
some  time  before  his  friend  the  roctor  gave 
them  the  opportunity  of  dividing  it.  He 
would  only,  in  conclusion,  congratulate 
the  Hoipe  Secretary  on  having  introduced 
the  Bill.  He  was  much  gratified  at  its 
introduction,  and  although  he  objected  to 
some  of  its  important  details,  yet  he 
should  give  it  his  hearty  support, 

•ViscoDNT  WOLMER  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
said,  the  arguments  of  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  must  be  founded  either  on  prin- 
ciple or  expediency.    They  must,  bow- 
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ever,  have  felt  themselves  precluded  from 
foDading  them  on  principle,  since  tlie 
Prime  Minister  had  declared  to  the 
country  that  he  was  equally  in  favonr  of 
establishment  or  disestablishment.  They 
most  therefore  have  founded  their  argu- 
ment 00  expediency,  and  it  was  very  re- 
marlcable  that  the  same  Government  who 
founded  their  are^umenta  in  favour  of  die- 
eetablishraeut  iu  Wales,  on  the  ground 
that  the  majority  of  the  people  demanded 
it,  should  at  the  same  time  refuse  to  give 
the  majority  of  the  Irish  people  any  choice 
in  the  matter  of  establishmeot  in  their 
Home  Rule  Bill.  He  would  like  to 
examine  the  exact  weight  of  the  figar«i 
put  forward  by  the  supporters  of  the 
measure.  The  Home  Secretary  based 
his  argument  on  the  return  of  31  out  of 
34  Members.  But  what  did  the  votes 
show  ?  In  1885  the  votes  cast  for  dis- 
establishment were  12o,0(X),  and  against 
80,000.  That  gave  the  Church  more 
than  one-third  of  the  voters.  In  1892 
the  fight  was  not  a  fair  and  square  fight, 
because  some  of  the  Unionist  Members 
were  in  favour  of  disestablishment,  and 
he  not  only  subtracted  all  the  votes  given 
for  those  candidates  from  the  votes  given 
for  the  Church,  but  he  had  added  them 
to  the  votes  given  for  disestablishmeut. 
The  result  was  139,000  for  disestablish- 
ment and  69,000  against.  Therefore,  in 
1892  one-third  still  remained  favourable 
to  the  Cburcb. 

Mb.  HERBERT  LEWIS  (Flint, 
&c.)  :  May  I  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether 
he  has  taken  any  account  of  the  uncou- 
tested  elections  ? 

Viscount  WOLMER  said,  that  iu  an 
argument  of  this  \iud  one  was  obliged  to 
take  tlie  figures  that  were  available,  and 
could  not  go  into  hypothetical  matters 
such  as  what  would  liave  happened  if 
there  had  been  coutestsin  the  uncontested 
constituencies.  But  the  figures  were 
perfectly  good  for  the  purpose  of  his  com- 
parison, because  the  figures  of  1885  and 
the  figures  of  1892  were  extraordinarily 
approximately  similar,  and  about  the  same 
number  of  constituencies  were  contested 
St  each  election.  Therefore,  in  the 
General  Election  of  1892,  one-  third  of  the 
electors  still  remained  in  favour  of  the 
Church  aud  against  disestablishmeut. 
The  last  example  was  to  be  found  in  the 
bye-electioD  for  the  County  of  Mont- 
gomery. In  that  coustituenoy  the  pro- 
portion of  votes  recorded  for  the  Church 


candidate  in  1885  was  three  ont  of  seven. 
In  1886  it  was  eight  ont  of  17,  in  1892 
three  out  of  seven,  and  in  1894, 16  out  of 
33.  He  thought  that  put  ou  its  trne 
basis  the  argument  deduced  from  figures. 
But  figures  were  absolutely  worthless, 
because  they  precluded  the  votes  of  half 
t^e  population.  No  women  could  vote  on 
this  question,  a  question  of  all  others  on 
which,  as  the  late  Professor  Fawcet — 
himself  a  strong  disestablisher — had  said, 
women  had  as  much  right  to  be  heard  as 
men. 

Mr.  HERBERT  LEWIS  :  Th« 
women  are  the  strongest  disestablishers 
in  Wales. 

'Viscount  WOLMER  said,  that  might 
be,  or  might  not  be  ;  but  he  maintained 
that  the  women  had  a  perfect  right  to 
vote.  Another  argument  was  that  the 
Church  was  in  Wales  an  alien  Church. 
But  it  had  been  proved  tliat  the  founders 
of  Noncomformity  in  Wales  had  been 
strongly  attached  to  the  Church, 
a  fact  which  showed  that  in  their 
view  it  was  not  an  alien  Church. 
An  attempt  bad  been  made  to  show  that 
during  the  great  Methodist  movement  of 
the  last  century  the  Church  was  really 
alien  to  the  religious  sentiment  of  the 
people  of  Wales.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
h»d  conclusively  disproved  that  in  his 
great  speech  on  this  subject  in  1870. 
But  the  hon.  Member  for  Carnarvon  had 
taken  them  back  700  years,  aud  had  tried 
to  harrow  their  feelings  by  recitals  of  the 
differences  between  Welsh  Princes  and 
Welsh  Nationalists,  and  Norman  Kings 
and  Prelates,  in  the  Middle  Ages.  It 
was  absurd  to  ask  them  to  judge  these 
events  by  the  standards  of  the  19th 
century,  by  the  standards  of  the  12th  and 
13th  centuries — at  the  very  time  when  an 
analogous  struggle  was  being  made  in 
England,  and  not  when  the  Saxon  Bishops 
were  being  ousted  by  the  Norman  Bishops, 
and  when  even  the  English  language 
was  tabooed  in  favour  of  Norman  French. 
It  was  beside  the  question  to  take  the 
House  back  to  those  days  to  order  to 
show  that  religious  differences  existed 
in  Wales.  It  was  making  discussion 
ridiculous  to  ask  them  to  hold  up  tbeir 
hands  in  horror  because  some  persons 
resented  the  action  of  the  Arohbishop  of 
Canterbury  and  the  King  of  EngUnd 
with  regard  to  Wales  in  the  13th  century. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
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Secretary  only  touched  lightly  od  this 
mrgument.  He  had  said  that  the  existence 
of  the  Church  was  associated  with  in- 
jurious and  humiliating  memories.  He 
Viscount  Wolmer)  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  What  was  the  history 
of  these  memories  ?  It  was  the  bietory 
of  the  action  of  the  Home  Seeretaries 
and  Prime  Ministers  of  the  last  century, 
who  had  used  the  Cbnreh  in  WiUes  for 
political  purposes  just  as  the  present 
Government  were  trying  to  ose  it.  The 
'whole  of  this  discussion  had  centred 
round  the  question  of  disestablishment, 
but,  as  had  been  pointed  out,  disestablish- 
ment was  not  the  question.  Was  there 
any  Welsh  Member  who  would  accept 
disestablishment  without  disendowment  ? 
Not  one.  But  there  were  many  who,  sup- 
posing they  could  not  get  both,  would  take 
disendowment  without  disestablishment. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  bad  made  no  attempt  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  principle.  He  was 
reserving  himself  for  tbe  Second  Reading. 
All  be  had  told  them  was  that  the  Church 
was  an  aggressive  sectariau  power  singled 
out  by  the  State  for  certain  privileges. 
Aggressive !  By  that  they  meant 
proselytising.  No  Church  worthy  of 
the  name  could  be  other  than  aggres- 
sive in  this  eoiise.  To  charge  the 
Church  with  sectarianism  when  her 
opponents  who  had  separated  them- 
selves from  her  were  responsible  seemed 
to  him  a  singular  mode  of  conducting  the 
controversy.  And  when  was  the  Church 
singled  out  for  certain  privileges,  and  why 
was  she  singled  out,  and  who  singled 
her  out  ?  When  they  came  to  tbe 
question  of  Disendowment,  really  the 
Home  Secretary  might  have  taken  tbe 
trouble  to  make  himself  acquainted  with 
the  elements  of  the  case.  He  talked  of 
national  property.  Perhaps  on  the  Second 
Reading  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
kindly  explain  what  researches  he  had 
made  to  prove  Professor  Freeman  wrong 
when  he  said — 

"The  endowmente  of  the  Establiahed Church 
rest  on  exactly  the  eame  ^und  as  the  endow- 
mentfl  of  DisBcnting  Bodien.  People  sometimes 
forget  that  there  are  such  thinga  as  Dissenting; 
endowments.  Now,  the  difference  between 
these  endowmentti  and  the  endowments  of  the 
Church  Is  simply  this,  that  the  endowments  of 
the  Church  are  much  greater  in  extent  uid  of 
much  older  ilate  than  those  of  the  DiasGatimr 
Bodies." 

After  alluding  to  this  question  in  his 
speech  on  the  Suspensory  Bill  last  year, 
ViscouHi  fVolmer 


tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  be  would 
relegate  to  the  museum  of  political 
antiquities  all  talk  about  sacrilege.  Well, 
the  word  "  sacrilege  "  was  one  which  bad 
been  a  good  deal  abused  and  misunder- 
stood. He  would  quote  again  from 
Professor  Freeman,  who  said — 

**  The  qoestifm  most  not  be  oonfosed  by  talk 
about  national  property  on  the  one  hand  and 
about  sacrilege  on  tbe  other.  It  is  simply  a 
question  whether  a  great  and  supreme  change, 
but  one  which  tbe  supreme  power  has  a  right 
to  make,  is  or  is  not  called  for  by  the  general 
interests  of  the  country." 

The  Government  accepted  Professor  Free- 
man's statement  that  there  was  in  this 
matter  no  question  of  sacrilege,  they  must 
also  accept  his  assertion  that  there  was 
equally  no  question  of  national  property, 
and  the  only  difference  between  Church 
and  Noncoi^ormist  endowments  was  th»t 
the  former  were  more  numerous  and  of 
greater  antiquity.  He  (Viscount  Wolmer) 
believed  that  the  best  use  to  which  pro- 
perty could  be  dedicated  was  the  service 
of  religion,  and  to  take  it  away  from 
that  service  and  devote  it  to  municipal 
purposes  was  a  frightful  degradation  of 
its  use.  An  hon.  Member  asked  whether 
the  original  donors  intended  that  the 
tithes  should  go  to  lay  impropriators. 
Of  course  they  did  not,  but  it  was  Henry 
VIII.,  tbe  true  political  ancestor  of  the 
present  Government,  who  first  diverted 
them. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  And  the 
Reformation. 

Viscount  WOLMER:  Henry  VIII. 
was  the  political  power  of  the  time. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  He  was  a 
great  reformer. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE:  A  truly- 
moral  guide  I 
•ViacouNT  WOLMER  said,  that  the 
Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  admitted 
bimselE  to  be  the  political  snccessor 
of  Henry  VIII.,  and  he  would  not 
dispute  his  ancestry.  It  was  Henrj 
VIII.  who  was  responsible  for  the 
existence  of  lay  impropriators  ;  and  io 
tbe  verdict  of  history  there  would 
be  very  little  to  choose  between  tbe 
dedication  of  Henry  VIII.  of  tbe  funds 
of  tbe  Church  to  his  personal  favourites 
and  their  dedication  by  tbe  present  60- 
vernment  to  their  political  supporters. 
The  Home  Secretary  had  promised  to 
carefully  safeguard  all  vested  interests, 
but  one  class  of  people  for  whom  the 
BUI  showed  no  consideratioo  were  tbe 
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pmrishioQers  who  Dowenjojred  the  legacies 
of  their  anoeBtoni.  The  Home  Secretarj 
said  that  the  Nonconform  ists  raised 
£400,000  a  year,  and  asked  whether  the 
Church  could  not  do  as  much.  At 
the  present  moment  the  Church  in  Walra 
raised  £250,000  a  year,  absolutely  apart 
from  her  aDoieut  endowments,  for  the 
work  of  her  oommnnion  in  that  country, 
and  not  taking  into  account  strictly 
private  donations.  Her  eodowraenta 
were,  roughly,  another  £250,000  a  year, 
so  that,  if  the  Bill  passed,  £500,000  a 
year  would  have  to  be  raised  simply  to 
maintain  her  present  position  by  a 
Church,  which  was  said  by  her  euemies 
to  represent  only  a  tenth  or  twelfth  of 
the  inhabitants,  against  £400,000  raised 
by  the  Nonconformists,  who  were  said  to 
be  many  times  more  numerous. 
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An  hon.  Member  :  And  four  times 
as  poor. 

•Viscount  WOLMER  :  But  the  land- 
lords of  Wales,  who  the  enemies  of  the 
Church  declared  to  be  the  main  sup- 
port of  the  Church  in  that  country,  were 
far  from  being  rich  men,  and  they  were 
not  in  a  position  to  find  that  large  sum. 
What  would  be  the  spiritual  condition  of 
that  country  if  the  Church  were  compelled 
to  rest  upon  her  oars  for  want  of  funds  ? 
Though  the  Nonconformists  were  now 
present,  it  was  the  Church  who  covered 
the  ground.  He  knew  this  poiut  had  been 
raised  before,  but,  as  it  was  a  complete 
refutation  of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary,  he  ventured  to  raise 
it  again.  How  could  the  Home  Secre- 
tary maiutaiu*that  the  voluntary  contribu- 
tions of  the  NoDconformists  covered  the 
ground  when  he  knew  that  90  parishes  in 
the  diocese  of  St.  Asaph  alone  had  no 
resident  Nonconformist  minister?  Was 
the  right  hon.  Gcntlemau  willing  that 
there  should  not  only  be  an  absence  of 
Noocouformist  ministers,  but  of  ministers 
of  the  Church  as  well  ?  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  contemplate  with  equa- 
uimity  that  the  Church  and  Noncon- 
formity would  both  fail  to  cover  the 
ground,  which  was  coveted  at  present  ? 
The  boo.  Member  who  had  addressed 
the  House  last  bad  excused  the  short- 
comings of  this  measure  on  the  ground 
that  it  had  been  prepared  in  a  hurried 
manaer.  He  did  not  know  what  grouud 
the  hoD.  Member  had  for  making  that 
gtatement,  but  as  the  Government  had 


not  denied  it,  it  might  be  taken  that  the 
Bill  had  been  prepared  in  a  hurried 
manner.  Well,  in  the  Second  Reading 
speech  of  the  Home  Secretary,  to  which 
they  were  all  looking  forward  with  so 
much  anxiety,  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  make  good  the  defects 
and  omissions  in  the  Bill.  The  pre- 
paration of  the  measure  must  have  been 
extremely  hurried.  The  only  point  not 
hurried  was  probably  the  determination 
to  give  worse  terms  to  the  Welsh  Church 
than  that  given  to  Ireland.  He  was  not 
going  to  dwell  on  that  point,  but  would 
simply  ask  the  House  to  imagine  what 
this  Bill  meant.  There  was  to  be  no  com- 
mutation— no  allowance  at  all.  It  was 
the  starting  out  of  a  Religions  Body  for 
which  they  all  professed  unbounded 
good  wishes  with  a  year  of  grace  to 
remodel  its  organisation,  with  the  en- 
dowments of  seven  centuries  taken 
away  from  it  tn  a  single  Ses- 
sion. The  Government  said,  "  We 
are  perfectly  certain  that  the  Church  is 
hampered  by  its  conuection  with  the 
State,  and  that  she  will  show  more  fruit- 
ful work  when  disestablished."  Had 
they  considered  that  it  would  be  neces- 
sary that  this  Church,  which  had  been 
devoting  its  energies  to  combating  irre- 
ligion  and  vice  for  the  past  700  years, 
would  be  called  upon  to  reorganise  itself 
in  12  months  ?  Had  they  considered 
that  the  best  work  and  intellect  of  the 
Church  would  have  to  be  devoted  to 
reorganisation  for  a  generation,  and  that 
funds  would  have  to  be  found  to  replace 
the  endowments  which  had  been  takeu 
from  her.  The  Government  intended 
that  she  should  stari  afresh,  and  would 
send  her  out — apart  from  vested  iutereats 
— penniless.  He  refused  to  give  the 
Government  any  credit  for  not  taking 
the  fabrics  of  the  churches,  which  had 
been  so  long  maintained  by  voluntary 
contributions.  It  would  have  been  an  act 
of  villainous  robbery  to  take  from  Church- 
men the  fabrics  they  themselves  had  built 
and  maintained.  No  Nonconformist 
body  ever  started  under  such  conditions 
as  those  under  which  the  Disestablished 
Church  wad  expected  to  reorganise  itself 
in  12  months.  Curates  were  essential  to 
the  work  of  the  Chnroh  ;  and  when  the 
Home  Secretary  said  that  the  incumbents 
and  wealthy  laymen  must  find  the  means 
of  paying  them,  he  forgot  that  the  Bill 
cast  upon   the  clergy  and  the  laity 

Digitized  by  GoOglc 


1767      Ettablithed  Church       ^COMMONS}  ( fVales)  Bill.  1768 


the  whole  task  of  re-supplyiog  the  en- 
dowments of  the  Church.  At  the  very 
moment  when  counselling  the  Church  to 
maintain  its  assistant  clergy,  he  refused 
to  help  it  to  maiutain  its  existing  obliga- 
tions. In  order  to  avoid  what  all  ad- 
mitted to  have  been  a  scandal  in  connec- 
tion with  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Irish  Charch,  the  Bill  would  produce 
another  scandal  in  Wales  by  leaving 
curates  unprovided  for.  He  had  only 
one  word  to  say  as  to  the  destina- 
tion of  the  present  endowment  funds. 
He  was  prepared  to  say  that 
the  destination  of  the  money  taken 
from  the  Church  was  the  relief  of  rates, 
and  that  meant  nothing  less  than  re- 
placing  the  tithes  into  the  pockets  of  the 
landowners.  The  money  was  to  go  for 
the  building  of  public  parish  or  district 
halls  (which  meant  saving  the  rates),  or 
to  instituting  public  libraries,  or  sup- 
porting higher  education,  and  allotments, 
and  so  forth,  all  of  which  meant  saving 
the  rates  or  taxes.  They  bad  hardly 
hoped  to  see  the  time  when  the  advo- 
cates of  Disestablishment  would  propose 
a  Bill  putting  back  into  the  pockets  of 
the  landowners  the  money  they  had  paid 
in  tithes. 

Mb.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  :  From  whose  pockets  does  it 
come  ? 

V18COUNT  WOLMER  :  From  the 
pockets  of  the  landowners.  Was  anyone 
still  to  be  found  to  say  that  tithe  was  paid 
by  the  tenant  and  not  by  the  landowner  ? 
If  so,  he  would  not  find  any  support  on 
the  Treasury  Bench.  If  the  tithe  were 
abolished  to-morrow,  tiie  whole  benefit 
would  go  to  the  pockets  of  the  land- 
owuers,  and  the  applicatiou  of  these 
funds  to  the  rates  was  nothing  more  nor 
less  than  returning  the  tithes  to  the 
pockets  of  the  landowners. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.) :  There  were  two  or  three  Bills  in 
another  place  in  which  it  was  attempted 
to  impose  it  on  the  tenants. 

V18GODNT  WOLMER :  Is  the  hon. 
Member  not  aware  that  the  late  Govern- 
ment passed  a  Bill  to  collect  the  tithe 
from  the  landowners  ? 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  :  But  the  Op- 
position tried  to  put  it  on  the  tenant. 

Viscount  WOLMER  said,  the  hon. 
Member  must  have  forgotten  the  history 
of.  the  last  Parliament.  The  whole 
Btxuggle  over  the  tithe  question  in  the 
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last  Parliament  was  owing  to  the  fact 
that  the  advocates  of  disestablishment 
tried  to  prove  that  tithe  was  really  paid 
by  the  tenant,  and  that  the  Government 
were  determined  that  it  should  not  only 
be  paid  by,  but  collected  from,  the  land- 
lords. 

Sir  W.  HARGOURX  :  The  first  BiU 
of  the  late  Government  proposed  to  pat 
the  tithe  on  the  tenant.  We  opposed 
that  proposal  and  defeated  it. 

Sir  M.  HICES-BEAOH  :  I  beg  to 
deny  that  statement, 

•Viscount  WOLMER  said,  there  ap- 
peared to  be  some  difference  of  opinion 
on  this  matter,  but  one  thing  he  could 
confidently  assert,  that  if  the  Bill  at- 
tempted to  put  the  tithe  on  the  tenants 
it  could  not  have  been  there  already.  He 
wished  to  make  one  allusion  to  a  remark 
by  the  Home  Secretary  in  bis  speech  in- 
troducing the  Welsh  Suspensory  Bill  last 
year,  a  remark  whieh,  no  doubt,  he  would 
repeat  again.    It  was — 

"  Are  the  friends  of  the  Choich  wise  in 
refufliog  absolately  to  be  parties  to  treating  the 
Church  of  Wales  as  otherwise  than  an  integral 

part  of  the  Church  of  England  ? " 

That  was  touching  them,  not  on  the 
temporal,  but  on  the  spiritual  side  of  the 
Church.  The  Church  in  Wales  was,  in 
their  opinion,  with  the  Church  in  Eng- 
land one  spiritual  body,  and  they  would 
far  rather  be  disestablished  and  dis- 
endowed together  than  one  separatelj. 
{^A  laugh.}  Hon.  Members  laughed 
because  they  failed  to  appreciate  the 
strength  of  the  Church  feeling.  He  had 
never  when  contemplating  their  point  of 
view  doubted  the  strength  of  their 
religious  convictions  either  as  Methodists 
or  Baptists,  and  he  thought  it  was  quite 
time  that  they  began  to  realise  that 
Churchmen  felt  quite  as  strongly  on  the 
matter.  They  regarded  this  proposal  to 
sever  four  dioceses  from  the  Church  as  a 
deliberate  attempt  on  the  spiritual  life  of 
the  Church,  for  those  dioceses  were  part 
and  parcel  of  die  whole  Siuritual  and  Re- 
ligious Body  to  which  they  were  attached 
as  a  whole.  It  was  all  very  well  to  say 
that  the  Church  if  disestablished  would 
hereafter  prove  stronger  and  most  use^ 
fut.  He  was  not  for  one  moment  goin^ 
to  pretend  that  disestablishment  or  dis- 
endowment  would  kill  or  maim  the 
Church.  The  Church  had  strength 
which  came  from  other  sources  than 
Governments  or  political  Parties.  But 
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what  this  Bill  and  a  similar  Bill  for 
Eoglaod  would  do  was  that  it  would 
divert  the  whole  work  of  the  Churoii, 
now  devoted  to  combating  evil,  into  the 
task  of  reorganisation  for  a  generation. 
The  advocates  of  this  Bill  failed  to 
realise  the  magnitude  of  the  enterprise 
before  them.  It  was  not  possible  to  root 
out  a  Church  which  had  existed  for 
seven  centuries  and  think  it  could  start 
again  afresh  next  day.  If  the  work  of 
centuries  were  to  be  maintained  with 
efficiencj  It  could  only  be  done  after  a 
generation  of  reorganisation,  and  the 
real  effect  of  a  Bill  of  this  kiud  would  be 
to  cripple  for  one  generation  the  advance 
of  religion  through  the  agency  of  the 
Church,  and  on  tlie  temporal  side  to 
afford  a  precedent  for  the  disturbance  of 
historical  associatioos  and  ancient  insti- 
tutions  of  which  no  Government  could 
measure  the  full  effect.  Let  hon. 
Members  who  supported  this  Bill  try 
and  use  their  imaginative  faculties  a 
little.  They  seemed  to  think  Church- 
men could  look  at  this  question  with 
the  same  philosophicril  eye  as  on  a 
Bill  for  local  government.  They  forgot 
that  the  whole  highest  convictions  of 
Churchmen  were  rooted  in  their  Church  ; 
they  believed  the  endowments  that  came 
from  700  years  ago  were  the  same  in 
character  as  the  endowments  of  to-day, 
and  they  could  not  undOTstand  why  they 
should  be  singled  out  idona  from  the 
Religious  Bodies  of  this  country  for  the 
confiscation  of  those  endowments  which 
other  Religious  Bodies  equally  enjoyed 
and  which  Churchmen  never  desired  or 
wished  to  take  from  them. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the 
DUCHY  OF  LANCASTER  (Mr. 
Brtce,  Aberdeen,  S.)  :  In  endeavouring 
to  reply  to  the  criticisms  which  have  been 
passed  in  various  quarters  on  this  Bill, 
I  shall  deal  first  with  those  which  relate 
to  the  provisions  which  the  Bill  contains, 
and  afterwards  very  shortly  with  those 
which  touch  the  general  policy  of  the 
Government  that  uuderlies  the  Bill. 
And  feeling  the  force  of  what  was  said 
by  the  noble  Lord,  and  recognising  the 
very  deep  feelings  that  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers have  on  this  question,  I  shall 
endeavour  as  far  as  possible  to  avoid 
anything  that  can  arouse  angry  feelings 
or  that  is  calculated  to  prevent  the  pro- 
visions of  the  plan  from  being  considered 
on  their  merits.    The  principal  criticism 


which  has  been  directed  against  the 
scheme  of  the  Bill  is  that  ii  departs  from 
the  Irish  Church  Act  in  not  at  once 
liquidating  and  winding  up  the  whole 
property  of  the  Church,  by  buying  out 
existing  incumbents  and  making  com- 
pensation for  all  existing  offices.  When 
^esaw  that  the  corpus  of  property  having 
been  placed  there  within  the  reach  of 
Parliament  had  been  disposed  of,  we  con- 
cluded  that  it  was  much  better  to  try 
tO'  reserve  for  the  people  of  Wales — 
which  is  a  very  poor  country,  and  whose 
country  parishes  have  very  great  need  for 
the  provision  of  some  public  money  in 
aid  of  public  objects — we  conceived  that, 
on  the  whole,  it  would  be  better  to  depart 
from  the  Irish  Act  and  to  endeavour  to 
safeguard  this  property  for  Welsh  pur- 
poses. Under  this  plan  of  graduated 
disendowment,  the  diseatablishM  Church 
will  be  called  upon  only  by  degrees  to  find 
money  to  replace  the  fnnd  taken  from 
her,  and  in  that  way  no  sudden  or  severe 
strain  is  being  imposed  on  her.  It  will 
thus  be  far  more  easy  for  her  to  deal 
with  the  property  which  lies  before  her 
than  if  we  had  attempted  to  liquidate  the 
fund  at  once.  In  the  interest  of  the  Church 
itself  there  is,  therefore,  a  great  deal  to  be 
said  for  the  plan  to  be  adopted  in  the 
Bill,  while  as  regards  the  interest  of  the 
Welsh  people  the  advantages  of  the 
present  scheme  seem  to  be  incontestable. 
The  next  criticism  which  has  been  made 
by  several  Members,  and  with  especial 
warmth  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  was  as  to  the 
course  proposed  with  regard  to  cathedrals. 
We  had  to  face  the  question,  what  was  to 
be  done  with  these  venerable  national 
buildings  which  the  nation  regard  as  a 
priceless  possession.  Hitherto  they  have 
been  to  a  certain  extent  under  State 
control  

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  To  what 

extent  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  It  has  been  so  recog- 
nised as  the  general  law,  and  that  if  these 
buildings  were  to  be  handed  over  to  a 
private  Corporation  it  would  be  said  that 
the  rights  of  the  nation  had  been  lost. 
We  are  absolutely  bound  to  safeguard 
the  interest  which  the  nation  feels  in 
these  possessions  which  come  down  as 
our  common  and  priceless  inheritance, 
and  the  best  way  to  do  that  is  to  relieve 
the  disestablishol  Church  from  the  cost. 
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wbich  might  be  very  heavy,  of  keeping 
these  buildings  in  repair. 

Sib  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  We  have 
paid  for  it  already. 

Mb.  BRYC£:  We  prefer  that  the 
Welsh  Cominissioiierg  should  imdertake 
the  charge,  but  we  conceive  that  we  have 
completely  isafegaarded  the  interests  of 
the  Church  in  these  buildings  by  making 
it  the  duty  of  the  Commission  to  allow 
these  buildiogs  to  be  used  by  the  dis- 
established Church  for  its  services. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  :  Ex- 
clusively, and  for  uo  other  purpose  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  These  buildings  are 
to  be  used  in  the  way  they  have  been 
hitherto  used,  for  the  purposes  of  the  ser- 
Tice  of  the  Established  Church.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge, in  a  speech  to  which  the  House 
listened  with  great  pleasure,  not  only  on 
account  of  the  eloquent  precision  of  its 
language,  but  because  of  the  high  tone 
and  the  conciliatory  and  genial  spirit 
which  pervaded  it,  took  exception  to  the 
expression  "national  monuments"  used 
by  the  Home  Secretary.  He  said  that 
these  cathedral  churches  were  built  for 
the  worship  of  the  Church  of  England. 
Would  it  not  be  more  correct  to  say  they 
were  erected  for  the  public  worship  of 
God  at  a  time'  when  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land included  every  class  of  the  com- 
munity ?  They  come  down  to  as  from 
the  earlier  Middle  Ages,  and  it  is  our 
duty  to  safeguard  in  them  now  the 
interests  of  all  thoae  classes  and  deno- 
minations of  Welshmen  who  are  repre- 
sented by  the  descendants  from  those 
Middle  Ages. 

SiK  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  Will  all 
Welshmen  be  allowed  to  use  them  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  All  Welshmen  will  be 
allowed  to  consider  them  as  their  pos- 
session and  treasure,  and  the  use  of  them 
for  religions  worship  is  to  be  given  to  the 
Established  Church. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH:  Exclu- 
sively ? 

Mb.  BRYCE  :  I  have  already  twice 
stated  how  they  are  to  be  used.  The 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  remarked  on 
the  disparities  which  the  tithe  presents 
in  various  parishes  in  Wales,  and  he 
asked  whether  it  was  right  that  the  tithe 
should  be  appropriated  entirely  to  the 
purpose  of  the  particular  parish  in  which 
it  happened  to  exist,  leavingother  parishes 
in  which  there  are  no  tithes  unprovided 
Mr.  Bryce 


for.  In  the  first  place,  I  should  say  that 
these  disparities  are  not  of  our  making. 
We  find  them,  and  it  is  not  for  us  to 
throw  tQto  one  melting  pot  all  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Charch  and  redistribute  it. 
Still  less  would  the  House  desun  us  to 
embark  upon  a  policy  by  means  of  which 
the  tithes  of  an  agricultural  parish  which 
greatly  needs  them  would  be  handed  over 
to  rich  towns  like  Swansea.  But  in  re- 
gard to  these  and  other  points  I  would 
ask  hon.  Members  to  reserve  their  judg- 
ment until  they  see  the  words  of  the 
Bill.  We  do  not  propose  that  the  tithes 
which  belong  to  a  particular  parish 
should  necessarily  continue  allocated  to 
that  parish  alone.  All  we  contemplate 
is  that  in  the  allocation  of  the  funds  there 
should  be  due  regard  to  the  interests  of 
the  parish,  but  t&e  scheme  Is  to  be  framed 
with  a  view  to  the  interests  of  the  countay 
at  large.  So  long  as  the  benefit  is  ap- 
plied in  some  form  to  the  parish,  it  is  not 
necessary  to  attach  that  tithe  to  the 
parish.  As  regards  the  case  of  the  ad- 
vowsons  put  by  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, I  would  point  out,  as  to  his 
remarks  on  the  validity  of  the  Scotch 
question,  that  a  peculiar  right  attaching 
to  the  power  of  presentation  was  recog- 
nised by  the  Scotch  Act,  and  the  ad* 
voweon  was  b*eated  as  having  a  saleable 
value.  We  hold  by  the  precedent  set  by 
the  Conservative  Government  in  1874, 
when  it  was  determined  not  to  settle  the 
value  by  arbitration,  but  to  fix  the  value 
of  one  year,  and  on  that  to  base  the  com- 
pensation. We  base  ourselves  on  that 
precedent.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  we  are 
unable  to  say  that  there  is  any  market 
value  for  these  livings  at  all ;  indeed,  a 
sale  of  them  is  very  uncommon,  as  most 
of  them  are  in  the  hands  of  Public  Bodies. 
The  value,  too,  is  very  small,  the  average 
being  about  £147 perannnm.  Asregai^s 
the  case  of  the  curates,  I  must  observe 
that  with  regard  to  the  cnrates  in  Ireland 
there  were  special  circumstances  attach- 
ing to  them.  To  a  large  extent  they  did 
the  work  of  the  absentee  incumbent.  But 
that  is  not  the  fact  with  the  curates  tu 
Wales,  and  in  cases  where  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  pay  the  incumbent 
the  sum  for  the  saUtry  of  the  curate  that 
sum  will  continue  to  be  paid  during  the 
tenancy  of  the  present  incumbent.  I 
have  now  briefly  referred,  I  think,  to  Che 
principal  criticisms  made  on  the  provi- 
sions  of  the  Bill.  The  Bill  itself  will  give 
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further  iDformation.  I  ought,  perhaps,  to 
say  ODe  wordabontthesugge^tioo  that  the 
result  of  the  appticatiou  of  the  funds  to 
local  purposes  will  be  to  relieve  the  rates. 
It  is  not  our  wish  that  this  monoj  should 
go  to  the  relief  of  the  rates,  and  we 
shall  take  proper  steps  to  prevent  such  ao 
application  of  the  rands.  But  I  do  not 
mjself  believe  that  there  will  be  any 
disposition  at  all  to  defray  out  of  this 
money  the  cost  of  public  works  which 
oan  be,  and  ought  to  be,  properly  thrown 
on  the  rates.  I  will  say  that  our  general 
object  has  been,  while  endeavouring  to 
preserve  the  property  for  the  benefit  of 
Wales  iu  the  future,  to  deal  with  the 
utmost  fairness  and  justice  with  all  per- 
sons who  have  got  vested  life  interests. 
I  appeal  in  proof  of  that  desire  not  only 
to  the  provision  we  have  made  that  every 
clei^ymau  shall  be  entitled  to  retain  his 
living  and  the  whole  of  the  income  and 
emoluments  thereof  for  his  life,  bat  also 
to  the  fact  that,  whereas  in  the  Irish  Act 
the  clergy  or  representatiTe  body  of  the 
disestablished  Church  were  obliged  to 
buy  parsonages,  we  have  given  person- 
ages to  the  disestablished  Church,  and  in 
that  respect  have  gone  further  to  meet 
the  claims  of  the  clergy  than  was  done 
in  the  Irish  Act  of  1869.  I  know  that 
these  criticisms  will  not  disarm  the  rooted 
objections  which  the  Opposition  entertain 
to  the  Bill  as  a  whole.  It  appeared  to 
me  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Wef>t 
Bristol,  when  he  heard  my  right  hon. 
Friend  engaged  in  the  exposition  of  his 
scheme,  was  a  little  disappointed  that  it 
was  not  worse.  He  had,  I  think,  been  so 
long  brooding  over  the  terrible  schemes 
with  which  Mr.  Gee  has  frightened  the 
world  that  he  was  surprised,  and  perhaps 
not  altogether  pleased,  to  find  our  scheme 
much  more  moderate  and  conciliatory 
than  that  of  Mr.  Gee  ;  and  I  believe  that 
18  the  judgment  which  will  be  passed 
upon  it.  In  dealing  with  ecclesiastical 
^perty  as  sacrilege  and  plunder,  I 
should  like  to  refresh  the  recollection  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  by  reading  a 
few  words  from  a  remarkable  speech 
which  was  delivered  in  1869  by  one  of 
the  brightest  luminaries  of  the  English 
Church  in  the  last  generation,  and  who 
has  already  been  referred  to  to-night  in 
terms  not  above  his  eminence  and  fame 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge.  The  late 
Bishop  of  St.  DaTid*8,  in  speaking  on 


the  Second  Reading  of  the  Irish  Church 
Bill,  after  referring  to  the  famous  case 
of  St.  Ambrose  and  bis  selling  the 
sacred  vessels,  went  on  to  deal  with  the 
case  in  which  the  term  sacrilege  was 
applied  to  the  taking  of  the  properly  uf 
the  Church.  He  said  circumstances  might 
arise  in  which  Church  property  might  be 
rightly  diverted  into  other  channels  on 
grounds  of  general  expediency,  and^ 
therefore,  the  use  of  such  an  expression 
as  sacrilegious  robbery  ^'  was  irrele- 
vant, misapplied,  irritating,  and  offen- 
sive. That  speech  was  delivered  in 
support  of  the  proposal  for  the  disendow- 
mept  of  the  Irish  Church.  I  will  not 
enter  into  the  long  entangled  question  of 
national  property  further  than  to  say  that 
anyone  who  has  studied  the  question  will 
admit  that  this  property  is  property  which 
was  given  to  individual  churches  at  par- 
ticular times,  but  which  has  been  fre- 
quently used  and  disposed  of  by  the 
nation.  It  will  be  admitted,  even  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  West  Edin- 
burgh, that  in  dealing  with  that  pro- 
perty we  cannot  be  said  to  lack  a  pre- 
cedent. That  property,  although  con- 
tinued in  the  Established  Church  of  the 
country,  was  dealt  with  in  the  16th 
century  b;  being  transferred  from  those 
who  held  one  set  of  doctrines  to  another^ 
%nd  back  again. 

Viscount  WOLMER  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleaum  kindly  name  the  Acts  of 
Parliament  ? 

Mb.  BRTCE  :  The  Acts  of  Heniy 
VIII.,  Edward  VI.,  Maiy  and  Eliaa- 
betb.  It  is  property  which  the  nation  has 
always  felt  itself  at  liberty  to  deal  with, 
and  will  be  dealt  with  again.  There 
is  not  a  Roman  Catholic  country  in 
Europe  in  which  either  at  the  time  of  the 
Reformation  or  within  the  present  cen- 
tury an  immense  quantity  of  Church 
property  has  not  been  taken  by  the 
State  on  grounds  of  common  utility.  I 
admit  this  is  a  question,  not  of  right, 
but  of  utility.  It  is  a  question  which 
depends  entirely  whether  a  proper  occa- 
sion has  been  shown  for  deahng  with 
the  property.  We  have  endeavoured  to 
show  that  this  is  an  occasion  which 
justifies  an  interference  with  this  pro- 
perty, and  we  conceive  that  it  wonld  bo 
bard  to  find  a  stronger  case  than  that  of 
a  body  which  is  the  Church  of  only  one- 
third  or  one-fourth  of  the  Welsh  peo^de,. 
and  which  can  have  no  claim  to  be  con- 
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sidered  their  oatioual  Church,  not  iipou 
any  historical  grounds,  which  are  too 
remote  for  us  to  eutor  upou,  but  upou  tlie 
plain  fact  that  the  current  of  the 
uational  religious  life  has  deserted  that 
channel  aud  has  flowed  in  other  channels. 
We  are  asked  what  our  motives  are,  and 
on  what  we  ground  this  Bill.  The  Duke 
of  Devonshire  first  laid  down  the  admi- 
rahle  Liberal  principle  that  the  wishes 
of  a  distinct  part  of  the  United  Kingdom 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  prevail  in  a  matter 
in  which  it  speaks  hy  a  large  majority  of 
its  Bepresentatives. 

Sir  M.  HICES-BEACH  :  That  was 
not  with  respect  to  Wales. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  terms  were  such 
as  to  make  it  applicable  to  Wales.  In 
1877,  referring  indeed  to  Scotland,  the 
present  Duke  of  Devonshire  said — 

All  I  will  say  is  that,  whenever  Scotch 
opinion,  or  even  Scotch  Liberal  opinion,  is  fully 
formed  on  the  subject  of  disestftbliahment,  I 
think  I  may  say,  on  behalf  of  the  Liberal  Party 
88  a  whole,  that  they  will  be  prepared  to  deal 
with  the  question." 

On  those  words  we  base  ourselves,  as 
being  a  declaration  of  the  true  principle 
which  the  House  should  follow  in  this 
case.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Bristol  endeavoured  to  suggest  that  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian  bad 
not  been  a  party  to  our  present  action. 
Let  me  remind  him  that  in  1891  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Midlothian  spoke  in 
favour  of  a  Motion  for  Welsh  msestab- 
lisbment,  and  cited  the  deliTeraDce  of  the 
Duke  of  Devonshire,  and  was  also  a 
party  to  the  Suspensory  Bill  of  last  year, 
in  which  the  principle  was  as  much  in- 
volved as  it  is  now.  I  am  well  aware 
that  it  is  impossible  to  separate  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Welsh  Church  m  the  minds 
of  hon.  (reutlemen  opposite  from  the 
question  of  the  Church  of  England. 
That  is  the  real  reason  for  their  objection 
to  this  Bill.  If  it  were  a  question  of 
Wales  alone  they  would  feel  that  the 
case  was  immeasurably  strong — [Crte« 
of  "  No  I  '*  and  cheert]  —  so  much 
8tronfl;er  than  the  case  of  Scotland.  We 
have  only  to  reflect  that  in  Wales  we  have 
31  out  of  34  of  the  Representatives  de- 
manding disestablishment,  and  that  the 
majority  is  iucreasmg  every  Election, 
Wales,  in  respect  ofi  language,  habits, 
ideas,  and  national  character,  in  the  very 
form  of  its  religious  servicea,  is  a  country 
totally  unlike  England.  It  is  unneces- 
sary to  claim  Wales  a  nation  in  the  sense 
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that  Ireland  and  Scotland  are  nations  ; 
but  it  is  quite  clear  that  Wales  has  a 
distinct  character  and  religious  feeling. 
As  to  the  Church  of  England,  I  will  say 
only  this.  In  the  first  place,  this  Bill,  if 
It  be  carried,  will  not  in  any  respect 
injure  any  iudividual  member  of  the 
Church  of  England.  It  will  uotdestroy 
any  communion  which  the  Church  has 
outside  those  four  dioceses.  It  will  not 
weaken  the  Church  as  an  establishment. 
It  was  said  in  1869  that  the  passing 
of  disestablishment  for  Ireland  must 
necessarily  bring  about  disestab- 
ment  in  England.  But,  on  the 
contrary,  the  Church  of  England  is 
stronger  now  than  it  was  in  1869.  The 
idea  of  bit-by-bit  disestablishment,  of 
putting  Wales  onalevel  with  Yorkshireor 
East  Anglia,  as  some  hon.  Members  have 
suggested,  is  at  once  dispelled  by  the  re- 
flection that  all  England  is  homogeneous 
in  a  sense  in  which  Wales  is  not 
homogeneous  with  England.  So  far 
from  religion  suffering,  I  believe  that 
religion  and  the  Welsh  Church  will  gain 
by  this  measure.  I  believe  that  always 
and  everywhere  it  has  been  an  injury  to 
every  Church  of  Christ  to  be  e8tabii8he<l. 
And  when  .the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  West  Edinburgh  asks  whether  there 
was  ever  a  Church  started  under  the 
difficulties  which  the  Welsh  Church  would 
have  to  encounter  if  that  Church  were 
suddenly  disestablished,  I  wilt  ask  the 
noble  Lord  whether  he  does  not,  as  a 
Scotch  Member,  know  of  a  case  in  which  a 
Church,  for  conscience  sake,  disestablished 
itself— of  a  case  in  which  a  Church  came 
out  without  any  previous  provision  at  all, 
and  which  in  the  first  year  of  its  existence 
built  500  churches,  raised  £210,000  for 
church  building  and  clergy,  subscribed 
£60,000  for  the  building  of  schools  and 
£100,000  for  manses,  and  within  the  47 
years  which  have  followed  its  disestab- 
lishment has  spent  £20,000,000  in  sup- 
port of  its  Creed  ?  When  I  SCO  such  work 
done  by  a  volnutary  Chnroh,  by  the  zeal 
of  its  members,  in  which  the  real  strength 
and  Ufe-blood  of  a  Church  must  lie,  I  can 
have  no  fear  for  the  Church  of  Wales. 
Twenty-five  years  ago  this  House  was 
discussing  the  Bill  for  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Irish  Church,  and  three 
prophecies  were  made.  The  first  waa 
that  the  Church  of  England  would  sufi^^ 
and  that  attacks  would  soon  be  made  oa 
it.   That  prophecy  has-been  refuted. 
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Hon.  Memben  are  always  claimiog  that 
Uie  Church  of  Eoglaod  is  strooger  to- 
day than  it  has  ever  beeo.    Then  how 
can  they  say  that  it  is  in  danger  ?  It 
was  also  said  that  the   effect  of  dis- 
establishmeDt  would    be   to  give  the 
Roman    Catholics    an    immense  gain 
and     advantage     in      Ireland.  The 
boundaries    of    the    two    Creeds  re- 
Diain,  I  believe,  absolutely  unchanged 
from  that  time  to  now  ;  there  have  been 
DO  changes  either  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
or  to  the  Episcopal  Church,  and  both 
stand  relatively  where  they  were.  Xtastly, 
it  was  said  that  by  disestablishment  the 
Chnrch  itself  would  languish,  aud  in 
many  parishes  expire,  owing  to  the  diffi- 
culty of  maintaining  it.    We  know  that, 
on    the    contrary,    the  disestablished 
Church  of  Ireland  has  been  re-invigorated 
by  the  process  of  the  change  of  dis- 
establishment ;     we    know    that  the 
liberality  of  its  members  is  far  greater 
thau  it  was  when  it  was  an  Established 
Church.    We  know  that  they  take  far 
more  interest  in  its  government,  and  that 
a  more  keen  aud  vital  pulse  of  life  beats 
through  all  its  veins  than  in  those  days, 
and  I  venture  to  believe  that  what  we 
are  able  to  say  now  about  the  Irish  Dis- 
established Church — which,  I  suppose, 
no  man  in  this  Ilouse  would  reverse — 
after  a  quarter  of  a  century,  those  who 
come  after  us  a  quarter  of  a  century 
hence  will  say  about  the  Disestablished 
Church  in  Wales.    They  will  see  then  a 
Chnrch  which  is  stronger,  a  Church  which 
is  subscribed  to  more  liberally,  aud  I  hope 
they  will  see — and  this  is,  perhaps,  the 
one  point  on  which  all  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  can  unite — if  not 
unity,  at  any  rate,  a  greater  degree  of 
harmonious  co-operation  and  peaceful 
joint  Christian  work  in  Wales  than  is 
possible  now.    We  believe  that  these  are 
the  results  which  will  follow  from  this 
Bill,  and  it  is  because  we  are  convinced 
that  this  will  be  no  less  for  the  peace  and 
happiness  of  Wales  than  for  the  good  of 
the  Welsh  Church  itself  that  we  bring 
forward  this  measure,  commend  it  to  the 
House  as  grounded  on  the  principles  of 
right  and  justice,  and  oonfidently  trust  to 
place  it  on  the  Statute  Book. 

Me.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON 
(Shropshire,  Oswestry)  said,  as  one  who 
represented  in  that  House  three  of  the 
threatened  dioceses,  he  desired  to  say  a 
few  words  upon  this  great  question. 
They  had  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 


whether  the  cathedrals  were  to  be  exclu- 
sively used  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Church,  and  he  had  defended  himself  by 
saying  they  were  to  be  used  altogether 
for  the  whole  people  of  Walea,  which 
meant  a  great  number  and  variety  of  sects, 
besides  those  who  belonged  to  the 
Church.  He  declared  that  this  move- 
ment was  a  secularist  movement  against 
all  religion,  urged  on  by  men  who  had 

?rohibited  the  Bible  and  its  teaching  in 
0  of  the  schools  of  Wales,  prohibited 
religious  teaching  in  150  schools,  and 
endeavoured  to  strike  out  all  religious 
teaching  in  the  boarding  houses  of  the 
interm^iate  schools.  These  were  the 
people  who  proposed  to  nationalise  the 
cathedrals.  He  asked  the  Government 
to  realise  the  position  Take  the  cathe- 
dral of  St.  Asaph,  which  was  founded  in 
the  6th  century,  and  had  been  placed  as 
a  perpetual  trust  into  the  hands  of  the 
ordained  ministers  of  the  Holy  Catholic 
and  Apostolic  Chureh.  Churchmen  had 
spent  their  substance  upon  beautifying 
and  enlarging  the  fabric.  In  that 
cathedral  was  kept  with  zealous  care 
the  Welsh  Bible  translated  by  a  WeUh 
Bishop,  aud  daily  a  service,  according  to 
the  ancient  British  use,  had  from  time 
immemorial  been  celebrated  in  that 
cathedral.  What  gave  to  the  fabric  its 
beauty  ;  what  gave  to  the  fabric  and 
stone  their  historic  perpetuity,  their 
peculiar  sanctity  ?  It  was  their  Chris- 
tian ownership,  which  the  Bill  proposed 
to  take  away,  because  they  were 
dedicated,  nut  to  the  Babel  of 
many  sects,  but  exclusively  to  one  true 
form  of  worship  of  Apostolic  origin.  Al- 
though backed  up  by  all  the  Imperial 
power  of  the  Empire  they  dare  not  touch 
a  stone  of  a  single  mosque  in  the  East, 
nor  take  those  heathen  temples  from  their 
heathen  guardianship;  did  the  Govern- 
ment think  the  Christian  priesthood 
would  quietly  allow  their  sanctuaries  to 
be  taken  from  them  ?  All  they  asked 
was  equality  of  treatment,  liberty  of 
religious  teaching,  and  liberty  of  religious 
worship,  which  were  the  birthright  of 
Englishmen. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Secretary  Asquith,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Mr.  Bryce,  and  The  Solicitor 
General. 

Bill  presented,  and  rea^  first  time. 
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PAROCHIAL  ELBCT0B8  (BEGISTUATION 
ACCELEBAnON)  BILL^CNo.  176.) 

SSCOKD  BXADUre. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Queetioo  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond 
time." — (Mr.  Shavj'LeJevre.) 

Mr.TOMLINSON  (PrestoD)  said,  he 
thought  the  House  had  a  right  to  expect 
that  some  expIaDatton  of  this  Bill  should 
be  given,  in  order  that  thej  might  be  able 
to  point  out  any  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
the  carrying  oat  of  the  scheme  adopted 
by  the  Gorerument.  As  he  nnderstood, 
the  pUn  of  the  Bill  was  to  bring  the 
RegiBters  into  operation  on  the  8th  of 
November  instead  of  at  the  time  at  pre- 
sentfixed.  It  was  obvious,  therefore,  that 
the  necessary  work  would  have  to  be 
accelerated.  A  great  many  functionaries 
were  concerned,  and  he  asked  on  behalf 
of  those  persons  how  the  Government 
proposed  to  carry  out  that  acceleration 
without  any  inconTenience  ?  He  hoped 
they  would  liave  some  explanation. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shjlw- 
Lefevbe)  said,  the  hon.  Member  could 
not  have  been  in  the  House  when  he 
introduced'  the  Bill  and  explained  its 
proviBioDB  about  10  days  ago.  The 
Second  Reading  was  now  proposed  as 
the  result  of  an  agreement  between  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  and  the  Go- 
vernment. TheLraderof  the  Opposition 
said  that  nnder  certain  conditions  the 
Bill  would  be  treated  as  a  non-contentious 
measure,  and  those  couditions  bod  been 
complied  with.  The  only  effect  would 
be  to  accelerate  the  parochial  Register. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  said,  he  was  not  aware  precisely  of 
what  passed  between  fais  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  upon 
this  subject,  but  his  impression  was  that 
the  arrangement  was  tliat  any  Bill 
brought  in  merely  to  accelerate  parochial 
registration  in  order  that  the  elections 
should  be  held  on  November  S[  should  not 
be  treated  as  a  measure  of  a  Cipntentious 
character.  But  this  Bill  provHUd  that 
the  Register  should  not  come  inni  force 
until  November  22,  and  the  elec^ons 
could  not  be  held  before  Decembe\l. 
Why  conld  they  n^t  leave  the  law  a^t 


stood  and  allow  the  Register  to  come 
into  force  in  the  orditaary  coarse  on 
Jauuary  I,  thus  saving  all  trouble  and 
expense  ?  A  more  unnecessary  proposal 
than  that  contained  in  the  Bill  he  had 
never  seen  submitted  to  the  judgment  of 
the  House.  What  could  it  matter  to  any 
parish  whether  the  election  took  placa 
five  weeks  earlier  or  later  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Hakcourt,  Derby) 
said,  the  undertaking  of  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  was  that  if  a  Bill  for  the 
acceleration  of  the  registratiou  was 
brought  in  he  would  not  treat  it  as  con- 
tentious. Now  the  whole  argument  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  that  there 
should  be  no  acceleration  at  all. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  the 
circumstances  had  changed. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby) 
said,  the  only  change  was,  the  Register 
was  to  come  into  force  a  fortnight  later 
than  was  originally  proposed,  and  to  say 
on  that  account  that  there  should  be  no 
acceleration  was  not  in  accordance  with 
the  understanding  come  to. 

Mb.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  said,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  not  taken  the  best  fjourse  to 
secure  the  end  he  had  in  view.  They  bad 
pointed  out  when  the  Parish  Conncils  Bill 
was  under  discussion  that  It  was  impossible 
to  bring  the  Register  into  force  within 
the  time  named  in  it,  and  now  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  sought  to  blame 
them  on  that  account. 

It  being'  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-mwrow, 

D008  filLL.~<N&  177.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Seoond  Reading  read. 

The  PRESIDENT  ov  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gard- 
ner, Essex,  Saffron  Waldeu) :  This  i» 
not  considered  a  contentious  Bill.  It  is 
mainly  a  consolidation  Bill.  We  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  bring  it  forward 
not  on  account  of  any  serious  excess  of 
rabies,  but  because  of  such  an  increase 
during  the  last  two  or  three  years  as  baa 
led  to  some  anxiety.  The  few  provisioas 
which  are  of  any  novelty  relate  to  nrntten 
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of  detail.    If  the  House  will  read  tbe 
Bill  a  second  time  now  I  propose  to  refer 
it  to  tbe  Grand  Committee  on  Law, 
where  these  details  can  be  better  dis 
cussed, 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belra8^  S.)  : 
I  do  not  object  to  tbe  Govermnent  going 
to  the  dogs,  but  I  most  object  to  this 
Bill. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  To- 
morrow. 

QUARTER   SK8SI0NS  BILL  [Lords}. 
(No.  162.) 

C03UI1TTEE.    [_Progre3Sj  26th  AprilJ] 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

•The  SOLICrrOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RioBT,  Forfar)  said,  this  Bill  was  intro- 
duced into  the  other  House  for  the  purpose 
of  doing  away  witb  the  pracUcal  difficulty 
that  arose  by  reason  of  the  interference 
of  Quarter  Sessioua  with  the  Assizes. 
As  loug  ago  as  1H34  a  Bill  was  passed  for 
tbe  purpose  of  preveutiug  iDterferenoe 
witb  the  Spring  Assizes,  but  recently  it 
bad  been  foiiod  that  there  had  beeu  inter- 
ference with  other  Assizes.  The  Bill 
proposed  to  adopt  tbe  machinery  of  the 
former  Act,  but  it  iiad  been  pointed  out 
by  gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
that  that^ machinery  was  deficient,  and  he 
therefore  propoiied  to  alter  the  first 
clause  so  as  tu  make  it  movide  that  the 
Justices  assembled  in  General  Quarter 
Sessions  or  at  any  adjourned  meeting 
thereof  might  at  any  time  when  it  might 
appear  desirable  for  the  purpose  of 
avoiding  interference  with  the  Assizes 
next  ensuing  fix  or  alter  the  time  for 
holding  the  next  General  Quarter  Ses- 
sions so  that  the  Sessions  should  be  held 
not  earlier  than  U  days  before  nor  later 
than  14  days  after  the  week  in  which 
thoy  were  now  held. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  to 
leave  out  line  5.— (Sir  J.  Rigby.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  line  5  stand 
part  of  the  Clause." 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) said,  he  had  not  the  slightest  desire 
to  oppose  the  Bill,  but  he  would  suggest 
that  it  would  be  very  desirable  that  the 
duty  should  not  be  confined  to  the 
Quarter  Sessions,  but  should  be  performed 

VOI*.  XXIII.     [FOfBTH  SEBIE&.] 


by  a  Joint  Committee  consisting  partly 
of  Magistrates  and  partly  of  members  of 

the  County  Council. 

Question  put,  and  uegatived. 

Mb.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) 
said,  he  could  not  find  the  Amendments 
on  the  Paper.  He  entirely  objected  to 
tbe  taking  of  business  at  that  time  of 
night  at  all,  hut  thought  that  the  con- 
sideretion  at  that  hour  of  Amendments 
which  were  not  on  the  Paper  was 
especially  objectionable.  He  moved  to 
report  Progress,  with  the  view  of  having 
tbe  Amendments  printed.  He  was 
always  suspicious  of  these  lawyers'  Bills, 
which  generally  meant  extensions  of  legal 
monopolies  and  additional  fees. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  tbe  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.** — (^l/r,  A.  C. 
Morton.) 

Sib  J.  RIGBY  :  I  may  pouit  out  that 
we  have  already,  passed  all  the  Amend- 
ments except  the  merely  verbal  ones. 

Qnestion  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
15,  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after  tbe 
word  "is,"  to  the  word  "this,"  inline 
18,  and  insert  the  words  "hereby  re- 
pealed."—(5ir  J.  Rigby.) 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause,"  put, 
and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
'  hereby  repealed'  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  Mr.  Mellor, 
did  I  not  move  to  report  Progress. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  have  already 
put  that  Motion. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL.  (Tyroue,  S.)  : 
Mr,  Mellor,  may  I  ask  if  it  is  in  Orderto 
go  on  with  contentious  businera  after  12 
o'clock. 

The  chairman  :  There  is  no  op- 
position. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  I  am  opposed 
to  the  Amendment,  Sir. 

Sill  J.  RIGBY  :  These  are  merely 
words  of  definition. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  With  the  ex- 
ception of  the  Solicitor  General  very  few 
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Members  know  a  single  thing  that  has 
heeQ  doue  iu  regard  to  this  Bill. 

Mb.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  should 
like  to  know  whether  this  contentious 
business  could  be  proceeded  with  after  12 
o'clock  ?  He  had  always  understood  that 
if  anybody  moved  to  report  Progress  after 
12  o^iilook,  Progress  was  reported  as  a 
matter  of  course.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  be  was  in  Order  in  again  moving 
to  report  Progress  ? 

•Thk  chairman  :  When  I  put  the 
Motion  to  report  Progress  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber did  not  challenge  a  Division,  and 
I  decline  to  pat  it  again  immediately 
afterwards. 

Objection  being  taken  to  Further  Pro- 
ceedings, the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  report  to  the  House. 


(No.  2}  Bill. 
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Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
To-morroii^. 


LOCAL   GOVBBNMBNT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  4)  BTLL.-(No.  148.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

rlER   AND    HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  I)  BILL.— (No.  150.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  r.  IV.  Russell 


SHOP  HOURS  ACT  (1892)  AMENDMENT 
BILL.— (No.  189.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
To-morrow. 

MINES  (EIGHT  HOURS)  BILL.— (No.  10.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

DERELICT  VESSELS  (REPORTS)  BILL. 
(No.  87.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 


PIEB 


AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Burt,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the 
Board  of  Trade,  under  "  The  General 
Pier  and  Harbour  Act,  1861,"  relating  to 
CoUieston,  Fraserburg,  Polperro,  and 
Whitelinka,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Burt  and  Mr.  Munddla. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 
[Bill  203.] 

House  ailjoumed  at  twenty  minattt 
after  Twelve  o'dodc. 
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AolanzhHood,  Captain  Sir  A^SomerKtj 
WelUngUm 
Army  (Aimnal)  Bill,  Com^  B64 

Addison,  Mr.  J,  £.  W.,  AtkUm^nder- 

Lyne 

BiUblished  Chnnb  (WalM)  BiU,  Motion  Cor 
LeaTe,  1S17 

jUraitiMment  Be^iiktioiiBiU 

0.  Intao^  lb.  Boalnds ;  Bead  !•  April  IQ,  111 

Afbioa 

JSecMuamaland  JHtturbanaes,  Q.  ffir  O.  Badem- 

Fowell ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  April  23, 1097 
Seehvanaiand  JVoteetorate,  Q.  Mr.  Knox ; 

A.  Mr.  8.  Buxton  Apnl  12, 186 
.BrUish  Eatt  Africa   Compamijf.  Finaneial 

Arrangementi  i^,  Q.  Blr  CT.  Baden-Powell ; 

A.  Sir  B.  Grej  AprU  28, 1079 

SrUiah  But  Africa   (SoKtJUni  PvriAon 

Map),  Copy  pre*.  AprU  18,  813 
Art  Vtattrim  Jmemirv,  Q.  Mr.  J.  B.  ElUs ; 

A.  Ht.  B.  Buxton  April  17,  62i 
lUrattUand  amd  tU  BHtith  South  Africa 

Company,  Q,  Mr.  ^locfleld ;  A.  Sir  B. 

Gh^y  AfiH  168S 

MuMele  War^£okmfMla'§  Meaienfer*,  Q. 
Mr.  J.  E.  Bllii ;  A.  Mr.  8.  Bnxton  AprU  17, 
632 

MttrntaOani  Settlment,  Qi.  Mr.  Laboa- 
ehm ;  At.  Mr.  8.  Boxton  AprU  17, 6S6 

Sla«e  Trade 
farted  Slaw,  Q.  Bir  B.  Temple  ;  A.  Blr  B. 

Grey  Ajrrtl  19,  861 
S.M.  SlUpa  Static»ed  m  the  Satt  Coatt,  Q. 

Mr.  J.  Fbbm  ;  a.  Sir  v.  Kay  Omttleirartli 

ApraU^  U14 

Jnha  JMwr— Ahimmv  Slave  StUtememtt 
a  Mr.  A.  OfblM ;  A.  Nr  B.  Grqr  4m«  28, 

AoozibHitf  Affairs,  Ql  Bann  H.  de  Wcma  ; 
Ai.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  April  19, 868 ;  jtvHZ  26, 
1428 

Mr.  LamoBOO ;  A.  SirA  Onj  AprU  88, 
1091 

Owte^a  Maedonal^§  Snort,  Q.  Mr. 
Sattlmra;  A.  8fr  B.  ^  AprU  17, 
620 

Xltimat4f»r,  Q.  Sir  O.  DHke  ;  A.  «r  W. 

Harcoort  19,  866 

iVMwr#  A«IatlM^  to,  Q.  Ma,  J.  Ohamberialn ; 

A.  Sir  B.  Grey  AprU  13, 222 

»r  S.  PortoTt  Repmrta,  Qs.  Mr.  Webb, 
Mr.  W.  Johnston,  Mr.  T.  M.  He^, 
Mr.  labonchere;  Aa  Sir  JI.  Gny 
AprU  IS,  889;  Qs.  Sir  G.V  Baden- 
FoweU,  Bir  C.  DUke ;  Aa  1|lr  W. 
Harooart  AprU  20^  982;  Qa  Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain,  Sir  J.  FergowmV  Aa 
Sir  W.  HareooH  AprU  28,  1096\  Qa 
Mr.  A.  Smith.  Sir  O.  Baden-Fo 
Aa  Sir  W.  Hanoart  April  88, 1104 ' 


APUCA— «0ltf. 

Uganda^canA. 
Statement  by  the  Earl  of  Boaebecy 

AprU  12, 180 
Statonent      EHr  W.  Harooart  AprU  18, 
828 

White  Fatlurt,  Qa  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  As* 
Bir  B.  Gny  AprU  .12,  818 ;  AprU  18* 

886 

Unyoro,  Khtg  vf.  Campaign  afaimet,  Q.  Sir 
B.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey 
AprU  IS,  338 

Zmuibar  ProtetOorate,  Q.  Bir  B.  Temple ;  A. 
Blr  E.  Grey  AprU  28, 1077 

Africa  (No.  3,  2894) 
Copy  pres.  AprU  18,  813 

Agricultural  Depresrion 
Q.  Sir  E.  Lechmere ;  A,  Sir  W.  Haroonr 

April  12,  324 
Motion  for  Adjoomment  of   the  Hmue 

(lUjor  BBBch)  April  18,  842 

Agricultural  Depression — Royal  Com- 
miseioH 

Copiee  pres.  AprU  10, 113  ;  April  26, 1551 

Agricultural  Land — BudgH  I^vpotah 
Q.  Mr.  Chaplin;  A.    Sir  W.  Haroourt 

April  24, 1338 

AOfilOULTUBB.  BOABD  OF 

Fniident— Mr.  H.  OABionB 

Allotments  (see  that  title) 

Oinadian  Cattie  Xmartatien,  Qa  Dr. 
Farqahanon,  Mr.  C&ombie,  Mr.  Arch, 
Mr.Magaire,  Colonel  Waring,  Mr.  8.  Hill, 
Mr.  Chaplin,  Mr.  Jeffreys,  Mr.  White- 
law  ;  Aa  Mr.  H.  Gardner  April  23, 1084 

Contagious  JHseates  (Animals^  Aets,  1878  to 
1863,  Copy  prea  AprU  36, 1552 

Marking  of  Foreign  Meat  (see  that  title) 

Orimance  Survey— Labour,  Q.  Mr.  W.lleld ; 
A.  Mr.  H.  Gardner  AprU  10,28 

Plewro-Pneumonia^Coeuaitte^s  Beport,  Q. 
Colonel  Waring ;  A.  Mr.  H.  Gardner 
AprU  24, 1221 

Swina  Fner  Segulatiims,  Q.  Commander 
BeUiell ;  A.  Mr.  H.  Gardner  April  18, 840 

Alient  (see  nnder  Emigratkm  amd  /aum- 

gratiM) 

Allen,  Ur.  C*  F.  Egerton,  i^frroAe,  ^c. 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Com.,  666 

BBtablfshed  CbonA  (Wales)  BiU,  MotiMtor 

LeaTe,1788 
Nary  Estimates 

Doclgvrd  ChiQ>laIns,  871 

Pembroke  Dock,  286 

ShipbnildlDg,  Repaiia,  lUntenaaoe,  Jte.— 

Personnel,  371 
Worln^  BnHdingi,  and  Bepair^  886  .  ' 
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Q.  Sir  B.  Ashmead-Baitlett  t  A.  Bir  E. 
Qrey  Afril  18, 888 

[emt. 


^JUrr— cont. 
Barraelu 

SxpendUure  on,  Q.  Ur.  Brodrick ;  A.  Mr. 

Campbell-Bannennan  April  26,  1448 
RagUn—Sewtge  Outfall,  Q.  Mr.  Kearley  ; 

X  Hr.  Campbell'Banuertnan  AprU  12, 

191 

^UltftfiM— Referencea  to,  in  Debate  on  the 

Ari»v  {AtmHoi)  SUl,  April  16,  567,  ttc 
Contagioua  7>jMUM«M«af  ^  2Vw»pf,Q.  Mr. 
JelbejB  ;  A.  lb.  OaBipbell-BaniMmuin, 
April  20,  983 
iSee  alio  nqder  labJiaadiiig  India) 

Contrail 

OUlery,  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A.  Mr. 

WoodaU  April  12, 188 
Trade  Uniotu—Meurt.  Berry  Jt-  Sont,  Qe. 

Mr.  Fenwick  ;  Ab.  Ur.  CampbeU-Ban- 

nerman  April  10,  9 

Cimrtt  Martial,  References  to,  in  Debate  on 
tbe  Army  iAKnual)  BiU,  April  16,  673 

Ditekarged  and  Utter m  Soldiers,  Employ- 
mmU  fvr,  Q.  Sir  J.  Whitehead  ;  A.  Mr.  A. 
Morley  Sepi  17,  686 ;  Qi.  Mr.  Hanbnry, 
Major  Baaeh ;  A*.  Mr.  CampbeU-Bauier- 
man  April  23, 1098 

Kmam^nadiama,  Q.  Mr.  Sexton ;  A.  Mr.  Camp. 
beli-Bannennan  April  80;  1686 

VatAorie* 

StiMeld  and  Sparkbrooh,  Qs.  Mr.  Weir,  Mr. 

T.  M.  Healy ;  Aa.  Mr.Woodall  April  13 

309 ;  Qb.  Captain  Bowlea,  llr.  J.  Howard; 

Aa.  Mr.  Woodall  April  84, 1218 
Enjield,  Slackneu     Work  in,  Q.  Cwtain 

Bowles  ;  A.  Mr.  Woodall  April  16,  4S7 
Ei^ld— Workman' t  Meetvut  to  Diaeu— 

Iktetory  Affairs^  Q<  Mr.  K.  Haidie ;  A. 

Mr.  Campbell-Bannemian   AprU  36, 

1444 

Superannuation  Aet—Jnmet  Mmnh,  Copy 
pres.  April  19,  966 

Foreign  Ootemmentt — Presontiqf  SIpeeimono 
qf  Lee-St^ford  R^ea  and  Cordite  Ammv- 
nition,  Q.  Mr.  Tomlinson;  A.  Mr. 
Cu&pbeU-Bannerman  AprU  36, 1418 

India 

Contagious  Diseases,  Q.  Mr.  Jeffreys ;  A. 

Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  April  20, 983  ; 

Q.  Sir  B.  Temple ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 

AprU  23, 1082 
Imprisonment  of  SMiers,  Beferenoes  to,  In 

Debate  on  the  Armv  (Annual)  BOl, 

April  16,663.Jte. 
JHt&Bfy  BMd^re,  a  Sir  D.  Maefar- 

laiie !  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  April  19, 

860 

Offieert  Pay,  a  Hr.  Naorajl ;  A.  Mr.  H. 
H.  Fowler  AprU  90, 970 

Inwoi^on,  Prepnmtiens  against,  Qi.  CoIosmI 
/H.TiliOBnL  Mr.  Amold-Fanter;  At.  Mr. 
^  Campbell'Bannennan  April  16, 468 

f  Ireland 

Antrim  Castle  Beer  Parh-^mt^  Xm* 
Q.  Mr.  M*Cftrtaa ;  A.  Ma  Oamp- 

4E8  i&k 


Am] 
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Ireland-  oont- 

B6^attJ}iitMrhancet-~2nd  Battalion  Doraet 

Megiment,  <te.  Mr.  Wolff,  Mr.  U'Gutaa ; 

As.  Hr.  Campbell-Bannerman  April  12, 

216;  Q.  Mr.  Wlngfield-DiKby ;  A.  Hr. 

CuupbeU-Bumermaii  AprU  37, 1687 
Oamaratm,  Monaghan  MUitia  Camp  at, 

a  Ur.  O'DrfiMwU ;  A.  Ur.  Oampbell- 

Banoenxum  AprU  88, 1410 
Comoro*,  Peter,  Coat  of,  Q.  Mr.  Bodkin  ; 

A.  Ur.  OMDpbetl-Baimeniuui  AprU  12, 

2U 

Curragk  Camp—KUlalv*  8late»,  Q.  Mr. 

P.  J.  O'Brien  ;  A.  Mr.  Csmpbell-Banoer* 

man  April  26, 14S6 
Emminatioiu,  Q.  Mr.   Sexton  ;  A.  Ur. 

Campbell-Bannerman  April  80,  1686 
luHiakHling    FtuUiert  —  Quarternuuter, 

Q.  Ur.  Dane ;  A.  Ur.  Campbell-Banner- 
man April  26,  U80 
Lieenml  Sauma  in  SuttMaiUf  Qa.  Ur. 

FlynD,  Ur.-  Webrter ;  As.  Ur.  Woodall 

Apra  IS,  841 
Londonderry  Barraolu,  Q.  Mr.  Rose ;  A. 

Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  April  12, 184 
Offieert  at  Race  Meetings,  Q.  Mr.  P.  Bmith ; 

A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  April  20, 

978 

Judge-Advoeate-General,  References  to,  iu 
Debate  on  the  Anty  (jIummQ  BiU, 
AprU  16,  664,  &c. 

M^in  Sand»,  Gun  Practice  Over,  Q.  Major 

Kaach ;  A.   Ur.   Campbell  -  Bannerman 

April  19,  836 
MilUia,  Copy  pres.  AprU  16,  682 
MobUimtian    of   JBsuipmmt    emA  Store 

DepStt,  Q.  Ur.  Anuild-Fonter ;  A.  Ur. 

Campbell-BannBrman  April  28,  1088 

Fentions 

Crimean  tmi  Indian  IffKtiny  Veterans — 

P^er  Coreoran,  Qs.  Mr.  Bodkin ;  As. 

Ur.  Campbell-Bannerman  April  12, 214 
IHieharged  SeHdimrtf  €hrietamee»  </,  Q. 

Colonel  Lockwood;  A.  Ur.  Woodall 

AprU  18,  386 
Rtym0ta  ef,  Qi.Ur.  Bartley,  Ur.J.BaniB ; 
Ur,  Campbell-Bannerman  AprU  10, 

Batumi  —  Flour  —  Home  Produce,  Qs.  Mr. 
W.  Field  i  As.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
AprU  12,  211 

Beterve,  Cop;  pres.  April  16,  692 

BiOea,  Martini,   Qt.   Ur.  Weir;  Ai.  Mr. 

Woodall  AprU  12,  208 
Soldiert  on  Irish  MaU  Boati,  Uajor 

Basch :  A.  Ur.  Sort  AprU  26,  1436 
Vtdunteer    Acta,    Select    Ccun.  ordered 

AprU  23, 1208 

Vclunteera 

Decoration,  Q.  Mr.  Blrkmyre ;  A.  Mr. 
Campbell  -  Bannerman  AprU  10,  10  ; 
Q.  Viscount  Wolmer ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  AprU  12, 183  ;  Q.  Ur.  Han 
bnrr ;  A.  Mr.  Cainpbdl'Baunerman 
jMrU  lis,  216 ;  Q.  Ur.  Pael ;  A.  Ur. 
Campbell-BMinHDiaa  AjprU  80, 167S 


ABMY—wtxi. 
Vohtnttera—cxait. 

Oun  Lieencea,  Q.  Ur.  Wingfteld-Digbjr  i  A. 
Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  27, 1687 
Waltham  Abbey  Powder  Faetory  JSaeploaion, 

Qs.  Mr.  Hanbuiy,  Ctdonel  Lockwood ;  Ab. 

Mr.  WoodaU  April  13,  8S8 
Woolwieh  Araenal  Maekinory—Bloeked  hf 

WkUabait,  Q.  Mr.  Benn  ;  A.  Ur.  Campbell- 

Bannerman  April  26, 1400 

Army  (AnnnAli  Bill 

e.  Com. ;  Bead  8**,  and  paMSd  AprU  16,  664 
I.  Bead  1*  AprU  17,693 

Bead  2*  and  3',  and  passed  AprU  19,  816 

Bojral  Assent  AprU  23,  1069 

Abhold-Fosbteb,  Mr.  H.  0.,  Bel/tut, 
W. 

Armjr  (Annoal)  Bill,  Com.,  660,  661,  681 
Cork  Street  Preacher— Ur.  Williams,  1414 
Brlcted  Tenants  (Inlond)  Bill,  Bes.,  980 
InwItHi,  Prapax^ions  Agidnit,  468 
IfoUUsatUm  of  BqaipmeBt  and  Store  DepAts 
1083 

Vam  Estliiuitfle— Shipboilding,  Repairs,  and 
ludntenance— FeiBoniiel,  61 

Abhboubhz,  Lord 
Ireland— Agrarian  Crime,  1668(  1S67 
Law  Library,  Fonr  Courts  (Inland)  3111,22., 
1211 

Limitation  of  Actions  Bill,  SB.,  446 

Tmstee  Act,  1898,  Amendment  Bill,  2B.,  446 

Abhuead-Babtlett,  Sir  SheffieUi, 
Ecclesall 

Africa— Unyoro,  King  of,  Campaign  against. 

888 

Olbraltai^Nev  Dock,  218 

yavyEitinHites 
Gibraltar  Dock,  293, 801 
SUpbnikling,  Repaixa,  and  Uaintennnee— 

FenonneC  76,  81,  84 
WoAs  Buildings,  and  Repairs,  293, 801 

Parliamentary  Voters  in  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land, 1688 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Bes.,  891 
Ways  and  Means— I^oaacial  StatMne&t, 
Com.,  1192,1198 

ASQUITH,  Right  Hon.  H.  H.  (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Hcnne  Dejiart- 
ment),  Ftfe,  E, 

Assises  ReUef  Act,  1090 

Bell's  Match  Factory  Strike— Prosecation  ctf 
Ellen  Conway,  467,  468 

Children,  Imprisonment  of,  1099 

Bsteblished  Chnrch  (Wales)  BiU— Motion 
for  Leave,  1466,  1463,  1488,  1491,  14M, 
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AaamtB,  Rigfat  Hon.  H.  H.— oont. 

Factoriei  and  Workshops  Bill— Motion  for 

Leave,  1688 
Horses,  Cmeltj  to,  In  the  Metropolis,  16 
Ipnricfa  Burial  Board,  15 
London  INstrict  Sarreyors,  1S78 

Higiitzataa 

Appointments,  12,  208,  1665 

Bnckell,  Mr.  Robert,  189,  190 

Harewood  End  Magistrates'  Clerk,  183 

Wynn,  Bir  Watkin  W.,  1673 
Metropolitan  Polloe  Uniforms,  187 
Mines  (Eight  Honrs)  Bill,  2B^  1376,  1379 
Mining  Boyaltlea  and  Wayleaves,  216 
Petrolenm  Acts— Clerken  well  Fire,  973 
Prisons 

Aooommodation  in  the  Metropolis— Inqtdry, 
6cc.,  863,  1100 

Labour— Sack- Making,  14 

Lady  Tisitors,  632 
Tithe  Rent-Chaige,  1S87 
Wales 

Cathedral   Churches,    Subscriptions  for 

Bestoring,  dec.,  1669 
Snmken  Pablicans,  Proncntion  of,  9 
Kewcastle-Bmlyn  County  Court  Ballifft 

Assault  on,  1076 

AMtizef  Belief  Act  (see  ander  title  Zato, 


Atherlet-Jombb, 


"iir.  It..  DvrAant, 


Mines  Royalties  and  Easements  Bill,  Intro., 
1638 


Attorney  Genebal — Sir  C.  Bitssell 

AcBTiK,  Mr.  M.,  Limerick,  W. 

Birkenhead  Onardians  and  tiie  National 
Dock  Labourers'  Union,  1103 

Ireland 

Barbed  Wire  Fences,  U21 
Labourers'  Cottagee— Newcastle  West,  24 
Limerick  —  Sme^ncy    Man,  Alleged 
Shooting  by,  3S9,  830,  331 

Baden-Powell,   Sir   G.,  Liverpool^ 
Kirkdale 
Beofaoanaland  Distarbancea,  1097 
BehriBg  Sea  Award  Act,  1449 
IMtish  OtAnmbia  Sealers,  219,  460 
British  East  Africa  Company — Financial 

Arrangements,  1079 
Budget  Proposals— New  KstateDnty,  MO 
DeaUi  Duties  in  the  Colonies,  1687 
Desertions  from  British  Ships,  983 
Manning,  Committee  on,  466 
Merobant  Shipping  Bill,  2R.,  107 
NaviU  BstabUsbmenta— Expenditors^  46S 


Baujcn-Powill,  Sir  Qt.—emt. 
Navy    Estimates  —  Shipbuilding,  Repairs, 

Maintenance,  &c.— Personnel,  286 
Newfoundland  Ministerial  Crisis,  468 
Samoan  Islands,  1220,  1484 
Uganda  Affairs,  983,  U04 

BalfouTy  Jabez  Spencer — Extradition 

of 

Q.  Mr.  Ycrburgh  ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Aprtt  19, 
847 

Balfour,  Lord 
County  Councils  Association  (Scotland)  Bx> 
penses  Bill,  2B.,  1069 

Balfour,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Xeed#,  Central 
Mines  (Eight  Hoars)  Bill,  2B-,  1359,  1861, 
1366 

Balfour,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.,  Manckettery 

E, 

Business  of  the  House,  812, 1464 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 

(1887)  Repeal  BiU,  2&.,  805 
Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 

Leave,  1482,  1703, 1718 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  Bea.,  878, 

876,  877,  888,  884 
Irish  Land  Act  Select  Committee,  308,  809, 
312,  589 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  BUI,  Motion 

for  Lwve,  1630,  1634, 1636 
Navy  Estimates,  289 

Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  and  Maintenance — 
Personnel,  68,  68 
Period  of  Qualification  and  Elections  Bill, 
Res.,  379 

Saxe-Cobnrg,  Duke  of  (Annuity),  Res.,  1060, 
1061 

SittingB  and  Adjoummenta  of  the  House — 

Twelve  o'Clock  Rale,  SudpeBsion  of,  637 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Rus^  658, 

679,  685,  998,  1015,  1029, 1600, 1601,  1604 
Tithe  Rent-Charge,  1687 
Wayaand  Means— Financial  Statement,  Com., 
1121,1160,  1223 


BALFOUB,  Bight  Hon.  J.  B.  (Lord 
Advocate),  Claekmannant  Sfc. 
Scotland 

Arran  Foreshore— Case  of  T.  Anderson, 

Fisherman,  10 
Cess  and  Stent  Taxes,  25,  1214 
Employers'  Liability,  853 
Gaelic  Language — Sheriff  Substitnte  for 

SutherlaQ^ihire,  610 
Glasgow  Art  Exhibition,  986 
Glasgow-"  Escaped  Nun  **  Proaecation, 

1669 

/   Glasgow  Licensing  Qneetloii,  1817 
/  Magistrates-T^^^^tgiej^ 


Btl] 

Balfodb,  Right  Hon.  J.  B«— «hi«. 

Scotland — wnt, 

Moray  Firth  nifaemen  ud  Water  IMlUb, 
613 

Procurator  Fiacal,  Lewis,  S18 
Service  Franchise,  841 

WeIn78^  Ac.,  Water  Prorirional  Older  Bill, 
iDtjo^  424 

Ballamtine,  Mr.  W.  H.  Coiwm^ 
Nottingham  Execntlon,  8S5 

Bamburt,  Mr.  F.  G.,  Camhemmll,  Peeh- 
ham 

Bnildliig  Soofetto  BIU«  SR.,  1S49 

Ways  and  U eau  —  Ftnaneial  Statemmt, 
1187 


Bangor,  Bishop  of 
Sndowed  Bchoolt  Act,  1869,  and  Amending 
Act^and  Welsh  Intermediate  SdoeatloD 
Act,  1889  ^dwme  for  the  Coon^  of 
AngleHy),  Bes.,  698. 597 
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Babtlxt,  llr.;G.  c.  T.— 
lEstaUished  Church  (Wales)  Bill.  2S0 
Evening  School  Cocbs,  1288 
Finance  Bill,  1682 

Govemment  C!ontracts— Boaid  <tf  Trade  Pab> 

Ucatlons,  977 
Indian  Railway  Companies  BUI,  Moti<ai  for 

Leave,  1066 
Ireland— DiBtorbanees  In  the  Oweedore  Dis- 
trict, 19 
Ladies*  Oallery.  1449 
Liqaor  TraiBc  (Local  Veto)  Bill,  1225 
New  Admiralty  Buildings,  194 
Period  of  Qnalification  andiiElections  Bill, 
Bes.,  898 

Secondary  EdacatioD--Boyal  Commivion, 
200 

.  Ways  and  Ueani  —  Financial  Statement^ 
CDm.,  1164, 1158, 1188^  1198 


Barker  ^  Co*». 
Board  of) 


Fatlare  (tee  Trade, 


Bablow,  Mr.  J.  E.,  SomeneU  Frome 

BstabUshed  Charch  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
Lean,  1516 

Bamet  Local  Board  District 

Q.  Mr.  v.  Qlbtasi  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lafene 
Apra  S6, 1486 

Barraiekt  (juib  nnder  .^rmjr) 

Barrow,  Mr.  B.  V.,  Southwark,  Ber- 
mond$ey 

Franchise  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  Intro. 
426 

Barrt,  Mr.  A.  H.  Smith-,  Mtmit,  5. 
Irish  Land  Acts— Select  Committee,  Bes., 
897 

Und  Tmvn  (Ireland)  Bfll,  SB,  146, 147 

Barrt,  Mr.      Cork  Co^  S. 
Ireland 
C<ffk,  West,  Post  Office,  11 
Laboarera'  Act,  Expenses  under,  1662 
Labourers'  Cottages,  Clonakllty,  638 

Babtley,  Mr.  G.  C.  T.,  IslingUm, 
Army— PenslonerB,  Payment  of,  IS,  18 
Barker  k  Company's  Failure,  885 
Buckell,  Mr.  Robert,  190 
Budget  Proposals— Estate  Dd^,  166S 
Bnriness  ol  the  Rouse,  1884 
Oab  Stands  In  the  MetEopoUi,  1419 
Oondliatka  (Inde  Dtopntas)  BUI,  9IL,  tWl 


Barton,  Mr.-D.  P.,  Armaghy  Mid, 

Criminal  Iaw  and  Frooeduia  (Ireland)  Aot 
(1887)  Repeal  Bill,  2R,  766,  769,  760^  T88, 
764 

Gveedote  DlsMot  Blatnrfaanoea,  18 

Ways  and  Means— Financial  Btatement^  1189 


Batlet,  Mr.  E.  H.,  CambertDeH^  N. 
Metropolitan  Police  Uniforms,  187 

Batlet,  Mr.  T.,  Derbgtkire,  ChMtUr* 
field 

Mines  (Kight  Honrs)  Bill.  SB,  1848 
Training  Collc«e8, 1S88 

Beach,  Right  Hon.  Sir  M.  H.,  Bristol, 

Budget  Proposals— Estate  Duty,  857,  988 
Conciliation  (Trade  Disputes)  BUI,  8B.,  1884 
BstabliBhad  Chnrch  (Wales)  BUI— Motion  for 

Leave,  1484.  1489,  1491,  1496, 1694, 1780, 

1768,  1771,  1775 
MaiUng  of  Foreign  Meat,  96 
Parochial  Electors  (Registration  Acceleration) 

Bill,  aR.,  1779,  1780 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statonent,  Com., 

644,  646,  648.  668,  1118, 1117, 1118, 1188, 

1186,  1SS7,  1S68,  1871,  .1878,  1874,  1376, 

1816 

BeacoHifiekCsj  Lordj  Statw — AUeped 

DoeoratUmofb^  the  Board  of  fVorkt 

a  Mr.  Ctemer ;  A.  Mr.  H.  Gladstone  April  SO, 
980 

Behring  Sea  Award  Act 
Qs.  8ir6.  Badai-PoweU,Mr.O.  Bowles;  A» 
Sir  E.  Gi^  AfrU  S6, 144»^  . 
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BahringBMAwndBm 

Z.  Bend  1*  Apra  10, 8 
Bead2-^jiHI  13,  174 
Com. :  StandlDR  Com.  negatiTed  April  16, 
44S 

Amendtt.  reported;  Baid  8%  and  pawed 
AprU  17,  W7 
«.  L<a(dB  Amendts.  o(HL,  and  agreed  to  AfrU  17, 
741 

I.  Boyal  Aaeent  AprU  38, 1089 

BehrtHff  Sea  Award  Bill 

Canada,  Q.  Mr.  O.  Bowles  ;  A.  Mr.  B.  Buxton 
AprU  12,  212 ;  Qs.  Mr.  Hanbnry,  Mr.  Q. 
Bowles ;  As.  Mr.  S.  Boxton  April  12, 216  ; 
Q.  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell ;  A.  Mr.  8.  Buxton 
AprU  12,  219 ;  Qs.  Sir  O.  Baden-Powell, 
Mr.  Q.  Bowles;  As.  Mr.  S.  Boston 
AprU  16,  460 

BsNK,  Mr.  J.         Tower  ffamhts, 

St,  George's 
Gresham  University  Commission,  1575 
Labour  Commisaion,  Coat  of,  1B76 
Bailway  Fares,  651 

Woolwich  Anenal  Machinery  and  the 
Thames  Whitebait,  1408 

BiKTiMCK,  Mr.  W.  G.  C,  Penryn  and 
Falmouth 
Wairen  Haitiiigi    latand^Lose   of  the 
"  Blair  Athd^  853 

BsTHXLL,  Commander  G.   B.,  Yorkt 
EJi^  Holdemete 
Navy  Bitimatea 

Olbraltar  Docks,  802 
Shipbuilding,  Bepairs,  kc,  46,  69,  101 
Works,  Buildings,  and  Bepairs,  302 
Swine  Fever  Begnlatlons,  840 

Betterment —  Town  Improvemenit 
Motion  for  Select  Com.  (Sari  of  Horley) 

AprU  16,  446 
Com.  nominated  AprU  23,  1073 
Additions  to  Com.  AprU  24, 1312 ;  April  37, 

1675 

Biu,  Mr.  C,  Staffordtkirtf  Leek 
AUotnenta— Betums,  307 

BiBKXTaE,  Mr.  W.,  Ajfr, 
Anan  Fmahore— Fishermen  Hnts^  10 
Mossel  Bcalps  (Scotland)  Bfll,  Intnl.,  748 
Volunteer  Decoration,  10 

Birminghftm  Public  Records 
Copy  pres.  AprU  16, 59S 

BiBRELL,  Mr.  A.,  Fife,  W. 
Mines  (Eight  Hoon)  Bill,  3B.,  1858 
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33. 

Board  of  Agriculture  (see  Agriculture) 
Board  of  Trade  (see  Trade) 

Board  of  Works — Decoration  oj  Lord 
Beacotufields  Statue 
a  Mr.   Cnmet;  A.  Mr.  H.  Gladstone 
AprU  SO.  980 

Bodkin,  Mr.  M.  M.,  Roseommon^  N, 

Ireland 
DlKpensary  Committees,  186 
Dublin  Law  Courts— Frees  Acoommodation, 
459 

BTictions  oa.  Lord  DUhm's  Estate,  1088 
Billamey  Union,  Financial  Condition 

1092 

Knight  of  Kerry  and  the  Poor  Bate,  1438 
Lewis  Estate— Extra  Police  Charges,  1679 
Orange  Disturbances  in  County  Antrim,  651 
Btrokestown  and  Elphin  Foet»l  Arrange- 
ments, 1077 
Law  Ln»ary,  Four  Conrti  (Inland)  BUI* 
Com.,  667 

Bolton,  Mr.  T.  H.,  St.  Fancras, 
Warn  and  Means  —  Financial  Btatooen^ 
Com.,  1S98 

BoBCAWiN,  Mr.  A.  S.  T.  Griffith-, 
Kent,  Tunbridge 
EstaUisbed  Church  (Wales)  BUI— Motion  for 

Leave,  1624, 1627 
Newcastle .  Bmlyn  Connty   Gout  VeOiS, 
Assault  on,  1076 

BocLMOis,  Mr.  E.,  MarglebonCt  E, 
AdTertiaement  Begnlation  Bill,  Intro^  111 
Dockyavds,  Foreign  Offloen*  Tidta  to,  1450 
BoatliwarkandTaialianWBterBlU.SB.,118 

Bowles,  Captain  H.  F.,  Mtddlesatf. 
Enfield 

Enfield  and  Bparkbiook  Factories,  467,  ISlft^ 

BowxEB,  Mr.  T.  G.,  Ljfnn  Regis 

Army  (Annual)  BUI,  Com.,  656, 669,  666, 672,. 

676,  677,  578 
Behring  Sea  Award  Act,  1460 
BehrlDg  Sea  Award  BUI  and  Canada,  213,. 

218,  217,  460 
Civil  Service  Bick  Leave,  980 
Crimean  and  Indian  MatinyTeterana— Peter 

Corcoran,  214,  316 
Deed  Stamping,  1216 
House  of  Lords  Offictata,  13S3 
'*  Labour  Qasette,"  977 
Merchant  BhippinK  BUI,  SB.,  107 
Navy— Public  Pieas  Be«olatioaa,  213,  214 
Stationery  Office  Publications,  Betum,  666 
Ways  and  Means  —  Financial  Statement 

Com.,  684,  636,  ii%*fe,|*i^^g[e 


B<qr] 

Bosfeotting  (see  noder  tBU^in>) 
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Brazilian  Civil  War — Lost  of  Briti$h 

Officer 

Q.  Mr.  W.  WhiteUw;  A.  Ur.  E.  Bobertaon 

April  12,  221 


Brentwood — Hackney  Union  School 
Alleged  Cruelty  at,  Q.  Sir  C.  Cameron; 
Mr.  Shsw-Leferre  April  28, 1415 


British  Coldhbia 

Sealerg,  Q.  Bir  G.  Baden.Powell ;  A.  Mr.  8. 
Baxton  April  12,  219  ;  Qi.  Sir  Q.  Baden- 
Powell,  Mr.  a.  Bowlci ;  Afl.  Mr.  8.  Buxton 
AprU  16,  460 

British  East  Africa  Company  (see  under 
Araici.) 

Brituh  Museum 

Indian  Official  PtMieatiimg,  Q.  Mr.  H- 
Plnnkett ;  A.  Vr,  H.  H.  Fowler  AprU  10, 
15 

Bbodsick,  Hon.  W.  St.  John,  Surrey 

Guildford 
Axmj  (Annual)  Bill,  Com.,  560,  569,  688 
Barracks,  Bxpenditare  on,  1448 
findget  Proposals— Estate  Duty,  1451, 1462. 
Irish  Land  Acts— Select  Ccon.,  106, 110 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland)  Bill.  2B.,  138,  140. 

141,  142,  152,  164 
Ways  and  Means  —  Financial  Statemflnti 

Com.,  516,  1109,  1114 

BBYCE,  Bight  Hon.  J.  (Chan- 
cellor of  the  Dnchy  of  Lincaster), 
Aberdeen^  S, 

BsttibUahed  Chnrch  (Wales)  BiU,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1769.  1771, 1774, 177S 

BcGHANAN,  Mr.  T.  B.,  AberdeensMref  E. 

Crofters'  Aa  (1886),  Res.,  1647 

Fishery  Board  (Scotland)  Extension  of 
Powers  Bill,  Intro.,  811 

BocKNizx,  Mr.  T.  T.,  5t«r^,  Epsom 
BstabUshed  Church  (Wales)  Bill.  UoUon  for 
Leave,  1609,  1510,  1511 

Budffft  (see  nnder  Ways  and  JHecms) 
BoUding  Boeietiet  Bill 

e.  Bead  2*  April  26.  1649 

Building  Sooietiei  (Vo.  2)  Bill 

t.  Intro.,  Hr.  H.  Qladstone ;  Bead  l"  AprU  12, 
807 

Beads*  4^  24, 1325 


Burial  Boards 
Q.  Mr.  C.  Williams ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Leferie 

April  26, 1442 
Ipnoieh,  Qs.  Mr.  ETCrett,  Mr.  J.  E.  EUis  ;  As- 

Hr.  Asqnith  April  10, 14 

BuBNSf  Mr.  John,  BatiersM 
Army  Pensions,  VKjmeot  <^  18 
Horses,  Led,  625 

Ballway  Platelajers.  Aoddents  to,  629, 680 

BUBT,  Mr.  T.  (Secretary  to  the  Board 

of  Trade),  Morpeth 
"  Bannockbum  "—Alleged  Manslan^ter  of  a 

Seaman,  1425 
Condlfatlon  (Trade  Disputes)  Bill,  2B.,  1828 
"  Countess  of  Aberdeen,"  Loss  of  the,  1484 
Destruction  of  Wrecks,  1213 
Dock  Labourers,  Dnemployed,  1408 
Ireland— Drumsbanbo  Stationmaster,  1441 
Marine  Inquiries  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 

1416 

Patent  OfBce  Fee^  1427 

Railway  and  Canal  TrafBc  BUI,  2B.,  1208 

Railways 
Bettiifleld  Collision,  1443 
Platelayers,  Accidents  to.  1441 
Soldiers  on  Irish  Mall  Boats,  1436 

Butcher,  Mr.  J.  G.,  York 

Licence  Transfers  in  Ireland — Case  of  Mr. 

Deeoey,  1104 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  1S18 

BUXTON,  Ms.  K.  C.  (Under  Seor^ry 
of  State  for  the  Colonies)}  Tower 
HamletSy  Poplar 
Africa 

Bechnanaland  Disturbances,  1097^ 

Bechuanaland  Protectorate,  186 

Fort  Victoria  Inquiry,  625 

Matabele  War^Lobengtda's  Messengers 

622 

Matabeleland  Settlement,  626,  627 
Swaziland  Altaiis,  868. 1428 

Canada  and  the  Bdiring  S«a  Awazd  Bill,  81S> 

217,  219.  460 
Canadian  Tea  Daties,  184,  455. 837, 1094 
Ceylon— O^nm  Qnerthm,  1880 
KalteM  Marriage  Laws,  U86 
KewfOnadland— Uinteterlal  Crisis.  468,  llOB 
St  Lnote  and  the  HeKinley  Tari^  1400 
Samoan  Islands,  14S4 
Tobago  Island  and  IMnidad,  1409 

Btle8,  Mr.  W.  P.,  York,  WM.,  Shipley 
Building  Societies  Bill,  2R.,  1649 
Disarmament  FoUoy,  980 
Standing  Committee  (Sootlud).  Beflbi389 
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Btbhs,  Hr.  E.  W.,  Ettex,  fFaltham- 
stow 

Ways  and  Means— Finanoial  Statement, 
Com^  613 

Cab  Drivers,  Prosecutions  against 
Qb.  Hr.  Lough,  Mr.  Bartley ;  As.  Mr.  Q. 
Rnssell  A^a  36, 1419 

Cains,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Bradford,  E. 
India 

Fnlta  Shooting  Case,  305 
Newsp^m  Foetage.  304,  305 
Police  Force — Assistant  Saperlntendents, 
20S 

Beesiona  Judges,  Sentoices  of,  308 
UaiTiage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister,  840 

Caldwkll,  Mr.  3 .^^  Lanark,  IiRd 
Naral  Contracts— Trade  Union  Wages,  616 
Scotland— Employers'  Liability,  864 

Cameron,  Sir  C,  Glasgow,  College 
Chwch  of  Scotlaod  Bill,  Intro.,  1327 
•"Costa  Rica  Packet,"  188, 199 
Marine  Inqnlries  hj  the  Board  of  Trade, 
1416 

SootUid-School  Books,  1081 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Re*^  1028, 
1697 

Campbell,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Glasgow  and 

Aberdeen  UmversiHes 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Bes.,  699, 
.  1599 

CAMFBELL-BANNERMAN,  Bioht 

Hon.  H.  (Secretary  of  State  for 

War),  Stirling,  ^c. 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Com.,  655,  65S,  659,662, 
564,  565,  666,  567,  fi68,  671,  572,  674,  677, 
578,  680,  581,  583 

Barracks 

Ezpenditnre,  1448 

Baglan— Sewage  OutCall,  191 
Bosiness  of  the  Honse,  393 
Contagions    Diseases  among   the  Troope, 

984 

Contracts  and  Trade  Union  W^es— Messrs. 

Berry  and  Sons,  9 
Discharged  and  Reserve  Soldiers,  Employ- 

nkent  for,  1098 
Enfield  Factory— Workmen's  Meeting  to  Dis- 

coss  Factory  Affairs,  1444 
ExamlnattoD^  1686 

Foreign  Qoremments,  Presents  to — Spedmena 
of  Lee<Metford  Rifles  and  Cordite  Anuna- 

nition.  141S 
tnnitoa,  Ptepaiations  against,  463,  464 

leoiU. 


CAMPBELIrBAnTEBHAV,  Bight  Hon.  Ki—eo^- 
Ireland 

Antiim  Castle  Dew  Park— Camp  of  Bxer- 

cioe,  846 

Belfast  Disturbances— 2nd  Battalion  Dorset 

Regiment,  216,  217,  I5S7 
Carnacassa,  Monaghan  Militia  Camp  »t, 

1410 

Corcoran,  Peter,  Case  of,  216 
Corragh  Camp  and  Eillaloe  Slat«s,  1436 
Inniskilling    Fosillers  —  Qnartermaater, 
1420 

Londonderry  Barracks,  184 

Officers  at  Race  Meetlng^  978 
Local  GoTemment  (Scotland)  Bill,  Motion 

for  Leave,  1634,  1633 
Maplin  Sands,  Qua  Practice  Over,  8S6 
Mobilisation  of  Equipment  and  Store  Dep&ts, 

1084 

Pensioners,  Payment  of,  12, 13 
Bations— Flour — Home  Produce,  211 
Scotland  —  Caithness   Volunteer  Artillery 

Corps,  1684 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  673, 

674,  678,  98S,  719,  720^  1032, 1603,  1608. 

1613 

Volonteer  Deoumdon.  10, 188, 216, 1673 
Woolwloh  Arsenal  Machinery  and  the  Thames 
Whitebait,  1409 

Canada 

Behnnff  Sea  Arhttration  BUI,  Qb.  Mr. 
Bowles ;  As.  Mr.  8.  Buxton  April  12,  212; 
Qs.  Mr.  Hanbury,  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  As.  Mr.  S. 
Buxton  AprU  12,  216 ;  Q.  Sir  0.  Baden- 
Powell  ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  AprU  12,  219  ; 
Qb.  Sir  G.  Ba.ien-Powell,  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ; 
As..  Mr.  S.  Buxton  AprU  16,  460 

Briiuh  Tariff  —  Prison-Made  Good*,  Q. 
Colonel  H.  Vincent;  A.  Mr.  Mnndelhi 
AprU  20,  875 

(^e,  ImportatUm  of,  Qs.  Dr.  Farqaharson, 
Mr.  Crombie,  Mr.  Arch,  Mr.  Maguire, 
Colonel  Waring,  Mr.  8.  Hill,  Mr.  Chaplin, 
Mr.  Jeffire^,  Mr.  W.  Whitelaw ;  As.  Mr. 
H.  Gardner  AprU  23,  1084 

Copyright  Wm-kii,  Britith—Jtogaltiet  iMt,  Q. 
Mr.  Stuart- Wortley;  A.  Mr.  Mundella 
AprU  19,  839 

Tea  JhUiet,  Q.  Mr.  Howard  ;  A.  Mr.  S. 
Buxton  AprU  12,  183 ;  Qs.  Mr.  Howard, 
Sir  R.  Hanson  ;  As.  Mr.  8.  Bnzton  ^trU  16, 
466  ;  Q.  Mr.  Howanl ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Buxton 
AprU  19,  886 ;  Qs.  Mr.  Howard,  Sir  R. 
Hanson  ;  As.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  AprU  23, 1094 

Canal  Bates  and  Tolls 
Q.  Mr.  Wilson-Todd;   A.    Mr.  Handella 
AprU  10,  18 ;  Q.  Mr.  Wright«in ;  A.  Mr. 
Mundella  AprU  10,  20 ;  Qs.  Sir.  J.  White- 
head ;  As.  Mr.  MnndeUa  AprU  17, 633 

Canal  Batai,  Tolla,  and  Chargei  Fro- 
viaional  Ordw  (Vo.  2)  CBridgewator, 
&0h  Canals)  BUI 

e.  Intro.,  Mr.  But ;  Bead  1*  J^^K^l. 
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Ganal  ToUi  and  Oharget  Trorinonal 
Ordtr  dfo.  1}  (Cauls  of  Otoat 
HorOwm  and  oQur  BaUway  Com- 
paiMBUl 

0.  Intro.,  Mr.  Bnrt ;  ReaA  1**  .4pHl  SO,  10S7 

Gaktebbubt,  Archbishop  of 

Endowed  Bohools  Act,  1869,  and  Amending 
Aete  and  Weldi  Intermediate  Sdncatioa 
Act,  188ft  (Scheme  for  the  Coonty  of  Flint), 
Bai.,60S 

Carbolic  Add,  Deatka  from 

a Hr.  lEaedona;  A.  Mr.  Aeluid  Avr^  SO, 
968 

Cabuslp,  Earl  of 
Anti^  Owti  at  Bonth  Kensington  Hueamt 

Gabhabtheh,  Marquess  of,  Lt^etk, 
Brixton 

Conelliation  (Trade  Disptrtea)  Bill,  SR.,  944 
Honse  of  Commons  Aoonnnudatkm,  Select 

Gom^l067 
Flaosi  of  WoTdilp  (Sites)  BiU,  3B.,  Ill 

Cab80K»  Mr.      Dublin  Univerti^ 
Budget  Proposals— Estate  Duty,  1680 
Criminal  Law  and  Prooedon  (Ireland)  Act 

(1887)  Bqwal  BUI,  SR.,  788,  793.  794 
Evlctad  Tenants  (Irehnd)  BiU,  Bes^  9S0,9S3 

Ireland 

Cork— Outdoor  Preaching  DistnrbaneeSt  628 
FlBherfes,  South  Coast,  61fi 
Licensing  QaestaouB  and  Magistrates,  llOB 
Small  Holdings,  Bea.,  404,  409, 411;  418 
Solicitors  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.,  426 

Caktill,  Mr.  F.  Q,  H.,  Newrjf 
Hamaenmith,  Board  SiAool  tat,  141B 

QmU  (see  nnder  AffrietUture,  Board 

CXTLON 

Opium  guettton,  Q.  Mr.  S.  Smith ;  A.  Mr. 
S.  Boston  JLfira  34, 1819 

Cbahbsblain,  Bight  Hoo.  J.,  Birtmng- 
ham,  W, 
Oennaa  Prism-Made  Oood%  1079 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Bea.  7Sl, 
999,  1008, 1009, 1010^  101 1, 1013;  1088, 160S 
^Sa?l09B^  O.  Portalt  Beport,  fta,  3S3, 

CHAmriNG,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Northampton,  E. 
Arran  Ishuidi,  Destitatfon  in,  884,  1440 
BaUwaTB— Platelayers,  Accidents  to,  1441 


Chapuk,  Bight  Hon.  H.,  £ifieoliuMf«, 
SUaford 

Agricoltoral  Depression,  Bes.,  859;  S6S,  868 
Bi^rt  Proposals  and  Agrienltnral  Land, 

Canadian  Cattle  Importation,  1087 
W»s  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Ctmu, 
1383. 1379 

Charing  Ciross,  Enstoa,  and  Han^itaad 
BailwarBiU 

0.  Bead  3*  AprH  II,  118 

Ohaiitable  Trosts  Aets  Amendawnt  BUI 

1.  Bead  2*  AprU  26,  1408 

Com. ;  Reported ;  Be<ocm.  to  Standing  Gun. 
April  80, 16S8 

Charity  Commissioners 

Binder  Charity  XaiKl«,Q.  Mr.  C.  HohhooSBS 

A.  Hr.  Acland  Apnl  IS,  186 
Seleot  Com.  nominated  AprU  10, 113 

Chesterfield,  Earl  of 
PistoU  BiU,  2R.,  960 

Children,  Imprttonment  of  (see  under 
title  £ai0,4«.) 

Chubchill,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  B.,  Pad' 
dington,  8* 
ETioted  Tenants  (Inland)  BUI,  Intro..  869 
Irish  Chorch  Snrplos  Funds,  Be  turn,  1094 
Ladles'  Gallery,  1448 

Mines  (Eigltt  Hous)  Bill,  SB.,  1S81,  1864, 
1866,  1869 

Pariod  of  Qualification  and  Blectkms  BUI, 

Intra,  878,  874 
Baze^borg,  Doha  U  (AnnolM,  Bei.,  1046, 

1049, 1050,  lOBl.lOia 
Wa^aad  Means— Financial  Statement,  Onos,, 

OhuAoflooaaiidBUl 

0.  ^      Camexon;  Bead  1*  Apra  24, 

Civil  Service 
Colonial  and  Indian    Ojgtees  —  Atittant 

Clerks,  Q.  Mr.  Maodooald ;  A  Sir  J.  T. 

Hibbert  AprU  IS,  198 
Colonial  Office  Cepyitf,  Q.  Mr.  Maodonald  ; 

A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  34, 1325 
Science  and  Art  Department  Writers,  Q.  Mr. 

Saunders  ;  A  Mr.  Acland  AprU  80, 1680 
Second  Division  ClerJts,  Qs.  Mr.  Maodonald ; 

As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Ami  13,  193 : 

April  18,  847 

SichLeaw^Q.  Mr.  Maodooald ;  A  Sir  J.  T. 
HibbeH  jtjwtl  IS,  193;  Mr.  J.  Bow^ 
lands,  Mr.  O.  Bowles ;  As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hib- 
bert April  20,  979 
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CMl  iS>r«*M— cont, 

Super»iunuUio»  Act,  1884  QSu^Pottmatter 
Little  Sutton  Chettar),  CapjipttM.  AprU  I8, 
811 

Tretuury,  Surmden  to,  Q.  Ur.  Forwood ; 

A.  Sir  W.  Haicomt  AjtrU  17,  684 
Working  Ho%r$  in  PnHie  Office*,  Q.  Mr. 

W.  Field;  A.  Sir  J.  X.  Hibbert  AprU  16, 

«M 

Writert  and  Ahttractort,  Q.  Mr.  Fisher;  A. 
8ii  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  18,  SIS;  Q.  Mr. 
A.  Gibbi;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  itora  26, 
1428 

ClAXCT,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dublin  Co^  N, 
Ireland 

Board  cX.  Irish  Lights  and  the  Biiggs  Beef 

Buoy.  SS4.  836 
Financial  Bdations  and  the  New  Spirit 

Datj,  687,  987 
Inland  Beva&ne  Bzamlnatioi,  486 
Lahooien'  Cottages,  Celbridge,  827 
London  and  Dublin  Mail  Service,  206, 206 
Xized  Trains  between  Dnblin  and  Dro> 

^Mda,  SM 
Beglstqr  of  Deed*  Offio^  165 
Warn  and  Heftns  —  Fiaaneial  Statement, 
Odm.,  631 

Clask,  Dr.  O.  B.,  CaUknen 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Bea,  1024 

Clabke,  Sir  Plymouth 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Bes.,  1696 

Cobb,  Mr.  H.    P.,  Warwick, 
Rugby 
ScSiool  Attendance  Prlaes,  846 


CoCHBAXB,  Hod.,  T.  H. 
Financial  Belations,  1688 


CoBaH,  Mr.  B.  L.,  AltnyUm,  E, 

Kavy  Estimates  —  Bhipbnilding,  Bepairs, 
Maintenance,  arc.— Personnel,  288,  389 

Ways  and  Means  —  Financial  Statement, 
Oim,  616,  1168,  1197  . 

ColoBiftl  OflLoen  deave  of  AbMooe)  Bill 

I.  Pres.,  Uarqoess  of  Bipon ;  Bead  !■  AprU  17, 
«08 

Bead  2*  AprU  30,  9«S  , 
Com. ;  Beported ;  B»4wiJ.  toStudlngCom. 
April  24. 1213 

Colonial  Beporis  (/i^tnual)  {Vietoria) 
Copjpnt.  April  10,  j^i 

Secretary  of  Staty-Marqness  of  Bipoh 
Dnder  Secretary/ ]f  State— Mr.  S.  BUZTOX 

Colonial  Office  (^rke,  Qs^  Mr.  Macdonald ; 
Aa.  Sir  J.  Ti  Hibbert  April  IS,  198; 
AprU  24,  1326i 


COLONIES— (xmt, 

J)eath  Butiet,  Q.  SirO.  Baden-PoweU  ;  A.  Sir 

W.  Harcoort  AprU  80,  1687 
(iSSer  also  under  names  of  Colonies) 

CoLBTON,  Mr.  C.  £.  H.  A.,  Gloueesterf 
Thornbury 
Budget  Proposals,  1461 

CoMHnts,  Br.  A.,  CorA,  S,E. 
IreUnd— Small  Holdings,  Bes.,  480 

ComniiiioBen  of  Woriu  BUI 

0.  Intio,,  Hr.  H.  Gladatona ;  Bead  1*  April  36, 
1661 

COHMITTEB  OF  OOBVOIL  OV  BDV- 
CATIOV 

htoA.  President— Earl  U  KUBBBLn 

Vice  President— Mr.  A.  H.  D.  AcLAXD 
(See  nnder  title  EdMoation'i 


Common$  —  Select 
April  17,  746 


Com.  Appointed 


Commons  Act  (1876)  {Luton  Common*) 
Paper  pres. ;  to  be  {tinted  April  16, 691 

ConuDonB  ^iii 

0.  Witihdiawn  April  S6, 1884 

Ooneiliatioxi  (Tnde  Diipatoi)  Bill 

0.  Order  for  2B. ;  Debate  adjooined  AprU  19, 

941 ;  April  S8,  ISOl ;  April  24, 1«B 

Contagious  Dieeate  among  the  Troops 
(See  under  titles  Asxt  and  Ikma) 

Contagious   Diseases  (Animals)  (see 
nnder  Agrieulturef  Board  of) 

Contracts 
Armf  and  Xdvj/  (see  nnder  those  titles) 
Oovemment  Contraets  (see  tiiat  title) 

CoNTBKAKE,  Mr.  C.  A.  V.,  Comwalif 
Can^ome 
BoUdlng  SodetleB  (No.  2)  Bill,  SB.,  1838 
Honse  of  Comraont  Aoomumodation— Select 

Com.,  1066 
Indian  Hinti^  (3oaing,  1675 
Qnarter  Sessions  Bill,  Com.,  1781 

Copyhold  (GomoUdation)  Bill 

1.  Befernd  to  Jcint  Com.  on  Statute  Law 

Berision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Billi 
AprU  17,  606 

Copyright  Works— Canadian  BayalUM 
a  Mr.  StoartpWoiiley ;  A.  Mr.  Mandella 
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Cork,  Earl  of 
Ireland— Matder  ofif  Caretaker,  1070, 166S 

CoRstWAUM,  Mr.  F,  S.  W.,  Maid- 
9tone 

Array  (Annnal)  BUI,  Com.,  671 

«  Costa  Rica  Packet** 

Qs.  Sir  C.  Cameron  ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey  12, 
198;  Q.  Mr.  Hogan;  A.  Sir  B.  Grey 
AprH  SO,  971 

Petition  pres.,  Obo.  The  Barl  of  Jersey,  The 
Earl  of  Kimberley  Ap^  19,  81S 

COTTON-JODREXX,    ColoDel   E.  T.  D., 
Cheshire,  Wirral 
Hoylake,  CaBualties  to  Vessels  at,  1664 

Gonn^  Con&oillors  (ftnalifioation  of 
WomeiO  Bill 

0.  Intro.,  Mr.  Spicer ;  Bead  1°  April  17,  747 

County  Councils 

London  Dittrict  Svrveyor:  Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A. 

Mr.  Asqnith  AprU  30,  1673 
Vehieular  Lighting  Regulatioat,  Q.  Mr. 

Mount ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Leferre  April  23, 

1100 

Oovuty  Counoila  Aaiodation  (Sootland) 
ExpeiiMi  Bill 

e.  Com. ;  B.P.  AprU  11, 170 
Com.,  and  reported  April  17,  746 
Afl  amended,  Cod.;  Bead  3*,  and  pused 
AprUl^  811 

1.  Bead  I-  April  19,  822 

Read  2*  April  23,  1069 

Com. ;  Standing  Com.  Dantired  April  27. 
1674  o  r 

Bead     and  paaeed  AprU  30,  16SS 

Courtney,  Right  Hon.  L.  H.,  ComwaUf 
Bodmin 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  Intra.,  906 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Bes.,  991, 

997,  999,  lOSl,  1032 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  8tat«ment,C(Hn., 

613.514,  UI4.  1121.1182 

CowpER,  £arl 

Antique  Outs  at  Sontii  Kenalmrton  Momiuu. 

1569 

Cranborne,  Viscount,  Rochester 
Education  Code  0^94),  Bes.,  947,  963 
Wild  Binla  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amendment 
Bill.  Com.,  1647.  1648 

Cranbrook,  Earl 

Antlqne  Casts  at  Booth  Kensington  Masenm, 
1678 


Sdncation  Code  (1894)»  Bee.,  831 


Cbahbbook,  "Etal—oont. 

Endowed  Schools  Act,  18S9,  ix.  (Scheme  for 
the  County  of  Anglesey),  Bes.,  697 

Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  Ac.  (Scheme  for 
the  County  of  Flint),  Bes.,  604 

Lacc(Hnbe  and  Stoke- Pero,  School  Accommo- 
dation at,  441 

Crawford,  Mr.  D.,  Lanark^  N,E. 
Local  Goremment  (Scotland)  Bill — Motion 

for  Leave,  1636 
Scotch  Sdiool  Books,  1081 
Standing  Ccunmittee  (Scotland),  Bes.,  1604 

Crean,  Mr.  E.,  Queen'f  Co.,  Ostorjf 
Laboarers'  Cottaf^  Boscrea,  1577 

Cremee,  Mr.  W.  R.,  Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston 

Beaconsfield's,  Lord,  Statae,  Decoration  of, 
980 

Bailding  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  2B.,  1326 
Mines  (Bight  Hoara)  Bill,  2B.,  1835 
Period  of  Qoaliflcation  and  Elections  Bill, 
896 

Criminal  Law  and  Frooedvie  dreland) 

Aet  0887)  B^pMl  Bill 
0.  Bead  3*  AprU  18, 749 
Com.;  ILP.4priJ90^1067 

Criminal  Law  a  nd    Procedure   ( IrC' 
land)  Act  (1887)  Repeal  BUI 

Q.  Mr.  J.  Bedmood ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Iforl^ 

AprU  19,  859 

Croften    Holdinga   (BeotUad)  Aott 
Amendment  (Conntj  of  Bnte)  Bill 

0.8B.;  Dehate  adjonmed  .iljfKI  27,  IflSe 

Crofters  (see  under  Scotland) 

Crohbie,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Kincardineshire 
Canadian  Cattle  Importation,  1081 
Marking  of  Foreign  Meat,  26 
Steam   Iiawlidv   (Scotland)   Bill,  Intro., 
16S8  I 

Crosfield,  Ml  .  W.,  Lincoln 
British  Sonth  AMca  ConpanT  in  llarotai> 
land«]66t  i 

Cross,  ViaconDt 
Army  (Annnal)  BiU,  817 
India 

LwiilatiTe  Ooandlt,  Addnti  lor  Baton, 

1686 
Salt  Laws,  819 
Limitation  of  Actions  I^ill,  446 
Qnarter  Se«loiia  Cmdnuuner)  VUl,  Com, 

^^"^  Digitized  by  Google 
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Crown  Landi  Bill 

e.  Bettd  2*.  and  com.  to  Sdect  Com.  April  10, 
111 

Currtnct/ 

Gold  ami  SUver  Chmmitnon  Report.  Q.  Sir 
W.  HoaUswDrth;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 
AprU  S8, 1089 

Indian  Mutt  (we  under  title  Imu.) 

Cuiloms  and  Inland  Retfenue  Bill  (see 
title  Finance  Bill) 


CustomSf  Excite,  and  Inland  Bevenue 

Budget  PropomU$  (ace  nnder  title  Wag*  amd 
Meang) 

Canadian   Tea    Jhttidi   (sea    nnder  title 
Gas  ADA) 

Beedt,  Stamping,  Q.  Ur.  U'Cart&D ;  A.  Sir 
J.  T.  Hibbert  April  23,  1091 

Irith  Qnettiona  (see  ander  title  Ibbland) 
Eitate  Duty,  Copy  ordered  April  16,  812 
Finawiai  Statemgnt  (aee  under  title  Way 

and  Meant) 
German  Priton^Made  Goods  (see  that  title) 
Gun  lAoeneet   and    Volunteer*,  Q.  Ur. 

Wingfield-INgbT ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 

Apt^  27, 1687 
Xneome  TasB—Mvtort,  Q.  Mr.  B.  Hoate ;  A. 

Sir  W.  Huonrt  AprU  12,  319 
lAeeneeet  Oeeaiiomaly  Q.  Sir  W.  lAwaon; 

A.  Sir  W.  Huoonrt  AprH  19,  856 


Dalziel,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Kirkcaldy^  3fC, 
Land  Values,  Taxe«  on,  1103 
Public  Libraries  (Scotland)  Bill,  Intro.,  748 ; 
2R..  1383 

Saxe-Coborg,  Coke  of  (Annoitj),  Bee.,  1083 
Scotch  FoUce,  Coat  of,  978 

Dane,  Mr.  B.  M.«  Fermanagh,  JV. 
American  Mail  Boatei^  845 
Bvicted  Tenanta  (Ireland)  BOl,  911,  914, 

91S.  916 
HalQienny  Fcati^  Bate,  847 

Ireland 

Annaly  Eviction  Diapntes,  1226, 1682 
Belfast— Stamping  of  Deeds,  831 
Boycotting,  Incitement  to,  at  Peake,  County 

Oo^lSSl 
Cork  Mnider,  1447 

Dublin  Lair  Coorta— Fxeaa  Aooomnx>dation» 
4B9 

Bnniakillen  Pott  Office,  969 
Flaheriea,  Soatii  Uoaat,  616 
InnlakiUing    Fnailien  —  Quartermaster 
1420 

KiUybegaPIer,6U 

Law  Report*  and  the  Honae  <A  Lords 

library,  1436 
Level  Croeainga,  969 

Local  Registration  of  Title  Act— ^Tariih 
»,  On;n666 


Dans,  Mr.  U.  M.^-mmC. 

Madden  Estate— Notice  of  Bvictiona,  1680 
Marketa  and  Faira  (Welgbing  of  Cattle) 

Acta,  1420 
Moonlighting  Outrages,  1444 
O'Connor,  Mr.  M.  W.,  848 
Orange  Disturbancea  in  County  Antrim,  860 
Perjury  in  Eviction  Proceedings,  968 
Police,  Strength  of,  1444 
Bathcline,  County  Longford,  Evictions,  829 
SUgo,  Leitrim,  and  Northern  Coantiea 

Bailway,  1430 
Small  Holdings,  Bea..  406 

Law  Library,  Four  Conrto  (Iiehuid)  Bill, 
Oonk,  688 

Dablinq,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Deptford 
Cork  County— Murder  of  a  Caretaker,  1106 
Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  224 
Government  Contracts— Pencils,  976 
Limerick— Emergency  Man,  AU^^  Shoot 

ing  by.  330 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister,  840 
Naval  Pensions— Case  of  Saxon,  1074 
Sale  of  Goods  Act  (1893),  983 
Seamen,  Cruelty  to,  on  the  "  Balkannah,"  22 

Davenport,    Mr.    W.  B.,  CHeehire, 
Macclesfield 
Bntiness  of  the  Honae,  428 
Silk  Trade,  Bea.,  425, 438 

Daties,  Mr.  W.  Bees,  T^mhrf^tHre 

Bstabliahed  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 

Leave,  1718 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Slater  Bill 

Intso.,  1637 

Death  Dutiet — Budget  Propotalt  (see 
under  Ways  and  Means— Estate 
Duty) 

Death  Duties — Foreign  Counties 

Qa.  Mr.  Goaehen.  Sir  G.  Badoi-Powell ;  Aa. 
Sir  W.  Harcourt  April  30,  1687 

DeedSy  Stamping  (aee  noder  titles 
Customs,  Excise,  and  Inland  Be- 
venue  and  under  Ireland) 

Deraliot  Teueli  (Beporti)  Bill 
0.  Bead  2*  AprU  80, 1784 

De  Worms,  Bight  Hon.  Baron  H., 
Liverpool,  East  Toaeteth 
BwaaUand  AffalEa,  668, 1438 

Diamond,  Mr.  C,  Monaghan,  N. 
Gla^ow  —  **  Bacaped   Xon  "  Froaecntlon, 

Ireland — Barony  Constables  in  Monaghan 
Ooon^,  1678  ^  i 

Digitized  by  VjOOQLC 


Biff] 


{INDEX} 


DiOBT,  Mr.  J.  E.  WnroriBLD-,  Dorset, 

BmliwM  of  the  HouM^  4n 
Snd  BatteUon  Donet  Regiment,  1887 
Silk  Trade,  Bm^  438 
Volnoteen  end  Onn  Uoenoee,  1587 
Wi^sndMeeiii— Flnuiclal  Stetement,  Com., 
1S»8,1S0» 

DiLKE,  Right  Hon.  Sir  C.  W.,  Gloneetter, 

Forest  of  Dean 
Hlnei  (Eight  Honn)  BiU,  2B.,  1876 
Period  of  Qualification  and  Electi<Hia  Bill, 

Bm.,  378,  888 
Serrioe  Fnschise,  843 
Uganda,  866,982 

Wmi  and  Means  —  Financial  Statonwnt, 
Onn.,  1S43,  1249 

Billon^  Mr,  J.,  Mayo,  E. 

BTlcted  Tenauta  (Inland)  BUI,  Intro-  888, 
899,  908, 918,  926, 927,  988 

JHtarmament  Policy 

Q.  Mr.  BylflB ;  A.  Sir  K.  Grey  AprU  20,  980 

Diipentaiy  CommittaM  dreUni)  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  P.  A.  M'Hnrii ;  Read  1"  AprU  17, 
748 

JHitrict  Couneih 

Q.  Mr.  JefboTs ;  A.  Mr.  ai»w>Lafevn  April  24, 

1223 

District  Surveyor* 
Q.  Mr.  Wdr  i  A.  Mr.  Asqnith  AfHl  80,  1678 

IHooree  and  Matrbuutial  Catuet 
Retum^ivi.  Afrit  16, 692 

Dixon-Hartlavd,  Sir  F.D.,  Jfirfrffewv, 
Uxbridge 

Sontliwark  and  VauhaU  Water  BilL  SR., 

US,  114 

DopD,  Hr.  C,  £$wex,  Maldon 
Amr  CAnmial)  Bill,  Cool,  667, 872 

MagMfataa 

AppdntBenti,  1666 

Hotfordahf  re  CJerlu  of  the  Peace,  836 

RaUwrn—Carrian'  ActVContractiog  Oat  of 
LlaWlf^,  889  ^[ 

Dog  Muzzling  Xegulatum^n  Iretand 
(see  under  Iulavd) 


Bogi'Bffl 

.  Intra,  Mr. 
956 

SR..deferreJ  Afrit  30^  1780 


Intra,  Mr.  H.  Oaidner ;  Bead  l"  aSHH  19i 
956 


DoKXLAM,  Captain  A.  J.      Cork,  E, 
Amerioan  Man  Rontei,  844 
Nary  Matimatea  Hhlpbnlldlng,  Maintenaww, 
ftc.— PerMmnel,  867 

DoBiNGTOX,   Sir  J.  Gloucester, 
Tewkesbury 
Btfoud  Bcbool  Board,  1822 

Dtks,  Bight  Hon.  Sfa-  W.  H.,  Kent, 
Dartford 
Fruit  Identlfioation  BIU,  SB.,  167 
SeoMidaiy  Kdncatlon  Oommiarion,  199 

East  India  {see  India) 

Eut  London  Water  Bill 

Eridenoe    ot    Com.  ordered   April  19, 
966 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
FintJntry  Ettate,  Q.  Mr.  J.  Bowlanda;  A.  Mr. 
LeTewn<Oower  AfrU  17, 627 

Edinburgh^  Duke  o/(8ee  Saxe-Cohurg) 


VDVCATtOlS  SEPABTXEKT  (SVO- 
LAVB  ft  WAXES) 

Lord  President— Lord  RosBUBr 
Viae  FniideDt— Mr.  A.  H.  D.  Aoland 

AmHUnee  Initnictum,  Q.  Sir  J,  Leog ;  A. 

Mr.  a.  BoBMn  April  19, 824 
AtJterslm-'Free  ^Uka^Im,  Q.  Mr.  Leea 

Enowles;  A.  Mr.  Aelaiid  w4pHI 28, 1090 
Attsndanot  Prises,  Q.  Mr.  Cobb;  A.  Mr. 

Aeland  A^rU19,848 
Ckeadle  ScheoU,  Qi.  Mr.  M*Lann ;  As.  Mr. 

Acland  Afril  17, 618 ;  April  20^972 
Coi^  pres.  AfrU  19, 692 

.HiaMHrn  Cede,  Qs.  Mr.  TUbot ;  As.  Mr. 

Acland  April  12,  217  ;  Qi.  Mr.  6.  Lalgh- 

ton,  Mr.  Tomllnson;  As.  Mr.  Acland 

April  IS,  387  ;  Q.  Sir  B.  Paget ;  A.  Mr. 

Acland  19,  887 

Motion  for  an  Addrces  (Sir  B.  Temple) 

April  17,  741 
Motion  for  an  Addieas^ViKoant  Cranbome) 

April  19,  947 
Bes.  (Lord  Stanley  of  Alderlpy)  April  18, 

818 

Evmvima  SeKaol  Code,  Q.  Sir  F.  S.  Powell ;  A. 

Mr.  Acland  April  S8, 1101 ;  Obs.  Sir  B. 

Temple,  Mr.  Adand  AprU  28. 1204 ;  Q.  Mr. 

Bartley ;  A.  Mr.  Aeland  April  24,  1388 
Gretham    Unirertity  Committim,  Q.  Mr. 

Benn;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hlbbert  April  87, 

1576 

^ammgrtmith,  Board  School  /or,  Q.  Mr- 
Carrell ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  April  36, 1416 

Seniford-~at.  Jamtfs  Xa^snal  Sekool,  Q. 
Sir  B.  Temple;  A.  Mr.  Atfaad  AwrU  n, 

«81  Digitized  by  COOgle 
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MDUCATJON    SEPARTMBST  {,E2fB- 
LAND  <(■  WALSSy-QovA. 

Bundet—St.  SOat'  Sekeolt,  Q.  Mi.  Jackaon  ; 

A.  Hr.Acluid  April  27,  1579 
Immwnie  and  8toke-Pero  School,  Aeeommo- 

dation   aty    Motion    for  Betum  (Lord 

Stanley  of  Aldeiley)  April  16,  4S1 
Matloek,  Sehool  Foot  at,  Q.  Mr.  PlctoQ  ;  A. 

Mr.  AtdMid  April  SO,  1676 
8t*  Amormt^FfM  Sitieatto»t  Q>  Mr.  J. 

Bowlinds;  A.  Mr.  Aelud   April  26, 

1481 

Soienee  aitd  Art  IkvmrtauiU  WriUn^  Q.  Mr. 
Saanden;  A.  Mr.  AcUnd  Api^  80, 
1680 

SeooAtlary  Sducatien — Roval  Commitsicn, 

Ql  Mr.  J.  Lowther.  Sir  W,  Hut  Djke,  Mr. 

Bartiey,    Mr.   Wdr;  Ai.  Mr.  Acland 

April  12,  199 
Sopley  Britith    Sehod,    Q.    Mr.  Sootlw 

Montagu  ;  A.  Mr.  Adaod  April  12,  201 
atroMd  AAmI  Board,      Sir  J.  Dorington. 

Mr.  B.  Joim;  As.  Mr.  Aeland  AprU  24. 

1322 

AwAmV  awenmamationt  Q.  Sir  R.  Tttaide ; 

A.  Mr.  Aj:£md  Apra  36, 1447 
ThwAtfM  Staffs  in   Slementarjf  Sehoolt^ 

ArtifU  73  of  the  Amo  Code,  Q.  Sir  B. 

Paget ;  A.  Hr.  Aoland  April  19,  837 
neknieal  JEUiuutiM—Uotion  for  Betnm 

(Lord  Norton)  April  30, 1658 
Thrift  among  School  CkUdron,  Q.  Ur.  Boaa- 

deU  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  April  18,  854 
^FVoMuw  Ceiioaett  Q.  Mr.  T.  Bajlnr ;  A.  Mr. 

Adand  AprU  S7. 1A88 

Waleo 

Endowed  Sehoolt  Aet,t8eS,andAMondinf 
AeU,  and  WOeh  Iniermediate  Educa- 
tion Act,  1889  (Scheme  /or  the  County 
of  Anglemv),  Motion  for  an  Addrew 
(Biahop  of  Bangor)  April  17,  693 

Endowed  ScheoU  Act,  1889,and Amending 
AetOy  and  WOeh  Jntermediate  Edmea- 
tim  Aet,  1889  (Scheme  for  the  Chwtty 
nf  Flint"),  Motion  for  an  AddrcM 
(Biahop  of  St.  Asaph)  AprU  17.  698 

Intermediate  Eimoatien,  Q.  Mr.  Knatch- 
boU-Hngawn ;  A  Mr.  Adand  AprU  11, 
680 


lUetrie  UglitiBf  7nviii«Bal  (Mar 

UlU 

<Xo.  I) 

0.  Intra.,  Mr.  Burt ;  Bead  1»  April  17,  747 

Intia,  Mr.  But ;  Bead  1"  April  17, 747 
(So*  8.) 

1.  Frea,  Lnd  Playfilr;  Baad  1>  April  W,  1658 

Bamontery  Xduoation  (Tftcewption  from 

Sehool  AttMuUaM)  BiU 
«.      ;  Debate  adjonnwd  April  XI,  1«8  ' 


Ellis,  Ur.  J.  £.,  ybtttHpham,  Ruth- 

cliffe 

Filey  Brigg  Shipwreck,  1080 

Fort  Victoria  Inquiry,  624 

Indian  Opium  Commission,  1406 

Ipewlch  Bnrial  Board,  IS 

Matabele  WaE^T^beognla's  MeHengeit,  628 

FlwMi  of  Wonhip  (Sites)  Bill,       110,  111 

Tdegnpha— Berenne,  888 

EIXIS,  Ms.  T.  E.  (FurliuuDtary  Seore- 
terj  to  the  Treasury),  MerioneiA- 
shire 

BoBiness  of  the  House,  172,  812,  1884 
Bricted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.,  1801 

Emigration  and  Immigration 
Aliens,  Betum  pres.  Aprit  19,  856 
Copy  pres.  AprU  26, 1652 
Emigration  Btatietiee— United  Statee 

Jte^  Q.  Colonel  H.  Tineent;  A.  Mr. 

Mtudella  AprU  38, 1078 

Employers'  Liability  in  Sattkmd  (ne 
under  Sgotla.nd) 

Endowed  Schools  Aet  (see  under  Edth- 
oation) 

Enfield  Small  Amu  Factory  (ne  muter 
Am^) 

Equalisation  of  Bettes  (London)  Bill 

Qs.  Sir  J.  Lnbbodc,  Mr.  Darliiw ;  As.  Mr. 
Shaw-LefeTxe  April  12,  324  ;Qs.  Sir  J. 
Lubbock,  Mr.  Oowjhen ;  A*.  Sir  W.  Ear. 
court,  Mr.  Shaw-Leferre  AprU  17, 684 

Ebmokde,  Sir  T.      Kerry^  W, 

Ireland 
Dingle  Fisheries,  836 
Dingle  Labourers'  Cottages,  617 
Kerry— Otaasabeg  and  Brandon  Cieeka— 

Sunken  Bocks,  387 
Killamey  Unicm,  1092 
Pien,  Qrante  for,  1646 
Tralee  and  Dingle  Baflway,  184 
Tontry  Harboor  Works,  14B8 

Samoan  Uands,  1434,  1661 

Xftebliihod  Ghuflh  (Waloi)  BOl 

c.  Motfoa  for  Leave  (Mr.  Aaqnith) ;  Debate 
adjoanied  AprU  86, 1455 
Debate  resnmad ;  Bead  1*  April  10, 1680 

Established  Chvreh  {fFalss)  BUI 
Qs.  Sir  G.  Osborne  Morgan,  Hr.  Hoaler,  Mr 

Bartley,  Mr.  Lloyd^Oeorge ;  As.  Sir  W. 

Haiconrt  Apra  IS.  318 
Btatement  (Sir  W.  Hareoait)  April  SO,  887 
TUhe  SMt-Ckarge,  Q.  Mr.  A.  J,  BeUoiw ;  A. 

Mr.  A*i«lth  April  «>,  W^^^^Ip 
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Eatate  Duty — Budget  PropotaU  (see 
ander  Weofs  and  Meant) 

Etan8,  Sir  F.  H.,  Southampton 
Newfoundland  Hlnliterlal  Crisis,  1106 


Evening  5cAoo2  Code  (see  uaA&e  Edu' 
eaOmt) 

EvxRBTT,  Mr.  B.        Suffolk^  Wood- 
bridge 
Ipswich  Burial  B4Nud,  14 


{IKDEX}  Vna 

FsBaussoH,  Riffht  Hon.  Sir  Jfim- 
cheitery  N.E. 
India— PtiKmg,  Mortality  in,  618 
Mines  (Bight  Honrs)  BiU,  2B»  1380, 1882 
Telephone  Companies  and  the  Post  OfioBi 
1660 

UfEsnda— Sir  O.  Portal's  Bepott,  lOiM 


Etebshed, 
Burton 


Mr.  Staffordshire^ 


W^s^  Means— Financial  Statement,  Com., 


Brieted  Tmanti  (Ireland)  Sill 
e.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  J.  UorleT)  AprU  19, 
866  ;  Bead  1*,  941 
SB.  deferred  AprU  28,  ISOS 


Evicted  Tenanta  (Ireland)  BiU 
Qs.  Mr.  Hajden,  Mr.  T.  W.  BnMcU  ;  As.  Mr. 
J.  Morley  April  24, 1228 

Evictions  in  Ireland  (see  nnder  Ire- 
land) 

FaotorieB  and  Vorkahopi  BiU 

ff.  Motion  for  Leare  (Mr.  Asqnith) ;  Bead  I* 
AprU  80, 1686 

FaeUnieSf  Small  Arms  (see  under  Arn^) 

False  Trade  Descriptions  (see  under 
Trade,  Board  qf) 

■ 

Fabquhabson,  Dr.  R.,  Aberdeenshire, 
W. 

Canadian  Cattle  Importation,  1084 
Crofters'  Act  (1886),  Bes.,  1641 
Marking  of  Foreign  Meat,  26,  27 
School  Books  in  Scotland,  1082 
Small  Tenants  (Scotland)  Bill,  Intro.,  1068 
Standing  Committee  (Bootlsnd),  Bes.,  096 

Fabqcharbon,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Dorset,  fP. 
Magistntes*  Appointment  Fees,  11 

Fehwice,    Mr.   C,  Northumberland, 
Wanabeek 
Amy  Contraota  and  Trade  Uniom,  9 


Feus  and  Building  Lease*  (see  under 
Scotland) 

Ffbench,  Mr.  P.,  Wexford,  S. 
Birar  Shui^— Salnum  Fishing,  1 101 


Field,  Admiral    E.,    Sussex,  East- 
bourne 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Com.,  670,  576 
Navy  EBtimatee — Btiipbailding,  Bepain,  and 
Maintenance— Personnel,  89, 102 


Field,  Mr.  W.,  Dublin,  St,  Patrick's 
American  Mail  Boate,  846 
Army  Rationa— Fkrar,  211 
CiTil  Serrioe—WorkinK  Honrs,  466 
Financial  Beladons  Commlarirai,  8M 

Ireland 

Arran  Island  Evictions,  619,  972 
CompaUory  School  Attendance,  20 
DabliD  Tel^raph  Department,  965,  966 
Kdncation  Act,  20,  619 
Labonrers'    Cottages,  Donshaaglin,  887, 
^8 

Law  Conrta,  Irish  Language  in,  27 

Lighthouses— Lights  Boaid,  325,  619,  841 

PhcenlK  Park  Gnuings,  1102 

Schnll  and  Bkibbereen  Light  Railway,  29 

Small  Holdings,  Bes.,  401 

Bonthem  Ballway  BUI.  827 
Leaaebdd  Vnpettj  BUI,  Intro.,  tt7 
Ordnance  Surrey  Labour,  38 
Public  LllHarieB  (Ireland)  Acta  Anwndment 

Bill.  Intro.,  748 

Bailwaya— Carriers*  Act— Oontvaeting  toot  oC 

Liability,  339 

SoUdtors  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.,  436 

Filey  Brigg  Shipwreck 

Q.  Mr.  J.  B.  Ellis ;  A.|Mr.  MnudeUa  Avrd  38, 
1080 


Finuloe  Bill 

0.  Intro.,  Bead  1*  April  35, 1884 


Finance  Bill 
Q,Ur/Btatiej ;  A. Sir  W.  Earooarti.4»r0JO^ 

Digitized  by  GoOglC 


1683 


{SESSION  1894} 
FA  38. 


[Rra 


Financial  ReUuiont  of  the  Tkrea  King- 
doau 

Q.  Hr.  W.  VieU  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Horlej  April  19, 

8S6  ;  Qs.  Ht.  HftTdeD,  Mr.  Provand  ;  Ai. 

Mr.  J.  Morlej  AprU  90,  1669 ;  Qs.  Hi. 

Cochrase,  Dr.  MacgregOT ;  As.  Sir  W.  Hh^ 

oourt  April  SO,  1683 
jVtfuj  Spirit  Duty,  Qs.  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 

ClAnc? ;  Afl.  Sir  W.  Haroonrt  AprU  17, 

636;  Qb.  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  QoBchen;  Ab. 

Sir  W.  Harcourt  April  20,  987 

Financial  Statement  (see  nader  Wag$ 
and  Meant) 

Finsbury  Estate 

Q.  Mr.  J.  Howlands ;  A.  Mr.  LeTesoD-Gower 
AprU  17,627 

Fisher,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Fulham 
dvH  Service  Writers  and  Abstractors,  833 

FUAeriee 

Deitruetwn  of  Wrecks,  Q.  Mr.  Mildnuv ; 
A.  Mr.  Bart  AprU  24, 1212 


Fishery  Board  CSootland)  Extension  of 
Powers  Bill 

«.  Intro.,  Mr.  Bacfaanui;  Bead  1"  AprU  18, 
811 

FitzWygkam,  General  Sir  F.,  Hanttf 
Fa  re  ham 
Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Com.,  564 

Fkuh  Point  Oil  (see  Petroleum  Acts) 

Fltnn,  Hr.  J.  C,  C&rkf  N, 
Ireland 

Castlebar,  MaUdons  Bnmii^  at,  17 
Cborch  Temporalities  Commisri<Hi,  Pay- 
ments under,  1584 
Clonmeen  Xatiooal  Schools,  19S 
Cork— Murder  of  a  CaretakBr,1106 
Doff-MuEzUns  B«nl«tjonB  at  Kantnrlc, 
1676 

Licensed  Hooses  in  Bnttevant,  841 

Post  Office   and   Foreign  Lottery  Adver- 
tisements, 1221 

FOBEIOH  AFFAIRS 

Secretary  of  State— Earl  ol  Kihbeblet 
Under  Secretary  of  State— Sir  E.  Qbbt 
(See  nnder  names  of  Foreign  Conntrles) 

Foreign  Produce^  Marking  o/(Bee  Mark- 
ing of  Foreign  and  Colonial  Pro- 
duce) 

VOL.  XXIII.  [fodbtb  series.] 


Foreign  Trade 

Capj  pres.  April  16,  692 

FORTSSCUE,  Earl 
Lnccombe  and  Stt^Pero,  School  Accom- 
modation at,  438 

FoRwoou,  Rigbt  Hon.  A.  B.,  Lanca- 
«Atre,  Ormskirk 
Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  2fi.,  107 

Kavy  Estimates 
Manning,  31,  61 

Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  Muntenance,  Slc. — 

Fersonael,  258, 269, 287,  288 
Works,  Buildings,  and  Repairs,  300,  301, 

303 

Treasury,  Snrrendets  to,  634 
Ways  and  Means  —Financial  Statement,  Conk, 
1198 

FOSTER,  Sir  W.  B.  (Secretary,  Local 
GoTerament  Board),  Derby,  Ilkes- 
ton 

Vaccination— Death  of  a  Child  at  Bury,  986 

FOWLER,  Right  Hon.  H.  H.  (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India),  Wolver- 
hampton, E, 
Army  (Annual)  Bill — Ponidiment  of  Troops 
in  India,  584,  586 

India 

Cantonment  Begnlatlons,  1063 
Contagions  Diseases  among  the  Troops* 
1083 

Fnlta  Kiooting  Case,  306 
Land  Beveuue,  839 
Military  Expenditure,  860 
Mines,  Women  in,  1098,  1421 
Mints,  Closing,  1676 
Newspaper  Postage,  304,  306 
Officers*  Pay,  970 
Official  Publications,  16 
Opium  CommtssicHi,  1407 
Police  Force— Assistant  Superintendents, 
204 

Prisons,  Mortality  in,  618 
Sessions  Judges,  Sentences  of,  203 
Telt^raph  Department  Contracta,  462 

Ways  and  Mean^Finandal  Statement,  Com., 
1364,  1287 

France 

UganAa—  White  FtUken  (see  nnder  Africa) 
FnuLohiae  (England  and  Wales)  Bill 

c,  Intro.,  Mr.  Barrow  ;  Bead  1°  AprU  13, 426 

Fniit  Identifloation  Bill 

0.  Order  for  2B.n^tlTed  April  11, 1C6 
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GARDNER,  Bight  Hon.  H.  (Presideiit 
of  the  Board  of  Agricaltore), 
Saffron  fFalden 

AgdcalUaal  Depression,  387,  362,  363 

AllotmeDts— Betonu,  207 

Canadian  Cattle  ImportatioD,  1086 

Doga  BiU,  Intra,  956  ;  1780 

Marking  of  Foi^gn  Keat,  842, 869 

Ordnance  Sarrey  Labour,  29 

Plenro  -  Pneumonia  —  OommitWa  Beport. 
1222 

Swine  Ferer  Re^olatioiu,  840 

CtAthorne-Hardy,  Hod.  A.  E.,  Su»$ex^ 

East  Grinstead 

EstabUahed  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
LeaTe,1748 

GSRHANT 

Priton-Made  Oood»,  Importation  of,  into 
Snffland,  Qb.  Colonel  H,  Vinceot,  Mr. 
Darling  ;  As.  Mr.  Mtmdella  April  20,  974  ; 
Q.  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain ;  A.  Mr.  Mnndella 
AprU  23,  1079  j  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent : 
A.  Sir  B.  Grey  AprU  23,  1096 ;  Q.  Mr. 
Holland;  A.  Mr.  Mondella  AprU  27, 
1586 

Von  XraMte*9  I^UioH,  Obs.  Earl  of  Lander- 
dale,  Lwd  Heracbdl  April  26, 1404 

GiBBS,  Mr.  A.  G.  H.,  London 
CLyH  Service  Writers,  1428 
Jnba  River— Bnnaway  Slave  Settlement,  1079 

GiBBS,  Mr.  v.,  HerU,  St,  Albans 
Bamet  Local  Board  DisMct,  142S 
BataUiahed  Chnroh  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1788 

GiBNET,  Mr.  J.,  Meath^ 
Ireland— Tltha-Bent  Charge  Arreara,  1670 

GiBRALTAB 

Km  Docht  a  Sir  B.  Ashmead-Bartlett :  A. 
Mr.  E.  Bobertsoa  AprU  12,  218 
(Befraeuces  to,  in  Debate  on  the  ^imateM, 
AprU  12,  298,  300) 

GiLHOOLT,  Mr.  J.,  Cork  Co.,  W, 
Ireland 
Baltimore  Mails,  986 

Board  of  Works  Loans— Case  (A  Patrick 

Mamane,  1677 
Cork,  Bandon,  and  Soath  Coast  Ballwav, 

830 

Oales— Losses  to  Fishermen— Lif6-Saving 

Appliances,  *o.,  1676 
West  Cork  Port  Office^  381 


GLADSTONE,  Right  Hos.  H.  J.  (First 
Comnusaioner  of  Works),  Ltedt, 
W. 

Beaoonsfield's,  Lord,  Statue— Daeocatlon  o£, 
980 

Building  Societies  Bill,  2R.,  1649 

Bollding  Societies  (Ko.  2)  Bill,  Intro.,  807 ; 

2B..1826 
Chuanoe  Lanes,  Boebnmpton,  1427 
Commioiioner  of  Works  Bill,  Intro.,  ISSt 
Government  Dqiartments,  Oas  for,  838 
HotMB  of  Commons  Acoommodatioo,  Select 

Com.,  1067 

House  of  Commons  Ventilation,  1426 
Ladies'  Gallery,  1448 
Millbank  Prison  Site,  1423 
New  Admiralty  BnUdings.  164 

Gold  and  Silver  Commitsian  Beport 

Q.  Sir  W.  Houldsworth  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 
AprU  23,  10S9 

GoLPSwoBTHY,  MajoT-GeneiBl  W.  T„ 
Sammersmieh 
Ireland— Small  Holdings,  Bes„  407 

GoRST,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  E.,  Cambridge 

Univertity 

India— Women  in  Mines,  1093, 142I 

Ways  and  Means  —  Financial  Statemeutt 
Ctora.,  B21 

GoscHKK,    Right  Hon.  G.    J.,  Su 
George%  JSanover  Square 
Biulnesa  of  the  Honae,  223 
Death  Duties  In  Foreign  Countries,  1687 
Equalisation  of  Bates  (Lomlon)  BUI,  634 
Financial  Relations  and  the  New  Spirit  Duty, 
987 

Navy  Estimates 
Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  Maintenance,  &c. — 

Person nel,  226, 244,  246,  946 
Works,  Buildings,'  and  Repairs,  297 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  660, 
666,  674,  740,  1022, 1697, 1603,  1607, 1613 

Ways  and  Means  —  Financial  Statement, 
Com.,  609,  511,  512,  639,  553.  1123.  1138, 
1135,  1137,  1139,  1141,  1142,  1143,  1144. 
1145,  1146,1176,  1196 

GouRLET,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 

Navy  Estimates— Shipbuilding,  Repairs, 
Maintenance,  ftc— l^ersonnel,  369 

Government  Contraete 
Army  and  Navy  (see  those  titles) 
Board  nf  Trada  Publieationt,  Ctntraet  far 
Printing,  Qs.  Colonel  H.  Vincent,  Mr.  O. 
Bowles,  Mr.  Bartley ;  As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert, 
Sir  W.  Harcourt  Jlprt/  ~ 
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GorernmeKt  Qnttractt — cont. 

PrUon-Mada  Boodt  fitr  the  Pott  0.fiee,  Q. 
Mr.  Uatthewa ;  A.  Ur.  A.  Horler  April  27, 
1686 

Stationery  Qfiee,  Qs.  Mr.  Darling,  Mr.  J. 
Lowtber  :  As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hlbbert  April  20, 

•7a 

Government  Departments 
{/at /or,  Q.  Mr.  J.  Bowland*;  A.  Mr.  H. 
aUkUtoiM  AprU  19,  828 

Government  Proper^  in  the  County  of 
London  {CoiUribu^ons  in  JJeu  of 
Loeal  JRatet) 
Betnm  ordered  AprU  19,  9U 

GO  WER,  Mr.  G.  J.  LE  VESON-  (Comp- 
troller of  the  Household),  Stoke 
upon'TVent 
Scdesiastical    CommiBSioners  —  Finabary 
Brtate,  827 

Gbeecx 

PirtBKg  and  Laritta  Railway  Company,  Q> 
Mr.  Maclare;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  April  36, 
H31 

Gbeene,  Mr.  H.  Shrewsbury 
OnildhaU  Sittfngs  of  the  High  Court,  880 

Gresham  University  Commission 

Q.  Kr.  Benn ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  April  S7, 
1076 

GREY,  Sib  E.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  ForeigD  Affairs),  North- 
umherland^  Berwick 
Africa 

British  East  Africa  Company— Financial 

Arrangements,  1079 
Freed  Slaves,  861 

Jaba  River — Bona  way  SlaTe  Settlement, 

1080 

Marotsilaad— British  Soath  Afdoa  Com- 
pany, 1668 
Uganda,  212,  222, 836,  839,340,  620,  1091 
Unyoro,  King  of.  Campaign  against,  338 
Zanzibar  Protectorate,  1078 

Armenia,  Troubles  in,  210 

Armenian  Prlaonets,  854 

Balfour,  J.  B.,  Extradition  of,  847 

Bebrlng  Sea  Award  Act,  1449 

«  Costa  Rica  Packet,"  199,  971 

Disarmament  Policy,  980 

FalsA  Trade  Descriptions — International  Con- 
ference, 1213 

Oerman  Prison-Made  Goods,  Importation  of, 
Into  England,  1096 

Greece— Pineus  and  Lariisa  Bailway  Com- 
pany, 1431 

Gnatemabi— British  Minister,  223 


Gbbt,  Sir  B.— 
Peru,  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at,  183 
Sttmoan  Islands,  Administration  of^hy  "^vw 

Zealand,  fte..  1221,  1661 
Ttti^— Mossoul  Consnlar  AppdatiMnt,  616 

Guatemala. 
Britith  Minitter,  Q.  Colonel  H.  Tlnoent ;  A. 

Sir  K.  Grey  AprU  14,  222 

Gun  Licences    (see   under  Customs, 
Excise,  and  Inland  Revenue) 

Ualsbubt,  Lord 
ChariUble  Trusts  Acts  Amendment  BID,  8S., 

1403 

Law  Library,  Fonr  Oonrta  (Ireland)  BUI,  8B4 
1211 

Law  of  Inheritance  Amendment  Bill,  2B., 
1399. 1401 

Limitation  of  Actions  Bill,  2K,  446  ;  Com., 

1206 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Frocednre) 

Bill,  Com.,  817 


Hamilton,  Right  Hon.  Lord  G.,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing 
Budget  and  the  Naval  Defence  Fond,  1096 

Navy  BsUmfttes 

-    Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  &e.,  67,249,  364 
Works,  Buildings,  and  Repairs,  303 
Wayaaod  Means— Financial  Statement,  Com. 
1194, 1200 

Hammond,  Mr.  J.,  Cartow 
Carlow  Labourers'  Cottages,  1220 

Hanbdbt,  Ur.  B.  W.,  /Ve«to» 

Army 

Discharged  and  Reserve  Soldiers,  Em- 
ployment for,  1098 

Volunteer  Decoration,  216 

Waltham  Abbey  Powder  Factory  Explo- 
sion, 338 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  290,  392 ;  Com.,  664« 
6S7,  561,  668,  664,  666,  567,  676,  678,  S79, 
681,  &83,  68S  - 

Behring  Sea  Award  Bill  and  Canada,  816, 
317 

House  of  Lords  Officials,  461 

Indian  Prisons,  Mortality  in,  617, 618 

Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  1683 

Navy 
Courts  Martial,  1447 
Seamen  and  Stdun,  1674 
■ 

HANSoy,  Sir  B.,  London 
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HAKCOURT,  Sight  Hon.  Sib  W.  G. 
V.  (GhancellOT  of  the  Exchequer), 

Agiieoltanl  Depnid<Hi,  884 ;  Bes.,  846, 364, 
8S9,867 

Budget  FropoealB,  859 

Estate  Duty,  988.  1103,  1462,  1680 

Income  Tax  and  Agricaltond  Land,  1839 

Income  Tax — Minors,  319 

Naval  Defence  Fnnd,  1097 

Property  Tax,  1460 

Spirit  Doty,  637,987 

Tithe  Bent-Cbarge,  1461 
Death  Dntles  In  Foreign  Coaatrles,  1687 
B!qaali8atlaa<tf  Bates  CLondoa)  Bill,  684 
RfltaUiihed  Chnxch  (Wales)  Bill,  319^  330, 

988 ;  Motion  lor  Leave,  1764,  1768 
«  Vtaunoe  BIU,  1688 
Financial  Belations  (England,  Scotland,  and 

Ireland),  987,1688 

OoTemnwDt  ContxHCts  —  Board  of  Trade 
Fablicatlona,  977 

Ireland 

Crimes  Act,  Repeal  of,  1226 
Labourer'  Cottages,  Clonakilty,  683 
Land  Valoei,  Taxes  on,  1103 
Liquor  Tzaffle  (Local  Veto)  Bill,  1388 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister,  340, 
341 

Mines  (Eight  Honrs)  Bill,  1686 

Navy   Estimates —  Shipboitding,  Repairs, 

Maintenance,  kc  —  Personnel,  340,  244, 

346,  246,  868,  369,  286.  288 

Parliament 

Bosiness  of  the  Hoose,  223,  289,  290,  867, 
1464 

Frivil^ — Voluntary  Conveyances  Bill, 

Blocking  of,  by  Mr.  Perks,  64S 
Twelve  o'Clock  Bnle,  Snspension  of,  637, 688 

Parliamentary  ElecUonft-— Re-BIeetion  on  Ap- 
pointment to  Office,  683 

Parochial  Blectore  (Begistzatlon  Accelera- 
tion) BUI,  2R.,  1780 

Period  ot  Qnallflcatlon  and  Elections  Bill, 
Intra,  895 

Stole  of  Ooods  Act  (1893),  983 

Saxe-Cobnrg,  Doke  of  (Annuity),  Bes.,  1066 

Scotland 
Home  Bale  for,  821 
Loch  Broom  Navlgatira,  638 

Standing  Committee  (Bcotland),  Res.,  740, 
.  998,  1004,  1008.  1009,  1010,  1017,  1021, 

1038. 1087, 1089, 1031 
Txvumjf  Snrrenderi  16,  684 
Uganda,  388,  963, 988, 109S,  1140 
Ways  and  Means  —  Finaadal  Statement ; 
dim.,  469,  611,  612,  614,  523,  624,  626,  631, 
684,639,540,641,646,660,  661,  562,  1107, 
1109,  1111.  II13,  1114,  1115,  1118.  1121, 
1137,  II41.  1142,  1143,  1144,  1145,  1146, 
1148,  1165,  1170^  1171,  1172,  1178,  1174, 
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Haucoubt,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V^— mnC, 
Ways  and  Means — eont. 
1178,  1181,  1183,  1187,  1188,  1189,  1191, 
1198,  1196,  1198,  1238,  1271,  1273,  1274, 
1275,  1277,  1278,  1379,  1380,  1888,  1889, 
1312,  1314,  1323 

Hardis,  Hr.  J.  EsiR-,  ffe*t  iTam,  S. 
Book  Post,  (^6 

Dock  Lftbonran,  Dnemplc^ed,  1407 
Enfldd  Small  Arms  Factory  Worknmh  1444 
Mines  (Bight  Honrs)  Bill,  3B.,  1876 
Rhyl  Poor  BeUet  Administntion,  1407 
Telegraphs— Central  Office,  685 
Tracers  in  the  Acconntant  Oenend's  Office, 
1446 

Hahlahd,  Sir  E.  J.,  Belfast,  N. 
Ireland— Land  Acta,  Select  Cwn^  K>6,  818 

Navy  Estimates 
Dockyards,  Eight  Honrs  Day  in,  98 
Manning,  98 

Harrington,  Mr.  T.,  Dublin^  Harbour 
Evicted  Tenanta  (Ireland)  Bill,  Intra,  889, 
903,  940 

Hatden,  Ur.  L.  F.,  Roscommon^  S, 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  1328 

Ireland 

Annaly's,  Loid,  Estate   Dispates,  1386, 
1688 

Clonakllty  Rate  Bocdc— Cue  of  Cornelias 

Driscoll,  1386 
IMIlon's,  Loid,  Tenants,  461 
Dobliu  Post  Office— Seocmd  Division  Cleiks» 

974 

Bdacatioa  Act,  461 

Financial  Relations,  1659 

Fortiane  Lunatic  Asylum,  978 

BathcUne,  County  Longfrad,  Evictions,  838 

Hatter,  Sir  A,  D.,  WaUall 
Army  (Annoal)  Bill,  Com.,  679 

Healt,  Mr.  M.,  Cork 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland)  Bill,  8B.,  148 

Healt,  Mr.  Thomas  J.,  Wexfwd,  N, 
Cork  Street  Preachen^Oase  of  Mr.  Williams, 
1414 

Wexfbid  County,  Extra  Ftdloe  In,  307 
Wexfoid  Spring  AwlBes— Decrease  in  Crime, 

468 

Healt,  Mr.  X.  M.,  Louth^  N. 
Bnfiekl  and  Spaikbtook  Factories,  809 
Ireland 

Dnblin,  Richmond  A«ylam,  196, 197,  343 
Dand&lk  Prison— Sanitu;   Inspector  tA 

Nalsaaoes,  ^.^^^^^  byGoOQlc 
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Hbalt,  Mr.  T.  H.— wnt. 
Ireland— AMit. 
Labourers'  Cottages,  DaiKtalk,  S 
Land  Acts,  Select  Com.,  305,  306,  307, 
SI  2,  397 

Lights,  Boaid  of,  andtbeBrisss  Reef  Buoy, 
824,  826 

Pbonix  Park— Vehicnlar  Traffic,  6 
Tithe  Rent-Chai^  Arrears,  1671 

Und  Tenore  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.,  142 

Plumbers'  B^atration  Bill,  SR.,  805 

Priwte  Bills,  Coet  of,  23 

Uganda,  212. 336,  340 

Wild  Birds'  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amendmeat 
Bill,  SR.,  169 

H  EATON,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Canterbury 
Divfafon  List  CorrecUon,  824 

Heheaoe,     Right    Hon.    E.,  Great 
Grim$by 
Uiwing  Veflsels,  860 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Com., 
1S8S.  1388 

HESSCHELL,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor) 
Behring  Sea  Award  BiU,  2B.,  179 
Charitable  Trusts  Acts   Amendment  Bill, 
Com.,  1658 

Bndowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Amending 
Acts,  and  Welsh  Intermediate  Education 
Act,  1889  (Scheme  for  the  Count/  of 
Flint),  Res.,  606 
Land  Transfer  Bill,  Pres.,  182  ;  2B.,  1027 
Law  Library,  Four  "Courta  (Ireland)  Bill*  2R., 
1211 

Law  of  Inheritance  Amendment  Bill,  2R. 

1385,  1394,  1401 
Limitation  of  Actions  Bill,  SR.,  444,  446  ; 

Com.,  1205,  1206,  1207 
Quarter  Sessions  (Uidsammer)  BiU,  Com., 

173. 174 

Tmstee  Act  (1893)  Amendment  Bill,  Com., 
1069 

HIBBERX,  Bight  Hox.  Sib  J.  T. 
(Secretar^r     to     the  Xreaenrj), 
Oldham 
Board  of  Trade  Publications,  976 
Civil  Swrice 
Colonial  and    India  Offices— Asdstant 

Clerks,  193 
Colonial  Office  Copyist^  1226 
Second  Dirislon  Clerks,  192,  847 
Sick  LeaTe,  193,  979 
Working  Hours  in  Public  Offices,  466 
Writers  and  Abetractns,  332, 1428 
Crown  LmkU  and  Cottages,  609 
Deeds,  Sfaunpfng,  1091 
Gold  and  Sflw  Ccnnmfaeion  Report,  1089 
fltesham  Unlrerdty  0<Hnmfsdon,  1675 
OoB  Liowioei  and  V<dant8en,  1688 


HiBBKBT,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  T.—oont, 
House  of  Lords  Officials,  461,  1223 

Ireland 
Achill  Sound  Bailway.685  , 
Board  of  Works  Loans- Case  of  Fftttidk 

Mamane,  1677 
Church  Surplus  Funds,  Return,  1095 
Cork  Street    Preacher  —  Mr.  William^ 

1414 

Deeds,  Stamping,  463,  831, 1215 
Down  County  Sea  Fisheries,  1075 
Dublin  Registry  of  Titles,  457 
Inland  Rerenoe  Examinattona,  467 
ElUybegB  Pier,  614 
Nenagh  Waterworks  Loan,  1679 
Phcenlx  Park  Oraziogs,  1102 
Phoenix  Park  Vehicular  Traffic,  6 
Piers,  Grants  for,  1585 
Queen's  Colleges,  Professors  in,  9S7 
R^try  of  Deeds  Office,  456 
Sligo,  Leitrim,  and  Northern  Cailway, 
1430 

Southern  Railway  Bill,  827 
Tralee  and  Dingle  Railway,  184 

Labour  Commission,  Cost  o^  1676 

Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  1682 

Private  Bills,  Coat  of,  23 

Stationery  Office  Publications,  Return,  S55 

Ways  and  Means  —  Financial  Statement, 
Com.,  538 

Hickman,  Sir  A.,  WolverhampUm,  W. 
Minea  (Bight  Honrs)  Bill,  2B..  1338 

Hill,  Right  Hon.  A.  Staveley,  Stafford' 
ahire,  Kinqtwinford 
Canadian  Cattle,  1083 

HoARE,  Mr.  E.  B.,  ffampstead 
Income  Tax— Minors,  219 
Ways  and  Means  —  Financial  Statement, 

Com.,  650,  552 

HoBHorsE,  Mr.  C.  E.  H.,  mitt^  Devize$ 
Crown  Lands  and  Cotti^,  609 
Dinder  Charity  Lands,  186 

HooAN,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Tipperary,  Mid. 
"  Costa  Rica  Packet,"  971 
Samoan  Islands,  1661 

Holland,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Salford,  N. 
Oennan>Hade  Brushes,  Importatl<m  1S86 

HOME  DSPARTMSHT 

Secretary  of  State— Mr.  AaqvITB 

Under  Secretary  <tf  State— Mr.  <3t,  W.  B. 
RUSBELL 

(See  niider  title  Lve  amd  Jwttee  and  Pdiet) 
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Mome  Rule  for  Seotland  (aee  under 

Scotland) 

Hope,  Captain  Linlithgow 
Edinlmrg^Boad  BobreutioDB,  8S8 
Standing  Committee  (Bootland),  Rea.,  1S08 

HOPWOOD,  Hr.  C.  H.,  Laneankire,  S,E., 
Middleton 
Vaccination— Death  of  a  Child  at  Bmy,  984 

fforte* 

Cruelty  to,  Q.  Mr.  B.  Robinson;  A.  Mr. 

Aaqnith  April  10,  16 
Iti  Honee,  Q.  Hr.  J.  Burns  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw- 

LefeTi«4^17,625 

HouLDswoBTH,  Sir  W.  H.,  Maneketter. 
GoM  and  Silver  Commission  Report,  1089 

Mouse  of  Lord*   Offieiah  (see  under 
Paniament) 

House  of  Lordt  Veto  Abolition  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Hr.  B.J.  C.  Morton ;  Bead  1*>  AprU  17, 
747 

Howard,  Mr.  J.,  MiddleMex,  Totten- 

Canadian  Tea  Dntiea,  188, 456,  83S,  1094 
Spsrkbrook  Factory,  1818 

HowBix,  Mr.  6.,  Bethnal  Green,  N.E. 
Private  Bills,  Cost  of,  28 

HowTHf  Earl  of 

BanitaiT  Condition  of  Hbwth  and  Ckmtarf, 
1211, 1405 

Soylake,  Catualtie*  to  Vesteh  at 

Q.  Colonel  Ootton-Jodrell ;  A.  Hr.  Uundella 
AprU  80, 1664 

HoziEB,  Mr.  J.  H.  C,  Lanarkthire,  S. 
Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  219 
Fmit  Identification  Bill,  2a,  165, 166,  167 

Bootland 

Employen'  LiaUUtj,  8S4 

Service  Fkanchiae,  841 

Standing  Committee  (SooOand).  Baa.  1590, 
1591,1606  ^ 

HuoHXS,  Colonel  E.,  Woolwich 
.  tea  Holdiiiii  (IidancO*  4S0 


HuKTER,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aberdeettf  K. 
Harking  of  Foreign  Heat»  37 
Baxe-Ooborg,  Duke  of  (Annuity),  Bea,  1048, 
1046 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Hes.,  653, 

658,  666, 1001,  1606 
Ways   and  Means— KInancial  Statement, 

Com.,  1184 

Ilungwobth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford,  W. 

Established  ChurcK  (Wales)  Bill— Motion 

for  Leave,  1767 
Standing  Com.  (Scotland),  Bes.,  1031, 10S2 
Ways   and  Ucana  —  Financial  Statement, 

Com.,  542, 1184 

Imperial  and  Naval  Defence  Act 
Financial  Statenumt  AprU  23, 1193 

Income  Tax  (see  under  titles  Cuttonu, 
Excise,  and  Inland  Revenue,  and 
Wdjfs  and  Meant) 

IBBIA 

Secretary  of  State— Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlks 
Dnder  Secretar;  of  State— Mr.  G.  BuBSBLL 


Contagioui  D'ueatei  among  the  Troop*,  Q. 
Mr.  Jeffreys ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
nerman  April  20,  983;  Q.  Sir  R. 
Temple  j  A.  Hr.  H.  H,  Fowler  AprU  83, 
1083 

Impritonmeitt  o/Sdldtere,  Befeiences  to^In 

Debate  <m  the  j4r»y  (Annual)  BUI, 

AprU  16,  663,  &c. 
miitary  Esependiture,  Q.  Sir  D.  Macfar- 

lane ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  AprU  19, 

660 

Qffieeri  Pay,  Q.  Mr.  Kaotoji ;  A.  Mr.  H. 
H.  Fowler  AprU  20,970 

JBehar  Cadastral  Surrey,  Qs.  and  Obs.  Lord 
Stanley  ol  Alderley,  Lord  Reay  AprU  16, 
443 

Cantonment  Jteyulations,  Q.  Hr.  Stansfeld; 

A.  Mr.  E.  H.  Fowler  April  23, 1082 
TamiM  Cammistion  Seeommendationt,  Ad* 

dress  for  Copies  AprU  24, 1328 
Ftnaneial  Statement,  Retam  pres.  AprU  M. 

1662 

Fnlta  SkMting  due,  Q.  Hr.  Calne;  A.  Hr. 

H.  H.  Fowler  AprU  18,  SOS 
India  Qgtee^Aasielant  Oeriks,  Q,  Hr.  Hac- 

donald ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  HIbbert  AprU  12, 

198 

Land  Betenue,  Q.  Sir  W.  Wedderbom ;  A. 

Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  AprU  19,  886 
Legislative   CouneUs,   Address  for  Retnm 

(Visoonnt  Cross)  AprU  26,  1866 
Mines,  Women  in,  Qs.  Mr.  Proraod,  Mr  J. 

Oorst ;  As.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  AprU  SS, 

1098 ;   Q.  Sir  J.  Gont ;  A.  Hr.  H.  H. 

Fowler  AprU  ^.myCoOQle 
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J2iJ>TA^<xmt, 

Jtfintt,  ClotiHg,  Qb.  Mr.  Conjbeare,  Sir  B. 
SamnelKin;  AB.3Ir.H.H.Fowler  J/rtf  80, 
1078 

.VnoHMMwr  PoiAa§e,  Qa.  Mr.  Caine  ;  As.  Mr. 

H.H,  Fowler  AprU  12,  204 
OJieial  PuhlicatioitJt,  Q.  Mr.  H.   Pluntett ; 

A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  AprU  10, 16 
Opium  Commiatumt  Q,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ;  A. 

Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  AprU  26, 1406 
Police  Force,  Attittant  Superintended;  Qs. 

Mr.  CalDe,  Sir  W.  Wedderbnm ;  As.  Mr. 

H.  H.  Fowler  AprU  12,  203 
Prittiu,  Mortality  in,  Qs.  Mr.  R.  Smith,  Mr. 

Hanbury,  Sir  J.  Ferguseon  ;  As.  Mr.  H.  H. 

Fowler  AprU  17,  617 

Salt  Lam,  Obs.  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley, 

Lord    Beay,    Marquess    of  Salisbury, 

Visoonnt  Cross  AprU  13, 313 
"  Sanchi  Tope,"  General  Maitry't  Book  on, 

Q.  and  Obe.  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley,  Lord 

Beay  April  16,  429 
Setnont  Judge;  Sentence!  of,  Q.  Mr,  Caine  ; 

A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  ^pr/i  12,  202 
Telegraph  Department  Contraett,  Q.  Colonel 

H.  Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  AprU  16, 

462 

ladiui  Railway  Companies  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler ;  Bead  1"  AprU  20, 

loes 

Induftrial  and  Provident  Societiee  Acts 
0893)  Amendntent  Bill 

r.  Read  2"  April  11, 170 
Com-  and  reported;  Bead  S%  and  passed 
4pHjl8,811 
I.  Bead  1'  AprU  19,  823 


Ingram,  Sir  W.  J.,  BoBton 

Volantary  ConTeyancM  Bill,  Blockii^of,  by 
Mr.  Ferks,  643,  647 

Iniernational  Conference  for  the  Pro- 
tection of  Indualrial  Property 
Q.  Mr.  atnart-Wortley ;   A.  Sir  E.  Orey 
AprU  24, 1313 

Iptwieh  Burial  Board 
Qs.  Mr.  Everett,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis;  As.  Mr. 
Asqaith  AprU  10, 14 

IBSLABD 

Lord  Lieutenant— Lord  HOVOBTOH 
Chief  Secretary— Mr.  J.  Moklet 
Agrarian  Outraget^Mnrier  of  a  Caretaker 
in  Cownty  Cork  (see  .snb^heading  Gtrk 
Murder) 

Annalf'e,  Lordf  JSltate  Diepute—Imprieon- 
ment  /or  Contempt  ef  Court,  J^e.,  Qt.  Mr. 
Hayden,  Mr.  Dane;  As.  Mr.  J.  Merle/ 
AprU  S4. 1236  ;  AprU  37,  16S2 


IRELAIfD-caaL 
Army 

Antrim  Cattle  Deer  Park—Camp  ef 
Eaeroiee,  Q.  Mr.  M'Oaitan;  A.  Mr. 
CampbelUBanoerman  AprU  19,  846 

Bel/att  IHtturbaneee  —  Snd  Battalion 

Bortet  Regiment,  Qs.  Mr.  Wolff,  Mr. 

M'Cartan ;  As.  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 

man  April  12,  216 ;  Q.  Mr.  Wingfleld- 

Digby;   A.   Mr.  Campbell-Banneman 

AprU  27, 1687 
Camacataa,  Monaghan  MUUia  Camp  at* 

Q.  Mr.  O'DriscoU;  A.   Mr.  Campbell- 

Bannerman  AprU2^,  1410 
Corcoran,  Peter,  Case  i^,  Qs.  Mr.  Bodkin ; 

As.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannennan  AprU  12, 

314 

Curragk  Camp—KUlaiee  Slatee,  Q.  Mr.  P. 

J.  O'Brien ;  A.  UCr.  Campbell-Bannei^ 

man  April  26, 1486 
EaaminatieM,  Q.  Mr.  Sexton ;  A.  Mr- 

Campbell-Bannennan  April  30,  1686 
Jnniskilling  Futiliert—Quartermaeter,  Q. 

Mr.  Dane  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 

AprU  26,  1420 
Liceneed  Houeee  in  Buttevant,  Qs.  Mr. 

Flynn,  Mr.  Webster;  As.  Mr.Woodall 

AprU  13, 341 
Londonderry  Barracki,  Q.  Mr.  Roes;  A. 

Mr.  Campbell-Bannernuui  ^prU  IS,  184 
OMeert  at  Baee  Meetinat,  Q.  Mr.  F. 

Smith;  A.   Mr.  Campb^-Bannennan 

AprU  70,  978 
Soldieri  on  Irieh  MaU  Boats,  Q.  Major 

Rasch ;  A.  Mr.  Bart  AprU  16,  1486 
Arran  Islandt—BeHitution  and  Evictvmt, 
Qg,  Mr.  Sheehy,  Mr.  Sexton ;  As.  Mr.  J. 
Mortey  April  16,  46B  ;  Q.  Mr.  Field;  A. 
Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  17,  619 ;  Qa.  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  W.  Johnston,  Mr.  Channing;  Aa. 
Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  19,  838;  Q.  Mr. 
Field ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  Si),  972 ;  Qs. 
Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Channlng;  As.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  AprU  26.  1436 
Barbed  Wire  Fencee,  Q.  Mr.  M.  Austin ;  A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  April  2&,  1421 
Barony  ConttaUet  in  Monaghan  County, 
Befaleatima  of,  Q.  Mr.  Diamond  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  AprU  SO,  1672 
Belfaet  Ships'  Carpenter,  MamlaMghter  hy, 
Qs.  Mr.  HaiDB,  Mr.  Ross,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  As. 
Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  10,  7 
Board  of  Irieh  LigkU  (see  salnheading 

lAghthoueee) 
Board  of  Worke  Zoam—Caee  ef  Patrkih 
MumaHc,  Q.  Mr.  Gilhooly ;  A.  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert  AprU  27, 1377 

Boyeotttng 
IneUement  to,  at  Peake,  County  Cork,  Qs. 
Mr.  Dane,  Mr.  Macartney;  As.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  AprU  27, 1581 
£elU,  Q.  Mr.  T.  W.  Ru«seU ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  Ajn-U  26,  1446 
Carewell  Point  Feghorn,  Q.  Mr.  Young ;  A, 

Mr.  Muodella  AprU  20,  970 
CaHlebar—Malieieu*  Burning  at,      Dr.  B. 
Ambroae,  Mr,  Flynn ;  Aa.  Mr.  J  Morley 
AprUlO,U  rn.rin]r> 
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TlljE£Ayj>~oont. 

CaHlehlayney  Ovardiana  (see  nnder  snb- 
heading  Poor  Law) 

Cattle  Wei^hhridget,  Q.  Mr.  Dane  ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  April  26, 1420 
Cavan  Land  Commitfum  (see  sub-beadin;; 

Land  Cumtniinion) 
Church  Surplus  Funds  Returns,  Q.  Lord  R. 

Chatchlll ;  A.  Kr  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  28, 

Church    Ikmparalitiet    Fund,  Copv  pm. 

ApraM,U^2 
Church     Temporatities  Commission— Pay- 

mmU,  Q.  Mr.  Plynn ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morlev 

Apra  27,  158* 
Clt^her  Valley  Tramway  Company — Engine 

Drivers'  Hours  of  Labour,  Q.  Mr.  M'Gilli- 

gan  J  A.  Mr.  Mundella  AprU  23,  1100 
ClonakUty  Bate  Booi—Case  of  Comdius 

Driscoll,  Q.  Mr.  Hayden ;  A.  Mr.  J,  Morley 

Apr  il  24,  1226 

Contempt  of  Court,  Imprisonment  for  (see 
sab.faeadiDf;  AnTialy't,  Lord,  JSntate  Dis- 
pute") 

Cork—Murdorofa  Caretaker,  Q.  and  Obe. 
Marquess  of  Londonderry,  Earl  of  Cork 
AprU  23, 1070;  Qa.  Mr.  Darling,  Mr.  Flynn. 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Jackson,  Mr.  W. 
Johnston,  Mr.  Carson  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Marley 
April2Z,\\m\  Qk.  Mr.  T.  W.  Ruasell.Mr. 
Dane  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  26, 1447  ;  Q. 
and  Obs.  ftbrquess  of  Londoadetry,  Earl 
Spencer.  Lord  MonkaweU,  Earl  xA  Cork, 
Ashbonni^  Earl  of  Bosebery  AprU  27, 

Cork  Outdoor  PreaohiHg  Disturbances,  Q. 

Mr.  Carson  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  17,  628 
CorkStreet  Preachers— Case nf  Mr.  Williams, 

Qs.  Mr.  Thomaa  Healy,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 

Amold-Forster,  Mr.  W.  Johnston ;  As. 

Mr.  J.  Morley,  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  26, 

1414 

Cemty  Treasurers'  Fte  Fund,  Account  pres. 

ApHl  16,  B»3 
Crime,  Deeroase  of,  Qb.  Mr.  T.  Healy,  Mr. 

Sexton  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  16,  458 
Crimet  Act,  Bepeal  of,  Q.  Colonel  yolan : 

A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  April  34,  122S 
JDteds,  Stamping,  Q.  Mr,  MKIIartan ;  A.  Sir 

J.  T.  Hibbert  April  16,  462;  Qs.  Mr. 

M'Cartan,  Mr.  Dane  ;  As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 

AprU  19,  831 ;  Qb.  Mr.  M'Cartaa,  Mr.  W. 

Johnston,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Q,  Bowles  :  As. 

Sir  J.  r.  Hibbert  AprU  24. 1216 
JHOm't,  Lord,  Umants  (see  aab^headinff 

JH^tuarp  Committeei  (ase  BabJwadlng  Poor 

JHttriet  nogiitri»—Writ*  of  Sunmont,  0- 
Mr.  M'Outen ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  i1, 
1B84 

Dog-Musding  Bcgulations  at  Kanturh,  Q. 
Hr.  Flynn  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  27,  lfi76 

Donovan,  Murder  of  (see  snb-headlng  Corh 
Murder) 

Dublin  Law  Courts— Press  Accommodation, 
Qs.  Mr.  W.  O'Brien,  Hr.  Bodkin,  Sir  a! 
BoUit,  Mr.  Due;  Ai.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
AprU  16,  468  ' 

r<vitf. 


IMJSLAND—ooDt. 
Education 

Clonmeen  Xational  Schools,  Q.  Mr.  Flynn ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  12, 195 
Compulsory   School   Attendance,  Q.  Mr. 

Field  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  10,  20 
Education  Act,  Q.  Hr.  Field ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  AprU  10,  20  ;  Q.  Ur.  Hayden  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  16,  461 ;  Q.  Mr. 

Field ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  17,  619 
Killavullen  National  School— Case  tf  Mr, 

Fitxaerald,  Q.  Ur.  W.  Alxabam ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  AprU  27,  1585 
Queen's   Colloges,  Prt^essors  in,  Q.  Dr. 

Kenny ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  20, 

987 

Bainey's  School,  Magherafelt,  Q.  Sir  T. 

Lea  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  16,  464 
Teachers'  Gratuities,  Q.  Mr.  P.  A.  M'Hugh  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  17,  62S 
Teachers'   Pension    Fund  —  Copy  pres. 

April  19,  9nK 
Veterinary  College,  Promised,  Q.  Hr.  W. 

Johnston;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  IS, 

326 

J^ate  Duty,  Qs.  Hr.  Carson,  Mr.  Sexton,  Hr. 
Knox  ;  As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  AprU  30, 1680 

EviotioHS 

Antialy  Estae.  Dispute  (see  that  sab- 
heading) 

Arran  Islands  (see  that  sub-heading) 
DiUon's,  Lord,  Estate,  Q.  Mr.  Hayden  :  A 

Ur.  J.  Morley  AprU  16,  461 ;  Q.  Sir. 

Bodkin  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  23,  1088 
Eviction  Notices,  Copy  pres.  AprU  18,  811 
Friction  Proceeding — Perjury  in  Case  of 

James  and   Walter    Tormey,  Q.  Mr. 

Dane;  A.  Ur.  J.  Horley  AprU  30, 

968 

Leitrim,  South,  Qs.  Mr.  Tnlly  ;  As.  Ur.  J. 
Morley  April  27,  1688;  AprU  80, 
1686 

Madden  Estate,  County  Fermanagh,  Q.  Hr. 
Dane;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  27, 
1680 

Police  at,  Q.  Mr.  Knox  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

AprU  26,  1443 
Bathdine,  County  Longford,    Qs.  Ur. 

Hayden,  Ur.  ^Ibride,  Mr.  Dane,  Mr- 

Sexton;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  19, 

828 

Finanoial  Bolations     the  Three  Kingdim* 
(see  that  title) 

Fisheries 

Dingle  Fish-Curing  Stations,  Q.  Sir  T. 
Eamonde ;  A.  Hr.  J.  Morley  AprU  19, 
836 

Down  CsmmtM  &m  ^skeriet,  Q.  Mr* 
U<Cutaa;X.BlrJ.T.Ilibbert.^>rtf  2S, 
1078 

Lou  if  mud  BoaU^  Mbeent  Gmlai, 
Q.  Hr.  H'Outaa;  A.  Mr.  Mnulelfai 

April  37, 1687  ;  Ql  Mr.  GUhooly.  Ur.  O. 
Bowles;    Aa.    Mr.  Uaodella,  Hr.  J. 
Horley  AprU  80,  1678 
Piers,  erantsfor,  Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonds;  A. 

Sir  J.  T.  Hlbls^i,^'Oi^'«.^if®QTe 
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Salmon  FiaKing  i»  the  River  Slaney,  Q. 

Mr.    Ffraoch ;    A.    Mr.    J.  Morley 

April  23,  1)01 
South  C-Hut,  Qs.  Mr.  Dane,  Mr.  Canon ; 

As.  Mr.  J.  Morle;  April  17,  615 

Oalioajf,  Extra  Police  i»  (aee  under  sab- 

heading  Police)- 
Gieeedim!   Dittriet  DiHurbaneet,  Qfl.  Mr- 

Barton.  Mr.  T.  D.  SulliTan,  Mr.  T.  W. 

Russell,  Mr.  Bartley ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Mortey 

April  10,  18 

Ilowth  and  Clontarf,  Sanitary  Condition  of, 
Ofas.  Lnd  HowUi,  Lord  MonkBweU 
AprU  24,  1211 

UoHoD  for  Fuiers  (Earl  of  Howth) 
AprU  16.  1405 

Inland  Retenue  BgaminatioUt  Q.  Mr.  Clancy; 

A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hfbbert  AprU  16,  456 
Iri*h  Lanffuage  ik  Law  Courts,  Q.  Mr.  Field  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  10,  27 
Km-ry  —Sunien  Iteckt,  Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde  { 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  IS,  327 
KUlaloe  Slatet,  Q.  Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien  ;  A. 

Mr.  Campbcll-Bannernian  AprU  26,  1436 
KUlybegt  Pier,  Qs.  Mr.  Dane,  Mr.  Mac  Nelll ; 

As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  17,  614 
Kilpedder  Petty  Seetimtt  CouH,  Qs.  Mr.  Kil' 

bride  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  S6, 1481  ; 

AprU  80,  1670 
Knight  vf  Xerru  and  Poor  Rates,  Qs.  Mr. 

Kilbride,  Mr.  Bodkin ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

AprU  26,  1482 
Labourer^  Act,  Bospenset  under,  Q.  Mr.  E. 

Barry  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  30,  1663 

Zahourere'  Cattagee 

Cartow,  Q.  Mr.  J.  Hammond ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  AprU  34, 1230 
Cetiridge,  a  Mr.  Clancy ;  A.   Ur.  J. 

MOTley  AprU  IS,  827 
Clonakilty,  Qs.  Mr.  E.  Barry,  Mr.  Sexton ; 

As.  Sir  W.  Harconrt  AprU  17,  638 
CootehUl,    Qs.  Mr.  Young ;  As.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  AprU  13,  S25 ;  AprU  23, 1083 

Dingle,  Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Sforley  AprU  17,  617 
Dundalh,  Q.  Mr.  T.  H.  Healy ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  April  10,  5 
IhinthaughliH,  Q.   Mr.  Field ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  April  19,  827 
NeuieaHh  Weet,  Q.  Mr.  M.  Aostin  ;  A.  Mr- 

J.  Morley  April  10,  24 
Roeerea,  Q.  Mr.  Crean  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

AprU  27,  1677 
Sligo,  Qfu  Mr.  P.  A.  H'Hagh ;  As.  Mr. 

HorU^  AprU  18,  831 ;  April  24,  1219 
^fwioii*,  Qa.  Mr.  A.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Kil- 
bride ;  Ab.  Mr.  J.  Motley  April  13,  201 
AfwtwWari  Qs.  Mr.  A.  O'Connor.  Mr. 

MaoartDQy ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  80, 

1868 

Land  Aete—Seleet  Committee 
Motfm  for  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  AprU  10,  108  ; 
AprU  12,  ma ;  April  13,  897  ;  Amed  to 
April  16,  689 ;  Appointment  (S  Com. 
AprU  24,  1828 

[eont. 


IR EL  A  A  D— cont. 
Land  Acts-  ount. 

Obs.  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Sir  E.  Harland,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy  AprU  12,  305 ;  Obs.  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr. 
J.  Morley,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Sir  £.  Harland  April  )2, 
307 ;  Obs.  Mr.  Smlth-Barry,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Mr.  Speaker  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Mr.  Sexton.  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Mr.  W.  John- 
ston AprU  13. 397  ;  Q.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell; 
A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  20,  990 

Land  CommtMtwn 
Cdvan—Mr.  Bamford,  ^e.,  Qs.  Mr.  Knox ; 

As.  Ur.  J.  Morley  AprU  13,  185,  221 ; 

AprU  19, 861  ;  April  9»,  1416 
Chureh  limporalUies  Comm,iM»ion,  Pay- 
ments under,  Q.  Mr.  Flynn ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  AprU  27,  1584 
Laneshorough  Estate — Case  of  T.  Boland, 

Jfc,  Q.  Mr.  Knox ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

ApFil26,  1418 
Tithe  Rent-Charge,  Qft.  Mr.  Oibney,  Mr.  T. 

M.  Healy;  A8.Mr..T.  Morley  AprU  80, 

1S71 

Land  Law  {Ireland)  Act,  1887  —  Beietion 

Notices,  Copy  pres.  AprU  18,  811 
Lanesborough   Estate — Case  ef  T.  Bolandt 

Jtc.,  Q.  Ur.  Knox  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

April  26, 1418 
Law  Rtvvrte^House  of  Commmu  LIbrarvt 

Qa.  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Ur.  Dane ;  As.  Mr.  J. 

Moriey  AprU  29, 1435 
Lewis    Estate,     Oaltoay  —  Extra  Police, 

Ae.,  Qs.  Mr.  Roche,  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr. 

Bodkin,  Mr.  Sexton ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

AprU  27, 1578  ;  Q.  Mr.  Roche  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  April  30,  1671 
Licensing  Questions  and  Magistrates  (see 

sub-hewing  J^agistraey) 
Limerick — Emergeney  Man,  AUned  Shoot' 

tn^  »y,  Qs.  Mr.  M.  Austin,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 

Darling ;  As.  Ur.  J.  Uotlaj  April  18, 

839 

Lighthouses 
Board  of  Irish  Lights,  Qs.  Mr.  Field  ;  As. 

Ur.  Mondella  April  17,  619 
Briggs  Retjf  Buoy,  Qs.  Colonel  Wariog, 
lb.  Wolir,  Ur.  duwy,  Ur.  T.  U.  Healy, 
Ur. Field;  As.  Ur.  UnndelU  AprU  13, 
838 

Carswai  Point  Jfbghom,  Q.  Ur.  Voung  ; 

A.  Mr.  Mundella  AprU  20,  970 
Grants  in  Aid,  Qs^Ur.  WolfF,  Mr.  Field  ; 

As.  Mr.  UnodeUa  AprU  19,  840 

Looal    Oeveminent   Board,    Oopy  pres. 

AprU  13,  807 
Lough  Ryan,  Shipping  Caeualty  in,  Q.  Mr. 

Sexton  ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  AprU  19,  883 

Lunatir  Asylums 
Belfast  Worhhouee,  Lmnatiet  in,  Qa.  Mr. 

M'Cartan,   Mr.  Sexton;  As.    Mr.  J. 

Morley  AprU  20,  966 ;  Qa.  Ur.  Sexton, 

Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  As.  Ur.  J.  Uorley 

April  30,  1667 
Pvrtrane,  Q.  Mr.  Hayden  'i^.  Ur.  J.  Morley 

AprU  30,  978Digitized  byLjOOglC 
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JMHOtu)  At^lum^—cont. 
Remevai  of  Lunatiet  —  Cate  qf  Jamet 

Co»»\ffe,  Q.  Mr.  D.  SalUvan;  A.  Mr.  J, 

Morle;  Aprd  36,  1410 
Jliekmond  Atylum,  Dubliti,  Qe.  Mr.  W- 

Kenny,  Ur.  T.  M.  Heal;;  As.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  April  19,  196 ;  Q.  Mr.  T.  M. 

Heely;   A.  Mr.  J.  Uorlqr  April  IS, 

342 ;  Q.  Dr.  Keany ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

Apra  20,  990 

Jiadietk  JSOate,  Cimutj/  liirmanagh,  Q.  Kr. 
Dane  ;  A.  Ur.  J.  Horley  April  27, 1680 

Maglttraey 
Antrim    Catholic    Slagittratet,  Q.  Mr. 
Knox  ;  k.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  19,  862 

Deeny,  Mr.-~Lieen£e  Transfer,  Q.  Mr. 
Macartney  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morlev  AprU  19, 
832;  Qb.  Mr.  Butcher,  Mr.  Maina,  Mr. 
Carson  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  23, 
1104 

Grant,  Mr.  Jamet,  Q.  Mr.  W.  JohnBton ;  A. 
Mr,  J.  Morley  AprU  90, 1666 

Segartjf,  Mr. — LiotHoe  Tranter,  Qb.  Dr. 
Tumer,  Mr.  W.  JohnBton,  Mr.  T.  W. 
KdmU  ;  Ab.  Ur.  J.  Moriey  April  19,  848 

(TCmmr,  Mr.  M.  IT.,  Q.  Mr.  Du« ;  A. 
Ur.  J.  Morley  .^^rM  19, 848 

MaUeimu  Burmlngt 
Oaatleiar,  Qb.  Dr.  B.  AmInoM,  Mr.  Flynn ; 
Afl.  Ur.  J.  Uorl^  AprU  10, 16 

Hare  Onutfy,  Q.  Ur.  Sexton ;  A.  Ur.  J. 
Uotley  AprU  19,  886 

Ma»orhanilto>t  Veterimry  Jiupeetor,  Q. 
Mr.  P.  A.  M'Hogh ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Uorley 
AprU  17,  632 

Marhett  and  Fairt  { Weighitu  tff  Cattle)  Act, 
1887,  Betam  ordered  AprU  24, 1328 

3Mleal  Meli^  (see  under  sab-beading  Pt>&r 

Mew  ZOand  Fog  Signal,  Q.  Mr.  M*Cartan ; 
A.  Mr.  Maodella  AprU  12,  210 

Mpnagkan,  CouMty,  Barony  Cotutablet,  J)e- 
fiUeatioiu  ef,  Q<  Mr.  Diaaond ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Uorley  April  30,  1672 

MoofiiaktUtg  Outrage*,  Q.  Ur.  Dane;  A. 
Ur.  J.  Uorlcty  ApHt  26, 1444 

Xienagh  Waterworte  Lean,  Q.  Mr.  P.  J. 
O'Brien ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  30, 
1678 

Orange  Ditturltaneet  in  Cvunty  Antrim,  Qb. 
Mr.  M*CartaQ,  Mr.  Boss,  Ur.  ^xton,  Ur.  W. 
Johnstm  ;  Aa.  Mr.  J.  Uorley  April  13, 197  ; 
Qb.  Mr.  U'Cartan,  Mr.  Dane^  Ur.  Bodkin . 
Ur.  Sexton ;  Ai.  Ur.  J.  Uorley  AprU  19, 
849 

PtitHiamentat^  Voteri — Retvm,  Qs,  Mr.  Mow* 
bray,  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett;  As.  Mr. 
O.  BnaeU  AprU  SO,  1688 

Pkmnim  Park  Orasingi,  Q.  Mr.  Field ;  A. 
Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  April  23, 1103 

Pkmnim  Pork  Vehicular  Tyagle,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy;  Ai.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 
AprU  10,  6 


IMBLAKIt—cont. 

Plert,  OranU  for,  Q.  Sir  T.  Kamonde ;  A. 
Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  April  S7, 1686 

Peliee 

Evietiona.  Pidiee  at,  Q.  Mr.  Knox  ;  A.  Ur> 

J.  Morley  AprU  26,  1443 
Gatteay,  Extra  Police  in,  Q.  Mr.  Boche  ; 

A.  Mr.  J,  Morley  AprU  2S,  1093 ;  Qs- 

Mr.  Roche,  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr.  Bodkin, 

Mr.  Sexton  ;  As.  Ur.  J.  Morley  AprU  27, 

1678;  Q.  Ur.  Boehe  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Uorley 

April  80, 1671 
Qweedore  Biitriet  Sitturhaneei,  Qsu  Ur. 

Barton,  Ur.  T.  D.  BoUiTan,  Ur.  T.  W. 

Bnssell,  Mr.  Bartley  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Uorley, 

AprU  10, 18 
Lurgan — Complaint  againat  a  Putieemani 

Q.  Mr.  E.  M'HoKh ;  A.  Ur.  J.  Uorley 

AprU  10,  17 
Mullany,  Eas-Conetahle,  Q.  Colonel  Nolan  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  24,  1234 
^re»gth  of,  Q.  Mr.  Dane ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Uorl^ 

AprU  26,  1444 
Westferd  CoiuUy,  Extra  Peliee  in,  Q.  Ur. 

T.  Healy ;  A.  Ur.  J.  Uorley  AprU  12, 

207 

Poor  Law 

Be^tttt  Iittnatice(mB  sab-hORding  Zmnatic 
Aeylume) 

OtetlMayney  MUk  Contract.  Q.  Mr.  W. 
J(dmBton:  A.  Mr.  J.  Uorley  AprUia^ 
166t 

ClanakUty  Union  —  Caae   ef  Comeliua 

DriteoH,  Q.  Mr.  Hayden ;   A.  Ur.  J. 

Morley  AprU  24,  1226 
Biapeniary  Committeei,  Q.  Mr,  Bodkin  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  12,  185  ;  Qb. 

Mr.  P.  A.  M'Hngh,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  As.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  AprU  IS,  322 
Jhiblin  Union  PreMptt,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Kenny ; 

A,  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  12,  191 
Finaneial  PoeUion  of  Unions,  Qs.  Mr.  Boea, 

Mr.  Sexton,  Ur.  T.  W.  BumU  ;  A*.  Ur. 

J.  Morley  AprU  12, 188 
Kenmare   Onardians'   SUetian,  Q.  Ur. 

Kilbride ;  A.  Ur.  J.  Uorley  April  SS, 

1098 

KUlamey  U nion.  Financial  Omdition  of, 

Qa.  Mr.  T.  W.  BuBaell,  Ur.  Sexton,  Sir 

T.  Esmonde,  Mr.  Bodkin  ;  Aa.  Ur.  J. 

Morley  AprU  28, 1091 
Labowreri  Cottaget  (see  that  sab-beading) 
Zetteriennp     Onardiane,    Q».   Ur.  A. 
'  O'Connor,  Mr.    Sexton;   As.  Ur.  J. 

Uorley  AprU  26,  1413 
Medieal  Beli^,  Q.  Mr.  A.  COunnor;  A. 

Ur.  J.  Moriciy  AprU  26, 1413 
Ifenagk  0»ardiana^WaterworheZ»an,  Q. 

Ur.  P.  J.  CBrien ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 

AprU  30, 1678 
Bemoral  of  Lunatio—Cate  ^  Jamet  Cem^ 

nige,  Q.  Ur.  D.  SolUvan ;  A.  Ur.  J. 

Uorley  AprU  26,  1410 
Titam   Quardiantkip   JUtputo,  Q.  Ur. 

Boche  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Mori«y  AprU  19,  880 

Poor  Mateo— Knight  of  Xerrv,  Qs.  Ur. 
Kilbride.  Mr.  Bodkin ;  .  Aa.  lb.  J. 
Uoriey  AprU  ^*#|#by  UOOgle 
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Pott  Offiof 

American  Mail  Routet,  Qb.  Captoia 
Donelaa,  Mr.  Dane,  Mr.  Field  ;  As.  Mr.  A. 
Morley  April  19,844 

Ameriean  Mail  Service,  Betnm  pits. 
April  16»  {>92 

BaUintvre  Mailt,  Q.  Ur.  Gilhooty  ;  A.  Mr. 
A.  Morley  April  20,  98S 

Cattle  Core  Arrangement*,  Q.  Mr.  Kil- 
bride ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  AprU  36,  1488 

Cork,  Wett,  Qe.  Mr.  E.  Barry ;  As.  Mr.  A. 
Morley  April\0,n 

Corh,  Bandmt,  and  South  Coatt  Sailtoay, 
Q.  Mr.  Gilhooly;  A.  Mr.  Mandetla 
AyrU  13.  831 ;  Q.  Ur.  OUbooW ;  A.  Mr. 
A.  Uorley  AprU  19,  830 

JhiUijt—SBeond  JOieisUm  Clerkt,  Q.  Ur. 
Haydeo  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  April  20, 974 

Jhiblin  Telegraph  DepaHiuent,  Qa.  Mr. 
Field  ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Morley  AprU  20,  965, 
966 

Ennitkillen  Aceommodatlvn,  Q.  Mr.  Dane; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  AprU  20,  969 
London  and  Huhlln  .VaU  Service,  Qb.  Mr. 

Clancy  ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Morley  AprU  12,  206 
Zcuitbui^k    Tetegraph    Office,    Q.  Dr. 

Ambrose;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morii^  Apra  24, 

1227  3     f  * 

Portadoum,  Q.  Colonel  Saondenon ;  A.  Mr* 

A.  Morley  AprU  12, 192 
Stokettmmand  JElpiin  Arranffementt,  Q. 

Ur.  Bodkin  ;  A.  Ur.  A.  Uorley  AprU  U3, 

1077 

Telegraph  Empioifet,  Q.  Mr.  Knox ;  A.  Ur. 
A.  Morley  AprU  19,  863 

Pritont 

Bundalk— Sanitary  Intpeetor   of  jVai- 

taneet,  Qs.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  j  As.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  AprU  10,  4 
Lady  VitUort,  Q.  Mr.  Webb ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  AprU  20,  970 
Warder  Barrett,  Q.  Colonel  Nolan;  A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  April  24, 1224 

gueen'e  CeUeyee,  Pritfetwrt  in,  Q.  Dr. 
Kenny ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbot  AprU  20l 
987 

R&Uwayt 

AekUl  Sound,  Q.  Dr.  R.  Ambrose ;  A.  Sir 

J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  17,  635 
Cork,  Bandon,  and  South  Coast,  Q.  Mr- 

CHlhooly ;  A.  Mr.  Uondolla  April  IS. 

331;    Q.  Mr.  Oltbooly;   A.  Ur.  A. 

Morley  AprU  19,  830 

Brumthanio  StatUmmaMerf  Qb.  Ur.  Tnllyv 

Ur.  P.  A.   U'Rngh;  As.  Ur.  Bnrt 

April  36, 1440 
Levd  Crovdmg^Qrea*  ITortkem  Batluaf, 

Q.  Ur.  Dane  ;  A.  Ur.  Unndella  AprUiO, 

969 

London  and  Xitrth  Wrttern — Soldiert  on 

Irith  MaU  BoaU,  Q.  Major  Rasch ;  A. 

Ur.  Burt  AprU  26, 1486 
Mi»ed  TVwiM  ietweeit  BabUn  and  Bre^ 

gheda,  Qs.  Ur.  Ctaocy;  At.  Ur.  Unn- 

dclU^d/rtt  13,206 

[eoHt. 
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Sehtill  and  Skihhereen  Light  BaUvoay^  Q. 
Mr.  Field  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  10, 
29 

Sligo,  Leitrim,  and  Northern  Ctmntiet,  Qa. 

Mr.  Wolff,  Ur.  Jordan,  Mr.  Sarton,  Ur. 

Dane,  Ur.  Jackson ;  As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hlb^ 

bert  AprU  36,  1429 
Southern  Bailtoay  BUI.  Q.  Ur.  Field;  A. 

Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  19,  827 
Tralee  and  Bingle,  Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde ;  A. 

Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  12, 184 

Baihdrum    Water    Suppiy,    Q.   Mr.  J. 
O'Connor  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  18,  ^8 

Jtegutration  qf  TUle  Act 
Bnhlin—CM^f  Clerk,  Q.  Mr.  M'Cartui;  A. 

Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  16,  457 
BnUin  Union  Preeej^t,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Kenny  j 

A.  Mr.  J.  Uorley  April  12, 191 
«  3WUh  T.  Orr,"  Q.  Ur.  Dane ;  A.  Ur.  J. 

Uorley  AprU  30, 1666 

Jtegtttratlon  qfTUlet  Betnm  ordered  AprUM, 
1328 

Begiitry  of  Bead*  Qffiee,  Q.  Ur.  CUmey ;  A. 

Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Jjrrj2  16,  453 
BegUtrjf  ^  Beeii  Office  Superannuation, 

Copy  ordered  and  pres.  AprU  10. 112 
Small   Holdings,    Bea.    (Colonel  Nolan) 

AprU  13.  398 
Southern  SaUway  BUI,  Q.  kr.  Field  ;  A.  Sir 

J.  T.  Hibbert  JpWM  9,  827 
Speneer  Dock,  Q.  Mr.  Tuite  ;  A.  Ur.  Moodella 

AprU  12,  200 
Tithe  Rent'Charge  Arrears,  Qb.  Ur.Oibney, 

Mr.  T.  M,  Healy,  Mr.  Sexton ;  As.  Ut.  J. 

Morley  April  30, 1670 
<•  TbrUh  V.  Orr,"  Q.  Ur.  Dane ;  A.  Ur.  J. 

Morley  .4;irt/  80,  1666 
Valentia  Idand  Boattlipt,  Q.  Mr.  Kilbride  ; 

A.  Ur.  J.  Uorley  AprU  26»  1433 
Ventry  Harbour  Workt,  Q.  Sir  T.  Bamonde ; 

A.  Ur.  J.  Uorley  AprU  36, 143S  • 
Veterinary  CaOege,  Prepoeed,  Q.  Ur.  V 

Johnston ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  18,  S36 
Wexford  Spring  Atsixes—Bwreaee  in  Crime, 

Qs.  Mr.  Tbomas  HeaW,  Ur.  Sexbm ;  As. 

Mr.  J.  TAatlQj  April  16,  458 
Writs  of  Summ«n*et~Bittrict  Registries, 

Q.  Mr.  M'Cartan;   A.  Mr.  J.  U<H-ley 

AprU  37, 1684 

Iriih  SdvMtioB  Aot  (1888)  Amsndment 

c.  Older  for  SB.  wgKdvtA  AprU  18, 437 

Ibajlcson,  Vr.  F.  W.,  Tower  Hamletg, 
Stepney 

Ways  Mid  Ueans  •— Financial  Statement, 
Com.,  1168, 1187 

Jacks,  Mr.  Stirlingskire 
Industrial  Acddents  and    the  "Labour 

Gazette,"  1074 
Standing  Conunittee 

•  Dig 
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Jackson,  Right  Hon.  W.  Leeds, 

Cork— Mnnter  of  ft  Gftretaker,  1106 

Hamlet,  St.  SIIm'  Bohooli,  1BT9 

TUktj  Batimat«8  —  ShipboildlDg,  Bepftirs, 

aiM  UalntenftDoe— pBncainel,  2B9 
Sligo,  Leltrlm,  and  yorthern  Coantles  Ball- 
,     way, 1430 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  Com.. 
1167, 1169.  1171, 1172,  1178, 1174, 1175 

James,   Right    Hon.    Sir   H.,  Bur^f 
Lancashire 

Period  of  Qualification  and  BlectlcMiB  BUI, 

389,  843,  1453 
Private  BiUs,  Cost  of,  33 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Be*.,  709 

JsBB,  Mr.  R.  C,  Cambridge  University 

BstabllihedChnrcb  (Wales)  Bill.  Motion  for 
Leave,  1722 

jBFFBETa,  Mr.  A.  F.,IfantSy  Basingstoke 
Canadian  Cattle  Importation,  1067 
Contagions  DiseaMs  among  the  Troops,  988 
District  Coondla,  1223 

Harking  of  Foreign  and  Colonial  Meat.  26. 
859 

Wan  and   Means  —  Financial  Htatemmt, 
Com..  B40,  1188,  1816 

Jersey,  Earl  of 
"Costa  Blca  Fteket,"  FetiUon  pKs.,  818 

Jobnson-Ferouson,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Leices- 
ter^ Loughborough 
Ways  lud   Meant  —  Finandid  Statement, 
Q>m.,.1190 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast^  S. 
^  Dogs  Bill,  2R.,  1781 . 

*  BstaUishod  Chnrch  (Wales)  Bill— Motion  for 
Leaver  1699,  1700 
Bvlcted  Tenants  (Ii«land)  BlU,  2R.,  1203 

Ireland 

Anan  Islands,  Destltntlon  In,  884 
Castleblayney  Union  HBk  Contract,  1659 
Cork's— Mnrder  of  a  Qiretaker,  1107 
CorkStnet  Preacheri— Case  of  MnWIUfftms. 
1415 

Deed  Stamping,  1216 
arant,  Mr.  J.,  Magistrate.  1666 
Hegarty,  Mr.,  Magistrate,  848 
Land  Acts — Select  Committee,  398 
Orange  Disturbances  in  Coanty  Antrim,  198 
Small  Holding^  Bes.,  404 
Veterinary  Coll^,  Proposed,  326 
Ladies'  Gallery.  1449 
Liqoor  Traffic  (1^1  Veto)  BiU,  1326 
BeligioQS  Tssts  <lreland)  Bill,  3B.,  B88, 1203, 
1826 

Solicitors  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,426 
Uganda— Sir  Ct.  Portal's  Report,  340 


Johnstone,  Mr,  J.  H.,  Sussex^  Hor- 
sham 

Sossex  Paiiiamentary  Electors'  Betnra,  621 

Jones,  Major  E.  R.,  Carmarthen^ 

Established  Chnich  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
Laare,  1489.  1745 

Jones,  Mr.  D.  B.,  Gloucester^  Stroud 
Harewood       Magistrates'  Clerk,  162 
Btzood  School  Board,  1S2S 

Jordan,  Mr.  J,,  Meath^  S. 

Sligo,    Leitrim,  and    Nortfaein  Counties 
Railway.  1480 

Justices  of  the  Peace  (see  under  title 
Law,  ^e. — Magistrates) 

KAY  -  SHUTTLEWOKTH.  Right 
Hon.  Sir  U.  J.  (Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty),  Lancashire,  Clitheroe 

Africa— H.M.  Ships  Stationed  on  the  East 
Coast,  1214 

Contracts 

Bolts  and  Nnts,  973 

Catlerr,  187 

Trade  Union  W^ea,  617 
Coorts  Martial  — Offiom  of  the  Royal 

Marines,  1447 

Dockyaids^Furdgn  Officers  Visiting,  1461 
Early  BComlng  Work  on  H.M.  Ships  at 

Portamonth,  98S 
Ezpenditare  at  Home  Naval  Establishments! 

465 

Nsvy  Estimates 
Aimonr  Plates,  289 
Manning,  60,  61, 101 

Shipbuilding.  Repairs,  and  M^ntenanee^ 
Personnel,  60,  61,  68,  69,  70,  81,  87,  254, 

280 

Warrant  Officers,  S96 
Officers— Ez-Offioers'  Uniforms,  612 
PabUc  Press  Relations,  214 
Seamen  and  Stokers,  1674 
Warren  Hastings  Island— Loss  of  the  "  Bbdr 

Athole,"  862 

Kbarlbt,  Mr.  H.  Devouport 
Barradcs,  Baglan— Sewage  OntfaU.  191 
Naval  AUotmsnta,  Fsynwnt  o^  1316 
Navy  Estlmfttes 

Manning.  72 

Warrant  Officers,  396 

KsNNAWAT,  Sir  J,  H.,  Devon,  Homton 
Locomotive  Threshing  Engines  BIU.  Intro., 
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Kennt,  Dr.  J.  Bs,  Dublin,  CoOegt 
Green 

Ireland 

Qaeea'B  CoU^es,  Pntfeflson  Id^  967 
Bichmond    LnoBtic    Asylum  Building 
Scheme,  990. 

Kbhnt,  Mr.       Dublin^  St.  Stephen' $ 

Dnblin— Bichmond  Aqrlnm,  196 
DaUin  Union  Precepts,  191 
Land  Tenure  Gi«lAnd)  Bill,  2B.,  129, 180 
Straw  Bottle-Envelopes,  Imports  of»  24 

KBMTON-S1.AHBT,  Colonel  W., 
tkire,  Newport 

Warn  and  Heani  —  Financial  Statement, 
Com.  1186 

Kilbride,  Mr.  D.,  Kerry^  S. 
Ireland 

Castle  Cove  Portal  Arrangements,  11S8 
Evictions— Bsthdine,  Coant?  Longford, 
829 

Kenmare  Poor  Law  Ghuidians'  Election, 
1098 

Kilpedder   Pettj  Sessions  Court,  1481, 
1670 

Knight  of  Kerry  and  the  Poor  Bate,  1482 
Latwnier^    Cottages,    Strabane  Union, 
202 

Talentia  kland  Boatslipa^  1484 
Und  Tennze  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.,  114, 141 

KIMBERLEY,  Earl  op  (Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  AffairB)  , 
Behring  Sea  Awaid  BlU,  2B.,  174;  Com., 
448 

"  Coeta  Bica  Packet,"  Petition  pres.,  81S 
Lnccombe  and  Stoke-Pero^  School  Accommo- 
dation at,  441 

KiNLOCH,  Sir  J.  G.  S.,  Perth,  E. 
Scotch  ICagistrates— Appointment  Fees,  190 

KNA.TCHBULL-HnOE88BH,     Mr.   H.  T. 

KeiUf  Faveriham 
Wales— Inteimediate  Education.  620 

Knowles,  Mr.  Lees,  Sa^ord,  W. 
Free  Education  at  Atherton,  1090 
Plumbers'  Registration  Bill,  2B.,  805 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Bes.,  1021 

Knox,  Mr.  E.  F.  V.,  Cavan,  W» 
Becbnanaland  Protectorate,  186 
Ireland 

Antrim  Catholic  Magistrates,  863 
Budget  Fnposds-Eitirte  Duty,  1681 


Knox,  Mr.  E,  F.  Y.— eoiif. 
Iieland — eoiA. 
Cavan  Land  Commission— -Mr.  Bomford, 

&c.,  185.  221,  661, 1416 
Lanesborongh  Estate— Case  of  T.  BoUnd, 
141S 

Police  at  Evictions,  1442 
Telegraph  Employ^  862 

Labocchbre,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 
Caithness  Volunteer  ArtUlery  Corps,  1684 
Hatabeleland  Settlemoit,  6M,  627 
Procedure  of  Parliament  Amendment  BIU, 

Intro.,  1337 
Saxe-CobuTg,  Duke  of  (Anrndty),  Bes.,  ira7i 
1046 

Telephone  Companies,  1660 
Oganda— Sir  O.  Portal's  Beport,  840 

Labour  Commitriony  Co$t  of 
Q.  Mr.  Benn ;  A.  Sir  J.T.  Hibbert  AprU  27, 
1676 

Labour  Department 
Amhulanee  IiutruetuMt,  Q.  Sir  J.  Leng  ;  A. 

Mr.  G.  Ruseell  April  19,  824 
Beir*  Match  Factory  Strike— ProteetUio*  qf 

£Uen  Coaway,  Qb.  Mr.  Maodonald;  As. 

Mr.  Asquith  AprU  16, 467 
Bootle  Jute  Companv'i  Works,  Strike  at,  Q. 

Colonel  Sandys ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  April  10, 

14 

Dock  Zabourert,  Unemployed,  Qb.  Mr.  K. 

Hardie,  Mr.  Havelock  Wilson ;  As.  Mr. 

Burt  AprU  26, 1407 
Industrial  AeeidetUs,  Q.  Mr.  Jacks  ;  A.  Mr* 

Mundella  April  23,  1074 
"Labour  Gasette,"  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent; 

A.  Mr,   Mundella  AprU    16,   454 ;  Qs. 

Colonel  H.  Vincent,  Mr.  G.  Bowles,  Mr. 

Bartley ;  As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Sir  W.  Har- 

court  AprU  20,  976  ;  Q.  Mr.  Jaciks;  A.  Mr. 

Mundella  AprU  2a,  1074 

Trade  Union  Wages  and  Government 
Contracts,  Qs.  Mr.  Fenwick  ;  As.  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman  AprU  10,  9  ;  Q.  Mr.  Cald- 
well ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shnttleworth  AprU  17, 
616 

Labourers'  Cottages  in  Ireland  (see 
under  IbelanI)) 

Ladies'  Gallery  (see  under  Parliament) 

Lambbbt,  Mr.  G.,  Devon,  South  MolUm, 
Poor  Law  Amendment  Bill,  Intro.,  748 

Lamp  Oils  (see  Petroleum  Acts) 


Lancashire  Local  Courts 
i. 
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Q.  Mr.  W.  Long ;  A.  Mr.  O.  Bnssell  AprU  26, 
1439 
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Land  Acts  {Ireiand)^  Select  Committee 
(see  under  Ireland) 

Land  Tenure  drelaad)  Bill 

c.  Bead  2*  Aj/rU  11, 114 
Com. ;  fi.P.  April  12,  806 

Land  Tranifor  Bill 

Z.  Pres.,  Lend  Chancellor ;  Bead  !■  .4»ril  12, 
182 

Bead  a*  AprU  Si,  1207 

Land  Valves,  Taxe$  on 

Qs.  Mr.  Dalziel.  Hr.  H.  L.  W.  Lawaon ;  Aa. 
Blr  W.  Haioonrt  AprU  23, 1108 

Lauderdale,  Earl  of 
VoD  Eranse'a  Petition,  1404 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 

Albriffkton  Petty  SeMtiem—Cate  of  Sir  W- 

W.  WynihJ.P.,  Q.  Mr. A.  C.  Morton  ;  A. 

Mr.Afiquith  AprU  30,  1673 
Aitizet  Sdief  Act,  Q.  Mr.  P.  Williams;  A. 

Mr.  AsquiUi  April  23,  1090 
Bell't  Match  Factory  Strike-^Proteeutiim  of 

mien  Convay,  Qa.  Mr.  Hacdonald ;  As.  Hr. 

Asquitb  April  16,  467 
Cab  Dricers,  Protecvtion*  againtt,  Qs.  Mr. 

Lough,  Mr.  Hartley ;  As.  Mr.  G.  Russell 

AprU  26,  1419 
Cfiildren,  Imprismmmt  of  Q.  Hr.  Picltert- 

giU  ;  A.  Mr.  Aaqnltii  Aprit  23, 1009 
JMroree  and  Matrimonial  Caiuet,  Betom 

pres.  AprU  16,  S92 
OuUdkall,  Siuinga  of  tht  High  Court,  Q. 

Mr.  Greene  ;  A.  Mr.  G.  Rusaell  AprU  19, 

826 

Laneaakire  Local  Courts,  Q.  Mr.  W.Long; 

A.  Hr.  G.  Russell  April  26,  1429 
Law  Queers  of  tke  Crown — Fees,  Qs.  Mr.  P. 

WUnams,  Mr.  Hanbury,  Mr,  G,  Murray ; 

As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 

AprU  30, 1682 

Mdgistratet 

AppointmcAt  Feet,  Q.  Mr.  Faninbarson ; 

A.  Mr.  Asquith  AprU  10,  11 ;  Q.  Sir 

J.   Kiuloch;    A.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfonr 

AprU  12, 190 
AppoitUntetttg,  Qs.  Hr.  A.  C.  Morton,  Mr. 

Uaolure  ;  As.  Mr.  Asqnith  AprU  12, 207 ; 

Q.  Mr.  Dodd ;  A.  Mr.  Aiqaitli  AprU  SO, 

1665 

£ueMl,  Mr.  Bohort,  Qs.  Mr.  Powell 

Williams,  Mr.  Hartley,  Mr.  Tomlinaon ; 

As.  Hr.  Asqnith  AprU  12, 189 
Harmeoed  End  Magittratet'  Clurh,  Q.  Mr. 

Brynmor    Jones ;     A.     Mr.  Asquith 

AprU  12, 182 
Her^rd«hire—CUrJu  of  the  Peace,  Q. 

Mr.  Dodd ;  A.  Hr.  G.  Bossell  Aprit  19, 

826 

J%ttioct  CFeot),  Betnm  pro.  AprU  19,  95fi 
Lieeming  (see  that  title) 
IFyiMi,  Sir  W,  W.,  Q.  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton  ; 
A.  Mr.  Aaqaith  AprU  30.  1678 

[eont. 


Lam  and  Juttieo  and  P^ioe—wat. 

JPfottiiuia»  Slweution,  Q.  Hr.  Ballantyne  ; 
A.  Hr.  G.  BosseU  AprU  18,  8SS 

Potiee 

Counties  and  Borongke,  Paper  pres. ;  to  be 

printed  AprU  23, 1204 
Maropolitm  Poliee  Uniforwu,  Q.  Mr.  £. 

H.  Bayley  ;  A.  Hr.  Asqaiih  AprU  U, 

187 

Whiting,  Comtable,  Q.  Hr.  W.  P.  I>. 
Smith  ;  A.  Hr.  O.  BoaseH  April  26, 
1422 

Prisons 

Lady  Visitors,  Q.  Mr.  Picker^ll ;  A.  Mr,G. 
Bossell  AprU  13.  331 ;  Q.  Hr.  Pickeia- 
gill ;  A.  Mr.  Asqnith  AprU  17. 631 

Metropolis,  Accommodation  in,  Q.  Mr.  A. 
C.  Morton ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  AprU  19, 
8fiS ;  a  Hr.  Pi<^envUl ;  A.  Hr.  Aiqitith 
April  23. 1100 

O^oert  Pnuionif  Q.  Hr.  Mildmay ;  A.  Hr. 

G.  BnaseU  April  36,  1468 
Saek  Making,  Q.  Colonel  Sandys;  A.  Hr. 

Asquith  April  10, 14 

Wales 

Drunken   PuMieans,  Prosecution  qf,  Q. 

Sir  G.  Osborne  Hoigan ;  A.  Hr.  Aaqaith 

AprU  10.  8 
Neweastle  •  Emli/n  County  Court  BmUiff, 

Assault  OH,  Q.  Mr.  Griffith-Boscawen ; 

A.  Hr.  Asquith  AprU  23, 1076 

Law  Library,  Four  Courts  (/refaiuf)— 
Advances 

Com.  AprU  11,  171 ;   Beported  AprU  18, 

306 

Law  library,  Four  Courta  CIreUnd) 
BiU 

e.  Read  2»  AprU  10,  111 

Com. ;  Reported  April  16,  S8S 

As  amended.  Con. ;  Bead  8*,  and  piimfid 
April  19.  965 
I.  Bead  1*  April  20,  964 

Read  2-  AprU  24,  1210 

Com. ;  Reported  AprU  26, 1404 

Read  3*,  and  passed  April  27, 1574 

Iaw  of  Inheritanee  Amendmeat  Bill 

SB.  negatived  AprU  26,  1886 

LAWBBiroBf  Mr.  W.  Ltverpoot, 
Abereromi^ 

Unnda  —  British  Bast  Africa  Company's 
TieMies,1091 

Lawsoh,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  Gloucester, 
Greneester 
Land  VatttBS,  Taxes  on,  1103 
Leaseholdm  (Porchase  of  Fee  Simple)  Bill, 

Intro^  1068 
HiUbank  Frlsoa  Bite,  1422 

Dioiti 
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Lawson,  Mr.  J.  Grant,  York,  N.R., 
Thirsk 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Bes.,  686 
Ways  and  Means— Fliuuiolal  BtatenMDt, 
124S,  1249,  1878 

Lba,  Sir  T.|  Londonderry^  S, 
Bidiier's  School,  Magheralelt,  464 

Leasehold  Property  Bill 

e,  Intro.,  Mr.  Field  ;  Read  1*  April  13,  427 

Leueholdtn  (Porohue  of  Tao  Bimpla) 

BiU 

0.  Intro.,  Ur.  H.  L.  W.  Lavnon;  Bead  1° 
■  Jj>ra20,  1068 

Lbgrkers,  Sir  E.  A.  H.,  Worceater- 
thiref  Eveaham 
Agricultm»l  Depreadon,  224 

LEFEVRE,  Right  Hon.  a.  J.  SHAW- 

(Fresident  of  the  Local  GovernmeDt 
Board),  Bradfordj  Central 

Barnet  Local  Board  District,  142S 

Birkenhead  Onardians  and  the  National  Dock 
Labonrem'  Union,  1102 

Burial  Boards  and  the  Ixtcal  GoTemment 
Act,  1443 

District  Coandls,  1224 

Equalisation  of  Bates  (London)  Bill,  224,  634 

Hackney  Union  Sduol  at  Brentwood— 
Cruelty  to  Children,  1416 

Horses,  Led,  636 

Kew  Pariah  Boandaries,  1099 

OakingtOD  Orerseers,  1678 

Parliamentary  Begiaters,  1427 

Parochial  Electors  (Begistration  Accelera- 
tion) BiU,  859 ;  Motion  for  Leave,  864 ; 
2B.,  1779 

Private  Bill  Beports,  1442 

Bhyl  Poor  Belief  AdmlnlBtration,  1407 

Bnabtm,  Insanitary  Condition  of,  610 

Bnssex  Parliamentary  Electors'  Be  tarn,  621 

Tehiunlar  Lighting  ResnlatlonB,  1101 

Vestry  Meetings,  U46 

Wandsworth  and  Ctapbam  Union— Poor 
Belief  under  False  Pretences,  338 

Leoh,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Lancashire,  S.W^ 
NewUm 
Mines  (Eight  Honii)  BUI,  2B.,  18S0 

Leiohton,     Mr.      S.,  Skroptkire, 
Oneeitry 
Bdncation  Co^  887 

Rstobliihed  Chnreh  (Wales)  Bill,  Modoa  tor 
Leave,  1777 


LisNO,  Sir  J.,  Dundee 
Ambulance  Instruction,  824  . 
Xaval  Ex-Officen'  Uniforms,  611,  612 
Wm  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  1166; 
Com^  1166 

Lewis,  Mr.  J.  Herbert,  Flinty  S^c. 
Sstablished  Chnreh  (Wales)  Bill,  1761,  1762 

Licensing 

Oeeational  Lieewei,  Q.  SlrW.Lawwm;  A. 

Sir  W.  Harcourt  April  19,  866 
Walet-^Xhunken  PuUieaiu,  Protecution  nf, 

Q.  Sir  a.  Oabbrne  Morgan  ;  A.  Mr.  Aaqnith 

AprU  10,  8 

LindtatioB  of  Aotioiu  BiU 

I.  Read  2«  AprU  16,  444 

Com. ;  Reported  ;  Re-com.  to  Standing  Com. 
Apra  24,  1206 

Liquor  Traffic  {Local  Veto)  Bill 

Qs.  Mr.  Hartley.  Mr.  W.  Johnston;  At.  Sir 
W.  Harcourt  April  24, 1225 

LitboH  Treaty  Series  {No.  9, 1894) 
Copy  pres.  AprU  18,  428 

Little,  Mr.T.  S.,  Whitehaven 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Bes.,  1026 . 

Liverpool  Telegraph  Office 
{Sae  under  Pott  Offieey 

Llotd-George,  Mr.  D.,  Carnarvon^ 
Established  Church    (Wales)    Bill,  220; 
Motion  for  Leave,  1690,  1691,  1683,  1694, 
1696,  1697,  1699,  1700,  I7I3 

Llotd,  Mr.  W.,  Wednesbury 
Naval  Contracts— Bc^ts  and  Kuts,  971 

Local  Court  of  Bankruptcy  (Zreland)  BiU 

e.  Intro.,  Mr.  M'Cartan  ;  Bead  1*  AprU  26, 1661 

Local  Government  Acty  1888 
Copy  pres.  AprU  10, 113 

Local  Government  Aetf  1894 
Surial  Board*,  Q.  Mr.  C.  WiUiama  ;  A.  Mr. 

Shaw-Lefevre  AprU  26, 1442 
New  Diitriet  CouneiUf  Q.  Mr.  Jefteys ;  A. 

Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  AprU  24, 1223 
Parish  SoHitdaries,  Q.  Mr.  Bankin  ;  A.  Mr. 

Shaw-Lefevre  April  23,  1099 

VeHrp  Meetingty  Q.  Mr.  Thornton ;  A.  Mr 
Shaw-Lefevre  AprU  26, 1446 

LOCAL  OOTXKVHBVT  BOARD 

President — Mr.  Shaw-Lefetbr 
Secretary— Sir  W.  Fostbb 
Barnet  Local  Board  district,  Q.  Mr.  T. 
Qibfat;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevxe  AprU 


1425 
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LOCAL  GOVERyMJSyr  BOARD— oatA^ 

Sirkenkead  Gtiardiant  and  the  Ifational 
Doek  Labourers*  Utdo*,  Q.  Mr.  M.  Aostin; 
A.  Mr.  Shftw-Leferre  AjirU  23, 1102 

Cinndar  Letter*.  Betnrn  ordered  AprU  19, 

Hackney    Union  School  at  SreHtvMod  — 

Alleged  Cruelty,  Q.  6ir  C.  Cameron ;  A. 

Mr.  Shaw.Lefenc  April  26, 1416 
Horse*,  Led,  Q.  Mr.  J.  Bomi ;  A.  Hr.  Sbaw- 

Lefevre  April  17,  625 
London.  Dittriet  Surveyor*,  Q.  Hr.  Weir  ;  A. 

Mr.  Asquith  April  30,  1673 
JVrw  i%zri<A  Boundarie*,  Q.  Mr.  BanUn ;  A. 

Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  AprU  23, 1098 
Oakington  Overeeer*,  Q.  Mr.  P.  Stanhope ; 

A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  April  SO,  1677 
Jlhyl  Poor  Law  Jieli^  AdMini^ration,  Q. 

Mr.  K.  Hardie;  A.  Mr,  Shaw-Lefevre 

April  26,  1407 
Buabonj  In*anitary  CentUtion  of,  Q.  Sir  G. 

Osborne  Moiigsn ;  A.  U r.  Shaw^tefevre 

AprU  17, 610 
Vaeeiauttion  (see  that  title) 
Vehicular    Lighting   BegulatUnUt  Q.  Mr. 

Mount  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Leferre  April  23, 

1100 

Vettry  Meeting*,  Q.  Mr.  Thornton  ;  A.  Mr. 

Shaw-Lefevre  AprU  26,  li46 
WandetcoTth  and    Clap  ham  Union — Poor 

Belief   under   IiU*e  Pretence*,  Q.  Mr. 

Boundell ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  AprU  IS, 


looalOoremiiLent  (Ireland)  Fraritioiial 
Order  Billi 
CVa2} 

IT.  Reported  AprU  12,  806 
Bead  8*,  and  paned  AprU  13,  426 

I.  Bead    AprU  16,4S4 
Bead  2>  AprU  27, 1S74 
Com. ;  Beporled  ;  Standing  Com.  negatived 
AprU  30, 1668 

OTo.  3) 

tf.  Bead2'  April  10,111 
Heported  AprU  19, 956 
Bead  S*,  and  pa8Bed'.J/rrt/  SO,  1067 

I.  Bead  !■  AprU  23,  1072 

(Ho.  4) 

tf.  Read  2°  .4;>rU  17,  746 
Reported  AprU  26, 1549 
Read  3',  and  passed  AprU  27, 1636 

I.  Bead  1'  AprU  30,  1668 

(Ho.  6) 

C.Intro.,  Mr.  J.  Horlej;  Read  1"  ApHl  17, 
747 

itt$drAprU2i,  1S27 
(Ho.  6) 

f,  Intoo.,  Mr.  J.  Uatlej;  Bead  1*  AprU  26, 
1660 

[0«tf. 


(Ho.  7) 

c.  Intnk.  Hr.  J.  Morloy;  Bead  1**  36, 
1660 

(Ho.  8) 

0.  Intio.,  Mr.  J.  Morler ;  Bead  1*  AprU  36^ 

1S60 

Local  OoTcnunont  Proriiioiial  Order 
BUli 

(Ho.1) 

Read  1-  AprU  10,  4 

(Ho.  3) 

e.  Beported  AprU  19,956 

Bead  3%  and  paved  AprU  30,  1067 

1.  Bead  1»  38, 1072 

(Ho.  4) 

Bead  2*  AprU  16,  810 

Bead     and  pasted  AprU  30, 1788 

(Ho.  5> 

(T.  Bead  2*  AprU  17,  746 

(Ho.  8) 

e.  Intro,  Sir  W.  Foster ;  Read  1«  ^dWI  26, 
1661 

CHo.  7) 

0.  Intro.,  Sir  W.  Foster ;  Bead  1"  AprU  26, 
1561 

Local  OoTemment  ProTirional  Order 
(Houdnff  of  Working  CfUuses)  Bill 

/.  Bead  1>  AprU  10,  4 

Local  OoTemment  (Seotlai^  Bill 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  (Sir  Q.  TrBvehraii)  :  Bead  1* 
AprU  27,  1613 

Local  Taxation 

Goremment     Propettv,     Return  ordered 
AprU  19,  966 

Lock  WOOD,  ColoDel       JSssex^  £pping 
Army  (Aanoat)  Bill,  Com,  573,^677 
Discharged  Soldiers,  Grievances  of^  S36 
Waltham  Abbey  Powder  Factory  ExploBion. 
3S8 

LocofflotiTe  Threahing  Inginoi  Bill 

e,  Intro.,  Sir  J.  Keonaway  ;  Bead  1*  April  SO, 
1068 


London  (see  Mttropolig)--  i 
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LONDOK,  Bishop  of  ' 

Endowed  SchooU  Act,  1809,  and  Amending 
Acta,  and  Webb  Intermediate  Bdacfttion 
Act,  18A9  (Scheme  tor  the  Oonaty  of  Flint), 
Bei.603 

Xondon  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill 

«.  Select  Com.  nominated  April  16,  590 

Discharges  from,  and  Additions  to.  Com, 
AprUM,  120S 

LoNDOHDEBRT,  Marquess  of 

Ireland— Agrarian  Crimes— Murder  of  a  Care- 
taker, IQTO,  1071,  1SB8,  1W5,  1B&8,  1659. 
1660, 1568 

Long,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Liverpool^  We$i 
Derby 

Auricoltoral  Depression,  352,  354 

NewEstate  Doty,  1103 

Parochial  Electors  (Registratton  Acceleration) 

BiU,  859  ;  SB..  1780 
Ways  and  Ueans— Financial  Statement,Com., 

M5 

LoBO  Adtocatb — "iSx,  J.  B.  Balvoub 

LoBD  Chancsllob — ^Lord  Hzbscbxix 

£o<tefy  AdvtrHt^tenU  and  the  Pott 
Office  (lee  under /W  Office} 

LovOH,  Mr.  T.,  lalington, 
Cab  DrlTSn,  ProsecationB  agalni^  141V 

LowTHER,  Right  Hon.  James,  Kenif 
Thanet 
Business  of  the  House,  172 
Evicted  Tenants  (Irdand)  BiU,  Res.,  934 
SecQDdar;  Edacation,  Bojal  Comminion  on, 
199,200 

Stationeiy  Office  —  Fablicatlons  Betnm, 
856 

Lubbock,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.,  London 
University 
C<mcIliation  (Trade  Dispntes)  Bill,  2R.,  946. 
947 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  BIU,  224, 
631 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  649, 
653 

Wars  and  Means  —  Financial  Statement, 
Qam^  617,  1167, 1178,  1179. 1181,  1184 

Lnlen  Cemmona 
V«paftm.Arra  1S,B»1 

Ltell,  Sir  L.,  Orkney  and  SheUand 
Crofters  Act  (1866X  Bes«  1«6S 
VOL.  XXni.  [rovsTH  SKBizt.] 


K      1  8  9  4}  [Hi* 

98. 

MacabtnbV,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Anirimt  S.  ' ' 

Criminal  Law  and  Prooednie  (bdand)  Act 
(1887)  Repeal  BiU  ;  9B.,  801,  804 

Ireland 

Boycotting,  Incitement  to,  at  Feake,  1682 
Decny,  Mr.,  J.P.,  832 
Laboozers'  Cottages,  Stranorlar,  1664 
PnbUc  Libnuies  (Scotlai^)  BUI,  SB..  1S83 

Magdona,  Mr.  J.  C,  Southwarkf  Bother- 
hithe 

Carbolic  Add,  Deaths  from,  968 

Macdokald,  Mr.  J.  A.  M.,  Tower 
Hamlet*,  Bow 

BeU'i  Uatdi  Factory  Strike— ProKoaiion  of 
Ellen  Conway,  467. 468 

Civil  Service 
Colonial  and  India  Offices,  Assistant  Clerks 
in,  193 

Colonial  Office  Copyists,  12SK 
Second  Division  ClerkB,  192,  846 
Sick  Leave,  192 

Magfablakx,  Sir  D.  H.,  Argyll 
Crofters'  Act  (1886),  Res.,  1638,  1639 
Home  of  CommoDB  Ventilation,  1496 
IndlBp^HiUtuy  ExpentUture,  860 
Ladies'  QaUeiy,  1448 

Standing  C<nnmitteB  ^ootland).  Bee.,  1604, 
1605 

MacGbboob,  Mr.  B.,  Invemett-ehire 
Budget  Ptoposals,  858 

Local  Oovemment  (Scotland)  BUI— Uotioa 
for  Leave,  1685 

Scotland 
Crofters'  Act,  Legislation,  220 
Edinburgh  University  Cunioolom,  1411 
Financial  Relations,  1683 
Home  Rule  for,  220,  221 
Small  Iilee— Parochial  Kedioal  Officer, 
964 

Voting  QnaUfication,  843 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Bee.,  706, 
707,  1609 

Maclube,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lancathiro,  S.E,, 
Stretford 
Army  (Annual)  BiU,  Com.,  575 
Greece— Pine  us  and  Larlssa  Ball  way  Com- 
pany, 1431 
H«ne  Bnle  tax  Scotland,  320 
Hagtstrates'  Ai^ntmente— Betomi^  908 

Mao  Neill,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.,  Donegal, 
Cork— Murder  of  a  Chretakar,  1107 
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Antrim  ORStte  Deer  nwk— Ounp  of  Bxer- 
cfn,846 

Belfast  Diaturbanoes— Sod  Battalloti  Dorset 

B^ment,  2IS 
Belfast  WorkhouBe  Laoatics,  96« 
Deed  Stamping,  462, 831. 1091, 121S 
Down,  Ooan^,8ea  FlUieries,  1075 
Dublin— Registry  of  Titles,  457 
Fiifaeiies— Loss  of  Life  and  Boats  in  Becent 

Gales,  1587 
Law  Reports— House  of  Commons  Lftauy, 

1485 

Mew  Island  Fog  Signal,  210 

Orange  Disttirbances  in  Coontj  AnMm, 

197, 198,  649 
Writs  of  Summonses,  1684 

Local  Conrts  of  Banknpt^  (Ireland)  Bill, 
Intoo^  1651 

M'GiLLiOAK,  Mr.  P.,  Fermanagh^  S. 
Clogher  Vall^' Tramway  Company— Engine 
Drivers'  Hbun  Ol  Labonr,  1100 

M*HuGH»  Mx.  E.,  Armagh^  S, 
Ln^an— Complaint  a^nst  a  Policeman,  17 

M'HuoH,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Leitrim,  N. 
Dispensary  Ctmimittees  (Ireland)  BUli  Intro., 

Ireland 

Dispensary  Committees,  322 
Bnuubanbo  (tatiqnnui^teT,  U40  , 
Labourers'  Cottages,  Sligo,  821. 1219 
Manorhamilton  Veterinary  Inspector,  622 
Teachers'  Gratuities,  628 

lAW  Library,  Four  Courts  (Ireland)  Bill, 

Com.,  586,  687,  588 
Religious  Tests  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  688 
Wild  Birds*  J'rotection  Act  (1880)  Amend* 

ment  Bill,  Com.,  1S08 

M*Laren,  Mr.  C.  P.   B.,  Leicetter^ 
Bomorth 
Cheadle  llatioual  echool,  61S,  972 
GlaiKow  Art  Exhibition.  986 

M'Laren,  Mr.  W.  S.  fi.,  Cheshire, 
Crewe 
;^die8'.  Galleiy,  1448 

Jtfagigtratea  (»ee  nnder  title  Law  and 
'Justice'  and  Police) 

'     •  ^    .    .    ,'    -  , 

MAGUiBjE,  Mr.  J.  B.,  C/arie,  fF, 
Canadian  Cattle  Importation,  108C        ,  j 


Vft.  M. 

Mains,  Mr.  J.,  DonegtU,  iV. 

Ireland 

Belfast  Ship's  Carpeiiter,  Jlanslangfater 

by,  7 

Magistrates  and  Public-House  lioeaoetr 
1104 


Maltese  Marriage  Law* 

Q.  Mr.  Ranldn ;  A.  Mr.  8.  Buxton  April  26. 

1435 

MapUn  SandSf  Gun  TVodtee  Oiter 
Q. Major  Batch;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Baimer- 
man  April  19,  886 

Margarine  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Mr.  H.  Flnnkett ;  Bead  1"  April  lQ^ 
111 

Markets  attd Fairs  {Weighing  of  CaiUe) 
Act^  1887 
Betnm  ordered  AprU  24.  1828 

Marking   of  Fordgn   and  Colomat 
Meat 

Qs.  Mr.  Jeffi^ys,  Mr.  Crombie,  Dr.  Farqnhar- 
Bon,  Mr.  Stnart-Wortley,  Sir  M.  Hicks- 
Beach,  Mr.  Hanter;  As.  Mr.  Muadella 
AprU  10,  26 ;  Qs.  Sir  H.  MoxweU,  Mr. 
Yerbnri^ ;  As.  Mr.  Oaidno*  April  19. 842 ; 
Q.  Mr.  Jdheys ;  A.  Mr.  Oaiddw  April  19. 
859 


Marking  .  ^  Foreign  .  fmf  '  C^tomaf 

Produce 

Motion  for  Select  Com.  (Lord  RibMesdale) 

April  16,  ^49 
Priutlng  of  Evidence,  &c.,  April  23, 10^71 
Exemption  from,  and  Addition  to,  Com. 

April  27. 1674 

Marriage  with   a    Deceased  Wife"* 
Sister 

Qs.  Mr.  Caine,  Mr.  Darling ;  An.  Sir  W.  Ear- 
oonit  AprU  IS,  840 

KorrUge   with  a   Boewnd  Hn&'t 
Sutor  BiU 

r.  Intro.,  Mr.  Bees  Davlea ;  Read  1*  April  27, 

1687 

Mashonaland  (see  under  Apbica) 

Mathbr,  Mr.  W.,  Lmneashire^  S,E^ 
Gorton 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  BiU.  2B.,  1856 

/■ 

Matthxws,  Right  Hon.  Bi^mimg- 
AaM,  E,  j 

USA 
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Uaxwell,  Sir  H.  £.,  fVtffton 

UarkiDg  of  Foreign  Meat,  842 

8e»  Fisheries  R^Ution  (Seotiand)  Bill, 
Intro.,  1068 

Stftnding  Committee  (Scotland),  Bea,,  1020, 
1608,  1610, 1611 

Wild  Birds'  Protection  Act  0880)  Amend- 
ment Bill,  2R.,  169 ;  Com^  1S47, 154S 

Meat,  Foreign,  Marking  of  (see  Mark- 
ing of  Foreign  Meat) 

MELLOB,  Bight  Hon  J.  W.  (Chainnan 
of  Committees  and  Ways  and  Henna, 

and  Deputy  Speaker),  ForA,  fF.R» 
Sowerhy 

HiKellaneooB  Baliiws  ae  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittoM,  661,  M7,  S72,  1783, 17B8 

Merchandise   Marks  Act   (see  under 
Trade,  Board  of) 

Merchant  Shipping 

"Salkannak"—CrueUjftoaSeam4in,  Mr. 

J.  Hav«lock  Wilson,  Mr.  Darllnv,  Ur. 

Wolff;  As.  Mr.  Hnndella  AprU  10,  21 
"iramwAftKra"— AUflgwl  MmiuUaifMsr  of 

a  Soamam,  Q.  Mr.  Havelock  Wilson ;  A.  Ur. 

Bart  AprU  £6,  1424 
Board  ^  Trade  Inquiries— Appoint metit  of 

Sitgiimr*  at  At»euoT$,  Q.  Sir  C.  Cameron  ; 

A.  Mr.  Bort  AprU  86,  1«1S 
'<  Countm  ^  Aheydv!^"  Lot*  nf  the,  Q.  Mr. 

Paul ;  A.  Mr.  flurt  April  26,  1424 
Dfsertion*  from  Srititk  Ship*,  Qs.  Hr. 

Havelock  WIIboq,  Sir  G.  BsdeD-Powell ;  As. 

Ur.  Mnndella  April  20,  981 
JDooA   Zahokrert,  ■  Vnsmphfod,    and  the 

Skippina  Federation,  Qs.  Jir.  K,  Hardie, 

Mr.  Havelock   WUson;  As.  Mr.  Bart 

^4^  26,1407 
Filey  Uriwif-^JMttfthe  "CkUian,"  Q.  Mr. 

J.  E.  Sms ;  A.  Mr.  Mnndella  AprU  28, 

1080 

HoylakCy  Otsualtiet  to  Veudt  at,  Q.  Colonel 
dotton>Jodren  ;  A.  Mr,  Mnndella  AprU  30, 
1664 

Manning^  Ommittes  wt,  Q.  Sir  G.  Baden- 
PoweH  ;  A.  Mr.  MondelU  April  16,  466 

Jfiwtfltf  VoMoU,  Q.  Ur.  Heoeage;  A.  Ur. 
Unndella  AprU  19, 860 

Xerohaot  Shipping  Bill 

«.  Read  2*  AprU  10,  106 

Order  for  Com.  read,  and  diKbai^ed  ;  Com. 

to  Joint  Com.  AprU  11,  170 
Com.  to  Joint  Com.  on  Statute  Law  Revision 
and  GoaaoUdation  Bills  AprU  Ifi.  S91  - 

Metropolis 
Dittriot  Surrivor,  Q.  Ur.  Weir;  A.  Mr. 

ASqttith  AprU  80,  1678 
Finaburg  JMste,  Q.  Mr.  J.  Bowlaiids ;  A.  Hr. 

LcvtssB-Ooiffer  April  17,  <S7 


Metrop^U—wat.  -U 
Bortet,  CmeUf  to,  Q.  Mr.  B.  Robinson  ;  A. 

Mr.  Asquith  AprU  10,  16 
Local  GoremiMMt  Act  (ISSS),  Copy  pres. 

April  10.  112 
SoUae  U.»iformJ>,  Q.  Mr.  B.  H.  Bayley  ;  A. 

Mr.  Asquith  J;>ri/  12,187 

Prison  AeeommodatioH,  Q.  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton  ; 
•  A.  Mr.  Asqqitb  AprU  19,  MS;  Q.  M^ 
Picltersgill ;  A.  Mr.  Asqnith  AprU  88, 1100 

Xotropolitan  Police  FroTiiional  Order 
Bill 

e.  Bead  2*  AprU  18,  426 

Read  8°,  and  passed  AprU  2S,  1883 
I.  Read  1'^^  26,1406 

MiLDMAT,  Mr.  F.  B.,  Devon,  Totnes 
Dsstmoti^  of  Wxodks,  1219 
Prison  Offlcera'  Pensions,  1453 

Millbank  Prison  Site 

Qs.  Mr.  Stnart-Wortley,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.  Law- 
sm ;  As.  Mr.  H.  Gladstone  April  26,  1428 

miaei  (Bight  Hovrt)  Bill 

e.  Bead  7*  AprU  25, 1329 
Com.,  BJ*. -4^^80,1784 

Mines  {Eight  JTowb)  Bill 

Q.  Mr.  Roby  ;  A^  S*r  W,  Harconrt  April  '30^ 
1686 


■inei.  Boyaltiet,  and  Basements  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Atherley-Jones ;  Bead  I* AprU  27, 
1688 

Mining  Royalties  and  Wof^ves 
Q.  Ur.  Woods;  A.  Mri.  Asqbitb  AprU  12. 
816 


MONKSWXLL,  Lord 
Iidadd 

Affrarian  Crime— Murder  of  a  Caretaker  in 
iToanty  Coik,  im,  im,  1661 
Sanitary  Condition  of  fiowthand  Clontaif, 
12lff,1406  . 
Law  Librmry,i'Four'  Courts  (Irelimd)  Bill,  2B., 
1210 

Technical  KduCatipn,  Res.,  1656 
Trostee  AcE,  1893,  Amendment  Bill,  SR., 
449 

Montagu,  Hon.  J.  Scott-,  Bonis,  New 
Forest 

Navy  Bstlmates— Works,  Baadinff^and  Be- 

pairs,  804  .  . 

Sopley  British  School,  201  ^  . 
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Montagu,  Mr.         Tower  ffamleUt 
WhiUchapel 

Ways  and  Means  — Financial  Statement,  Com., 

1307 

MoBE,  Mr.  R.  J.,  Skropthiret  LwUom 
Welsh  Cathedral  Choiches,  1688 

MoBGAN,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Merthyr  l^vU 

Privilege  — •  Yolnntazy    ConTmnces  BUI, 
Blocking  of,  fay  Xr.  Perks,  688,  643,  64<L 

64S 

Morgan,  Right  Hon.  Sir  Q.  Osborne, 
Daibigktkiret  E. 
Army  (Anunal)  Bill,  390 
EstabliBhed  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  219 

Motion  for  LesTe,  U98 
Standli^  Committee  (SootlaudX  Res.,  1698 
Wales 

Drun)^  PablicsDs,  Prosecntion  of,  8 
Boabonr— Insanitaiy  ConuUtiont  610 

MORLET,  Earl  of  (Chainnui  of  Com- 

'  mittees) 

Betterment— Town  Imim>vemanla,Bea.,  444 

MORLET,  Right  Hon.  Arnold  (Poet- 
muter  General),  Nottingham,  E. 

Aocoantant  Qenetal's  Office,  Iracen  in,  144B 
American  MaU  BontM,  844 

Book  Post,  636 

Discharged  Soldlen  as  Postmen,  686 
Halfpenny  Postal  Bate.  848 

Ireland 
Baltimore  Mails,  9S6 
Castle  Core  Amaigemente,  1488 
CtxA,  West,  11, 880 
DnUin-aeoond  IMrWon  Cterlu,  974 
Doblln  Telegraph  Department,  966,  866 
EnnbUUen  Post  Office,  969 
London  and  Dublin  Hail  Serrioe,  806,  306 
Looisbiir^  Tel^Taph  Office,  1388 
Portadown,  193 

BtokestowD  and  Blphlu  Postal  Arrange- 
ments, 1077 

Telegraph  Employ^,  868 
Liverpool  Tel^nqth  Office,  858, 1679 
Lottery  AdTertisements,  1321 
Newspaper  Poetage,  853. 1679 
PrisoQ-Hade  Goods  for  the  Poet  Office^  1586 
SariQgB   BaDka  —  Thrift   unang  School 

Children,  8S4 
Scotland— Island  U.  Combiae  Postal  Arrange* 

meats,  1668 

Telegraphs 

Central  Office,  696 

Bewit6,8S6 
Telephone  Companies,  1660 
UnlTersal  Postal  DaUnry,  611  ^ 


MORLEY,  Right  Hon.  John  (Chitf 

Secretary  for  Ireland),  Neweatde- 

upon-  Tyne 
Annaly'B,  Lord,  Estate  Dispute,  1227, 1582 
Arran  Islands— Destitution  and  Eviction^ 

466, 619, 884, 886,  972,  1437 
Barbed  Wire  Fmcee,  1421 
Barony  Constables  In  Monaghan  County, 

Defalcations  o^  1672 
Belfast  Ship's  Carpenter,  Hanalaaghter  by,  7 
Boycotting  at  Eells.  1446 
Boycotting,  Incitement  to,  at  Peake,  1581 
Cattle  WeighfaridgeB,  1420 
Church  Teraporalittes  OommlsdoB,  Amnents 

iiBder,  1664 
Caonakilty  Rate  Book— Case  of  Cornelius 

DrlsooU,  1226 
Cork— Moidex  of  a  Caretaker,  1106, 1447 
Cork  Outdoor  Preaching  Disturbances,  638 
Cork  Street  PnaOhers-Mr.  Williams,  1414 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 

(1887)  Repeal  Bill,  SR.,  760,  764,  778,  779; 

783,  798,794 
Dillon's,  Lord,  Tenanto,  461, 1068 
Diqirasary  Committees,  185, 888 
Dog-Munllng    Begnlations    at  Kanturk, 

1576 

Dublin  Law  Courts— Press  Aeoorankodation, 
459 

Education 

Olonmeen  KatitMul  Schools,  195 
Compulsory  8<4ool  Attendance,  90 
Education  Act,  30,  461,  620 
KiUarullen  National  Bchocd,  1686 
Bainey'a  School,  Magfaerafelt,  464 
Teadheis*  Oiatnitiei^  624 

ETiatedTtauati  BUI,  1888;  Intnh, 86L  869, 
878, 875, 876, 877,  888, 884, 988, 989, 9^ 

Xviotlons 
Annaly's,  Lord,  Estate,  1327, 1582 
Dfllon'B,  Loid,  Estate,  461, 1088 
Madden  Estate,  1680 
Perjury  in  Eviction  Proceedings,  969 
Police  at,  1443 

Bathcline,  County  Longford,  829 
South  Leitrim,  1688, 1686 
Financial  Belations,  836, 1659 

Fisheries 
Dingle  Fish  Curing  Stations,  8SS 
Gales— Losses  to  Fishermen,  1674 
Salmon  Fishing  In  the  Elver  Slonqr,  IIOI 
Sooth  Coast,  616 

Oweedora  District  Distorbances,  19, 20 
Irish  Langoage  in  Iaw  Courts,  28 
Kerry— Olassabeg  and  Brandon  Creeks— 
Subken  Bock^  828 


Kllpedder  Pet^  Sessions  Court,  1463,  1670 
Knight  of  Kerry  and  the  Poor  Bate,  1482 
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MOBLKT,  Bi^t  Hoq.  John— 0Me. 
Labonren*  CottagM 
Guiow,1820 
Cdbridge,  3S7 
CooteUU,  8S6,  1064 
Dingle,  617 
DnntUlk,  fi 

Dmuhw^^UIn,  637,  888 

Newcsatle  West,  34 

Boecrea,  1K78 

SUgo,  S22,  1219 

Btxabane,  202 

StraaoTlAT,  1664 
lAZid  Act»~Beleci  ConunlUM,  108.  110,  80i, 

308,  S97,  898,  689,990 
Land  CommiflBioii— Cavait — Ifr.  BonofOTd,  kc, 

18S,  221,  862,  1417 
Land  Tenoie  (IielADd)  BUI,  SB.,  180.  189, 

151,  IBS,  153,  164, 162 
Lanoboiough  Estate— Case  of  T.  Boland, 

.Jot.,  1418 

Law  Library,  Four  Courts  (Ireland)  Bill, 

Com.,  686,  687,  588 
Iaw  Beports— Hoaae  of  Conunons  Library, 

1436 

Lewis  Estate,  Galway— Extra  Police.  &c., 
1678,  1671 

Limerick— BmerRency  Man,  Allied  Shoot- 
ing by,  829,  330,  331 

Local  Government  (Scotland)!  Bill,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1636 

Lunatic  Aaylams . 
Belfast  Workhonae  Lunatics,  967, 1667 
Portrane,  973 
Bemoving  Lnoatice,  1411 
Bichmond  Asylnm,  Dablin,  196, 197,  342, 
990 

Magistrates 

Antrim— Catholic  Magistiatfie,  862 

Deeney,  Hr.— Licence  Tnuufer,  832,  1104 

Grant,  Mr.  J.,  1666 

Hegarty,  Mr.— Licence  Tranater,  818 

O'Connor,  Mr.  W.,  848 
Malidoas  finrnlng,  17,  885 
Manorhamilton  Veterinary  Inspector,  638 
MoonlighUng  Ontrages,  1444 
Orange  DMortaanees  In  County  Anteim,  197, 

196,  849 

Fwiod  at  Qnaltflestion  and  Bleotdons  Bill, 
843, 1464 ;  Intro.,  868.  873,  874,  878 

Police 

Evictions,  Police  at.  1443 
Galway,  Extra  Police  In,  1093, 1678,  1671 
Lnrgan—Complaint  against  a  Polioeman, 
18 

Mallany,  Ex-Conbtable,  1224 
Strength  of,  1444 

Wexford  Oonnty,  Extra  Police  In,  207 

Poor  Law 
Castleblayney  Ullk  Contract,  1669 
Dispensoi;  Committees,  186, 838 


MORLKT,  Kifl^t  Hon.  3dbn—Mnt. 
Poor  Law — 
Dublin  Union  Precepts,  191 
Finandal  Positions  of  Unions,  188,  189 
Kenmare  Guardians'  Election,  1098 
Killamey  Union,  Financial  Condition  of, 
1092 

Letterkenny  Guardians,  1412 
Medical  Relief,  1418 
Toam  Guardianship  Diipnte,  880 

Prisons 

Dnndalk  —  Sanitary  Inspector  of  Nui- 
sances, 4 
Lady  Visitors,  971 
Warder  Barrett,  1226 
Bathdrum  Water  Supply,  328 
Registration  Act— Dublin  Union  Preoepts, 
191 

R^tration  of  Title— "  Torish  «.  Orr,"  1666 
Schull  and  Skibbereen  Light  Railways,  29 
Small  Holdings  (Ireland),  Be8.,411,  412, 418, 

414,  416,  424, 425 
Solicitors  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.,  426 
Tithe  BentrCharge  Arrears,  1671 
Valentia  Island  EoatsUps,  1434 
Ventry  Harbour  Works,  1434 
Veterinary  College,  Proposed,  336 
Wexford  Spring  ABisas—Deoreasa  of  Crime, 
458 

Writs  of  Sammonses,  1S84 

Morton,  Mr.  A.  C,  Peterborough 
Army  (Annual)  Bill,  390;  Com.,  661,  668, 

665,  566,  575,  679 
Businen  of  the  House,  172 
Magistrates'  Appointments— Returns,  207, 
208 

NaTy  Estimates— Manning,  100, 101, 102 
Patent  OOoe  Fees,  195,  8S2,  833,  1426 
Prison  Accommodation  in  the  Metropolis. 
838 

Quarter  Sessions  Bill,  Com.,  1782,  1783 
Saxe-Coburg,  Duke  of  (Annuity),  Res.,  1038 
Ways   and  Means — Financial  Statement, 

^.,630,532 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W.— Croelty  to  a  Hone,  1673 


MoBTON,  Mr.  E.  J.  C,  Devogiport 
Hoose  of  Lords  Veto  (Abolition)  BiU,  Intro., 
747 


Mount,  Mr.  W.  G.,  Berks,  Newbury 
Vehicalar  Lighting  BegnlatioDS,  1100 

Mowbray,  Mr.  R.  G.  C,  Lancashire, 
Prettwich 
PBTliamentary  Voters  in  Scotland  and  Ire 
land, 1688  ^  . 
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HowBRATj  Right  Hon.    Sir  J.  R., 
Oxford  University 
Selection  (Standing  Committee),  Trade,  Ac., 

StandingConmiItte6'(8ootIatut),  Bes.,  1599 

MUNDEIXA,  KiGHT  Hon.  A.  J.  (Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade),  Sheffield, 
Brigktside 

Barker  and  Company's  Failurei  335 

Canadian  Tariff^FriBon-Uade  Goods,  975 

Canal  Rates  and  Tolls,  18,«S6, 636 

Carswell  Point  Ft^hnn,  970 

Conciliation  CTrades  Diq>utes)  BiU,  2B.,  941, 
947 

Copyright  Works,  Canadian  Royalties  on, 

639 

Crael^  to  a  Seaman  on  the  "  Balkannah," 
21,  22 

Desertions  from  British  Ships,  981 
Emigration  Statistics— United  States  Law. 

&c.,  1073 
Filey  Brigg  Shipwreck,  lOflO 
Fruit  Identification  Bill,  2H.,  166;  167 
Qerman-Made  Brushes,  1587 
Oerman  Prison-Made  Qoods — Importation  of 
;  into  Engiand,  974,  1079 
ikoylake,  Casnaltia  to  Vessels  at,  1664 
Indnstrial   Accidents   and   "The  Labour 

Gazette,"  1074 

Ireland 
Board  of  Irish  Lights,  619 
Board  of  Irish  Lights  sad  the  Bligg^B 

Reef  Buoy,  323,  324,  32& 
Clogher  Valley  Tramway  Company  Englno- 

Drivers,  1100 
Cork,  Bandon,  and  South  Coast  Railway 

Company— West  Cork  Uail  Service,  331 
Gales— Lones  to  Fishermen— Ufe-Sarlng, 

Appliances,  &c.,  1687,  1678 
Level  Crossing— Great  Northern  Railway, 

969 

Lighthoases— Grant  in  Aid  of  the  Mercan- 
tile Marine  Fund,  840 

Meff  Island  Yog  Signal,  210 

Mixed    Trains    between    Dublin  and 
Diogheda,  206.  207 

Shipping  Casualty  in  Lough  Ryan,  833 

Spencer  Dock,  201 
Manning,  Committee  on,  466 
Marking  of  Foreign  Meat,  25.  26,  27 
Merchandise  Marks  Act,  Offences  against, 

821,618 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  2R.,  106, 107 
Missing  Vessels,  860 
Official  Publications,  454 
Patent  Office  Fees,  196.  832,  833 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  Intro.,  224. 
225 

Bail  ways 

Carriers*  Act— Contracting  out  of  Liability, 
389 


MiTNDELLA,  Bight  BinL  A.  J^^Rt.  ' 

Railways — eont. 

Fares— London,  Brighton,  and  8oath  Cout 
Company,  861 

North  Eastern  Tolls,  21 

Platelayers,  Accidents  to,  090 
Scotland— Railways— Hoon  of  Laboor,  1686 
Straw  BottIe>EnTelopei^  Inputs  o^  84 

MuRBAT,  Mr.  A.  G.,  Buteshire 
Island  of  Cumbrae  Postal  Airangementa, 
1668 

Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  1682 

Local  OoTemment  (Soottaad)  BUI,  Uotiw 

for  Leave,  1635 
Standing  Committee  (ScQtland),  Res.,  1663 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  1309, 

1812, 1314 


Hoiie  and  Daacing  lieanees  <Hlddl»- 
Bex)  BiU 

e.  Com.;  R.P.  ^;7riill,  170;  AjirU  16,611 

Hnasel  Sealpf  CSeotUnd)  Bill 

<•.  Intro.,  Hr.  Birkmyra :  Bead  1*  April  17, 
748 


Naoroji,  Mr.  D.,  Finsbmy^  Central 
India— Officers'  Pay,  970 


Nafieh,  Hod.  M.  F.,  Roxburgh 
Scotland— Service  Franchise,  841 


National  Dock  Labourers*  Union  and 

the  Birkenhead  Guardians 

Q.  Mr.  M.  Austin  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Leferte 
April  23, 1102 


VATT 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty— Earl  Spenckb 
Secretary— Sir  U.  Kat-Shdttlkwobth 
Civil  Lord— Mr.  E.  RobbbtsON 

Africa— Siipf  Ststioned  on  the  Ast  Camttj 

Q.  Mr.  J.  Pease ;  A.  Sir  0.  Kaj^battle- 
worth  AprU  24,  1214 
AlMmtmts,  Paying,  Q.  Hr.  Keulej;  A.  Ur. 
E.  Robertson  AprU  24, 1216 

Armour  Plata — References  to,  in  Debate  on 
the  Navy  Ettimatft,  April  12,  289 

Brazilian  CieU  War  —  Lou  of  BritiA 
Officer,  Q.  Mr.  W.  WhHelawi  A.  Hr.  K. 
Robertson  April  12,  221 

Ctrntraeti 

Boltt  and  A'utt.  Q.  Mr.  W.  Lloyd  :  A.  Sir 
U.  Kay.Shnttleworth  April  30,  971 

Cutlery,  Qs.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  As.  Sir 
IT.  Kay-Shnttleworth  AprU  12, 167 

Trade  Vnion  Waget,  Q.  Mr.  Caldwell ;  A. 
Sir  0.  Kay-§^^^J^^  ,4)^4;,  616 
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Courti  Martidl—Officfrg  of  f*»  JfeyoZ 
JfiiriNM.  a  Ut.  Haabur?  ;.  A.  Mr  U.  Kajt* 
Shnttlewoith  4pril  36^  1417 

B^enee  Aet—F^nameiBA  Statement  AprU  SS, 
1183 

JMenee  Fund  add  the  Budget,  Q.  Loid  <3t. 
HamUtoD';  A.8irW.  Harooort  Afril  28, 
10»» 

Ihei^mrde 
ChapZaiiUt  Befenoces  to,  in  Debate  on  the 

&timatet,  AprU  12,  273 
Rgkt  Bthtn  Da-g,  BaferenoeBto,  in  Debate 

on  tlw  BethMXtra,  AprU  10,  98 
Ibreign  Offieert^  VUUt  to,  Q.  Mr.  Bonlnois  ; 

A.  Sir  U.  Kay'ShnttlewoTth  AprU  26, 

14fiO 

jCwiMi-^BaCeienoea  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
ikimiUett  AprU  13,  298,  302,  308 

Pembroke — Beferences  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
FaimateM,  April  12,  296,  302 

JSkHy  Morning  IfivA  ra  B.M.  Ships  at 

Pin^mouth,  Q.  Mr.  Havelook  Wilson  ;  A. 

Sir  U.  Kaj-Sbnttleworth  AprU  30, 982 
BBpenditvre—Hovie  Naval  EttaUitkmenti, 

Q.  Sir  a.  Badon-PoweU  ;  A.  Sir  U.  Eaj- 

SbatUeworth  Aprii  IC,  465 

OibnUtar  Ifew  Jhek,  Q.  Sir  E.  Ashmead- 
BarUett ;  A.  Mr.  B.  Bobertacm  April  1^ 
318 

(Befcrencea  to,  in  Debate  on  the  AMMtM, 
Apra  12, 293,  300) 
Ifeus  Admiralty  Bnitdingt,  Q.  Mr.  Bartley ; 

A.  Mr.  H.  Gladstone  AprU  13, 194 
Offieeri—Ex-O^ert*  Uniformly  Qb.  Sir  J. 

Leng  J   As.    Sir   U.  ■  Kay-Shattleworth 

AprU  17,  611 
Peimene— Saxon,  Que  of,  Q.  Mr.  Darling ; 

A.  Hr.  E.  Bobertson  AprU  23, 1074 
P»hlio   Prett    Begulatimu,   Qs.   Mr.  G. 

Bowles;  Aa.  Sir  U.  Kaj^hntUeworth 

April  13.  31S 
AMMm  ami  Stokers,  Q.  Mr.  Hanbory  ;  A. 

Sit  V.  XMT-SbOiXlKwonh  AprU  80^  1674 

Warram  Maetitue  lOaiHi^Lam  the 

"BMr  AihoU;*  Q.Wr-C.Scntinfik;  A.  Sir 
U.  Ka7-Bhnttl«wi)r&  AprU  10, 86S 


Airay  EtHmatee,  1894-6 

£1,771,800— Shipbailding,  Bepain,  Mainten- 
ancp,  &c.— Perwuncl,  Cora.  AprU  10,  81 ; 
April  13,226  i  Export  AprU  13,  427 

«S,S94,00»-ShlpbDiUUngi  Bepolzs,  Mainten- 
anoe,  Ac— Mat^  Com.  AprU  13.  389  ; 
Beport  Ayrii  18, 896 

£4,660,000— Worbi.  BuilcUnsi,  and  Bepairs 
at  Home  and  Abrbul,  Com.  Apr^  18, 293  ; 
fiepcnt  April  13, 396 

Navy  Estimates 

Baipenditure  at  Seme^Ifaud  Fttaitith- 
menti  Q.  Sir  O.  Badan-Powelt ;  A.  Sir  U. 
Ear^Shuttleworth  AprU  16,  465 


Netkerland  GoviVnmhii*^Co*ltt  •  Ried 
Packet "  (see  "  Coita  SieaFaekei  **) 

NEWPOirNDLiND 
MiniHerial  CritU,  Q.  Sir.  G.  BadanTPowell ; 
A,  Mr.  S.  Bnxton  AprU  16,  468  ;  Q.  Sir  F. 
BTftna;  A.Ur.  8.  Bnxton  ^pfS  33, 1105 

Newspaper  Pottage  (see  under  Poxi 

Office)  ;  \ 

New  Zealand 
Samoan  Island*,  Q.  Sir  G.  Baden-Powdl';  A. 
Sir  B.  Grey  Am-U  34,  1220 :  Qs.  Sit  T. 
Eamonde,  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell ;  As.  Mr. 
S.  Buxton  April  26,  1484 ;  Qa.  Sir  T. 
Esmonde,  Mr.  Hogan;  As.  Sir  ^.Gxtff 
April  80, 1661 

NoLAK,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Oalwaj/,  Ni 
Criminal  Law  and  Fiooednie  (Iielfliid)  Act 
(1887)  Bepeal  Bill,  2B.,  749 

Ireland 
Crimes  Act,  Bepeal  of,  122S  . 
Bx-CoMtable  Mullany,  1224 
Prison* Warder  Barrett,  1334 
Small  Holdings,  Bea.,  898,  408,  411,  419, 
434 

Wars  and  Meana— Flnandal  SUtement,  1175 

Norfolk,  Duke  of 
Law  at  Inheritance  Ameodment  Bill,  2K.t 
1891 

ITorth  Berwick  Froriftoiial  Msr  Bill 

(.  Bead  1-  April  10,  4 
Bead  8*  April  38,  1072 
Com.:   Beported;  Standing   Com.  n^ 

Uved  AprU  24, 1313 
Bead  3*,  and  passed  April  36,  1406 

NOKTON,  Lord 
Ldcoombe  and  Stoke-Pero,  School  AOCommo- 

dntfon  at,  487 
IbchnicalEdacation,  Ees.,  1663, 1667 

Nottingham  Execution  (aee  under  Law, 
and  Justice,  and  PoUce\  , 

NussEY,  Mr.  T.  W.,  PonUfract 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Com.,  671 

Oakington  Overseer^f . 
Q.  Mr.  P.  Stanhope;  A^  Mr.  Bh»w-Iie«aTi« 
April  30, 1677 

O'Brien,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Tipperary,  N 
Curragh  Camp  and  Killaloe  Slatea,  1486 
Ifenagb  Waterworks  Loan,  1678 

0*Bbi¥N,  Mr.  W.,  Cork 
Dublin  Law  Coocts— Pieas  Accommodationi 
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O'CoNNOB,  Mr.      Donegal^  E, 
Ireland 

Labooren'  Cotti^es,  201, 1663 
Letterkeimy  Onardlaiu,  1413 
Medical  BeUAf,  1112 

W»B  and  Means  —  Financial  Statement, 
CbuL.  1186,  1187,  1189, 1198 

O'CkamoB,  Mr.  J.,  Wteklmo,  W, 
Bathdnim  Water  Supply,  828 

O'Driscoll,  Mr.  F.,  Momghan^  S. 
Hon^utn  Militia   Camp   at  Carnacassa, 

OhsLOW,  Earl  of 
Betterment — Town  Improvements,  Bes.,i47 
Marking  of  Foreign  and  Colonial  Frodnoe. 

fies.,  480,  463 

Opium  Commission  (see  under  India) 

Ordnance  Survey  (see  Agriculture) 

Paget,  Sir  E.  H.,  Somerset,  Wells 
Budget  Froposals,  867 
Bdnoatlon  Code— Teaching  Staib,  887 
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PABLIA  MENT—isaiA. 

Petitions — Von  Kratue^s  P^ition 

Obs.  Earl  of  Lauderdale,  Lord  HersclieU 
April  26, 1408 


LOBBS— 

Business  ^the  House 
Evening  Slttii^  April  27,  1514 

ComToittees 
Committee  of  Selection  for  Standmg  Com^ 

Nominated  ApHl  13,  320 ;  April  19,  822 
OmmUUe  of  SOsation,  Nominated  April  10, 
8 

Standing  Committee,  Ordered  April  13,  320 ; 
Nominated  April  19, 823  j  Beport  April  28, 
1072 

Stm^^^^^ders   Committee,  Nominated 

House  of  Lords  Offices 

Oonmiittee  appointed  Aprd  10, 3 :  Addition 
to  Com.  April  16,  464 

House  of  Lords  Officials 
Q.  Mr.  Hanbury ;   A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 
^»ri/16,  461;  Q.  Mr.  O.  Bowlei;  A-  Sir 
J.  T.  Hibbert  April  24, 1S28 

New  Peers 

April  38— Bendel,  Stuart,  Baqnire,  created 
Baron  Bendel  of  Hatchlands  In 
the  County  of  Surrey 
Welby,  Sir  B.  B.,  O.C.B.,  created 
Baron  Wellw  of  Allington  in 
the  County  of  Lincoln 

[twU. 


Representative  Peers  for  Ireland 

Charlemonfe,  Lori^  Claim  to  Tote,  Estal>- 

lished  AprU  10,  1;  OertUteate  ocdeied 

April  16,  429 
ClonhroeVs,  Lord^  Claim  to  Vote,  ErtaUtahed 

AprU  10, 1 ;  Certificate  ordered  AprU  16, 

429 

Ferrm-d'i,  Viteounty  Claim  to  Vote,  Estab- 
lished, and  Certificate  AprU  10, 439 

Sat  First 

April  12— The  Karl  Broolce  and  Barl  of 
Wanrick,  after  the  death  of 
Us  father 

COMMONS— 

Business  of  the  House  and  PubUe 
Business 

AprU  11— Qs.  Hr.  J.  Lowther,  Mr.  A.  C. 

Morton;  As.  Mr.  T.  B.  BUis, 

172 

AprU  12—  Order  of  Bu*ine4t,  Q.  Mr.  Ooscben; 
A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt,  223 

AprU  13 — Obe.  Mr.  Bromley-Davonport,  Mr. 
Wingfield.Digby,  428 

April  18— Obe.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr.  T.  E. 
BlUi,  812 

4l»r»il9— Qs.  Sir  C.  DHke,    Mr.    A.  J. 

Balfour ;  As.  Sir  W.  Haroooit, 
866 

April  W—Order  of  BunneSt,  Qb.  Mr.  A.  J. 

Balfour,  Hr.  T.  W.  BombU.  Mr. 
Sexton;  As.  Sir  W.  Haroonrt^ 
1464 

Commiitees 

PMie     IHitions     Commmes  Bsperts, 

April  11,  ITS ;  April  SS,  IS64 
Selsction,   (Standing    Committee)  Reports, 

Trade,  J^c^  Law,  4-0.,  AprU  10.  29,  30 ; 

April  18,  427;  April  17,746;  AprU  37. 

1637 

Standing  Committee  (^Scotland),  Bes.,  Ad> 
joumed  Debate  resumed  and  furtfaer 
adjourned  April  17,  646  ;  Debate  reeumed 
AprU  20,  991;  Amsndtt,  (TtsooODt 
WoImer'sX  1004 ;  JHvision,  1020 ;  (EHr  H. 
Maxwell's),  1021;  Agreed  to;  (Mr. 
Little's),  1026;  ZHvision,  1088;  Debate 
adjoomed;  Debate  resumed  April  27, 
1688 ;  Ammdts.  (Mr.  Bendiaw's),  1590 ; 
(Mr.  Wodehooae'a),  1699;  (Mr.  J.  A. 
Ouipbeirs),  1600 ;  (Hr.  A.  J.BaUbaz'sX 
1603;  Divisim,  1606;  AmendL  (HiC 
Horier),  1607 ;  Division,  1618 

Hendters 

Bs-^setim  on  ApmoimtmeiU  to  OJiee^  Q.  Mr. 
Priestley ;  A.  Sir  W.  Haroonrt  April  17. 
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MitceUaneou* 

OivUim  L'ut — Correetien,  April  17,  824 
Snue  iff  ComMont  Aeeommodatio* — Motion 

for  Belect.Com.  (Ur.  T.  B.  Kllis)  AprU  20, 

1066 

House  tf  Commont  Idbrary—Irith  Law 
RoMrU,  Qb.  Mr.  M*Cartan,  Mr.  Dane ;  As. 
Mr.  J.  Horley  AjirU  26,  im 
.  SMm  of  CoMwuMU  VmUUOion,  Q.  Six  D- 
Hacfarlane ;  A.  Mr.  R.  aiadatone  AfrU  26. 
1436 

ZadiM'  Gallery,  Qs.  Mr.  W.  M'Laren, 
Lord  E.  Chnrchill,  Sir  D.  Macfarlane,  Mr. 
TomUnson,  Mr.  W.  Johnston,  Mr.  Bartley  ; 
As.  Mr.  H.  aUdstone  AyrU  26, 1448 

New  Writ*  Issued 
A^U  S7~-FoT  the  Borough   of  Hackney 
(Southern  DiTision),  v.  Sir  0. 
Russell,  a.C,M.G.,  Manor  of 
Northatead 

Private  Bills 
Cott  of,  Qs.  Mr.  HoweU,  Sir  H.  James,  Mr. 
M.  Healy ;  As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  10, 
23 

'  Reports  of,  Q.  Mr.  C.  WilliBms ;  A.  Mr.  Sbaw- 
LefoTze  Aprii  26,  1442 

Frimlege 

VoltuUarv  CowBtyMUset  BUI,  Mocking  of, 
bv  Mr.  ArAt,  Obs.  Mr.  Fiitcbard-MoiKan, 
Sit  W.  Ingram,  Sir  W.  Haxoonrt,  Mr.  Pwka, 
Sir  B.  Webster  AprU  17.  688 

Siiting*    and  A^jounMieHts  of  the 
House 

jaMjMeim    from   tie    SUmdimg  Order 

A^  17. 648 
Otnimrim  of  the  ISmite  o'<Xoek  Rule,  Qa. 

Mr.  A.  J.  Aalfoar;  Al.  Sir  W.  Huootirt 

AprU  12.637 

PdrliamerUary  Elections 
Be-^eetitMt  on  Avpointment  to  Office,  Q.  Mr. 
Fiisttley ;  A.  Sir  Vf.  Harcourt  AprU  17, 
682 

Segitters—Retvnu,  Q,  Mr.  Staart-Wortley  ; 
A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  April  26,  1427 

Sussex  Electors— B^nm,  Qs.  Mr.  H.  John- 
atone  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  AprU  17,  621 

Voters  in  Scotland  and  Ireland— Return, 
Qa.  Mr.  Mowbray,  SirE.  Ashmead-Bartlett ; 
As.  Mr.  G.  RosseU  AprU  30, 1688 

Paroehial  Electon  (Begiatration  Ae- 
ederation)  Bill 

•  e.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre)  ;  Bead 
1"  AprU  19.  864 
2B.;  Debate  adjoomed  AprU  30,  1779 

Parochial  Electors   {Registration  Ac- 
eekrati&n) 
Q.  Mr.  W.  Long;  A.  Hr.  Shaw-Lefevre 
Afra  19, 859 


{SESSION       1894)  [?« 
Vol.  38. 

Patent  Agenti  Bagiitratiw  BUI 

e.  Bead   2^.  and    ocHn.  to    Select  ikm. 
AprU  11,  171 
Select  Com.  nominated  AprU  20, 1068 


BUent  Office  Fees 

Qs.  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton  ;  As.  Mr.  Mnndella 
AprU  12, 126 ;  AprU  19,  833  ;  Q.  Mr.  A. 
C.  Morton ;  A.  Hr.  Bnrt  AprU  26, 1426 

Paul,  Mr.  H,  W.,  Edinburgh,  S. 
»  Counteas  of  Aberdeen,"  Loss  of  the,  1434 
Petroleum  Acta— Clerkenwell  Fire,  973 
Volunteer  Decoration,  1672 

Peabsoh,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  C.  Edin- 
burgh and  St,  Andrew's  VmverSHiee 

Crofters'  Holdings  (SooUand)  Acts  Amend- 
ment, &C.,  Bill,  3B.,  1686 
Standing  Committee  (BcotlandX  Bea.,  707, 

715,  719,  720 

Pease,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Northumberlandf 
Tyneside 

Slavery  on  the  Bast  Coast  of  Africa— H.M. 
Ships  Stationed  on  the  Coast,  1314 

Wild  Biids'  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment BUI,  Com.,  1208 

FsASE,  Sir  J.  W.,  Durham,  Barnard 
Cattle 

Conciliation  (Trade  Disputes)  Bill,  3B., 
946 

Indian  Bailway  Compauies  Bill,  Motion  for 

Leave.  1066 
Mines  (Eight  Houa)  BUI,  2B.,  18S(^  1841 

Peel,  Right  Hon.  A.  W.  {see  Speaker, 
The) 

Pensions — Army  and  Navy  (see  onder 
those  titles) 

Period  of  Qvalifioation  and  Bleetioiu 

Bill 

0.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  J.  Hwley)  AprU  13, 
368  ;  Bead  1*.  396 

Period  of  Qualification  and  Elections 
Bill 

Qs.  Sir  H.  James ;  As.  Mi.  J.  Mwley  AprU  19, 
848  ;  AprU  26, 1468 

Perks,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Lineolnehire,  Louth 
FrivilMie  —  Volnntai7   Oonveyinoes  Bill, 
Bto^ngof,  644 

Peru 

Her  Mmestv's  Minister  at,  <l  Colonel  H. 
-nnoent;  ^8IrB.axe7  4j^l2,  Ip 
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PetroleMAStg  " 

J>imuttwu  Fin  at  CldrtMmU,  Q.  Ur.  Fltal : 
A.  Mr.  Aaqnith  AprU  90,  97S 

PiCKABD,  Mr.  B.,  r«rh,  JT.ff.,  Jfyr- 
manton 

Mines  (fiight  HoDw)  Bill,  2B.,  l»38,  lt61 

PiCKBHsoiLL,    Mr.   E.   p.,  ArlAna/ 

ImpriBtMimeitt  of  Children,  1099 

I*dy  Vfiritora  for  Prisons,  331, 651 

LmdoD  nrtamAooommodationlnqairr,  1100 

PiCTON,  Mr.  J.  a:,  Leieegter 

Matlock  School  Fees,  1676 

Ways  sBd  Mteai—iriiiueiU  Statement,  Com., 
616 

Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders 
Copy  pres.  AprU  18,  812 

Pier  and  Harbour  Pronritioiua  Orden 
(Ho.  1)  BUI 

r.  Keada^^^iU?,  745 
Reported  April  26, 1549 
As  amended,  Con.  Aprii  27, 1637 
Bead  3*,  and  passed  April  SO,  1783 

Pier  and  Jbrbonr  Provinonal  Orderi 

OTo.  8)  BiU 
f.  Intnh.  Mr.  Bart  j  Bead  I*  Ajrril  80^  1784 

PiEBPOiN*,  Mr.  B.,  Warrington 
Cc^Kation  (IVade  Disputes)  BIU,  2B.,  947, 

FiirKBKTON»  Mr.  J.,  Gslm^ 

Land  Tenure  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  IH,  147 
SmaU  HoMiDRs  (Ireland),  Res.,  423,  424 

PirtoUBiU 

I.  Bead  »  April  20,  967 

Places  of  Wonhip  (Sites)  Bill 
e.  Older  tor  SR.  Afr}l  10, 110 

"  *  I 

PLAYFAIH,  Lord  (Lord  in  Waiting)  , 

Antique  Caste  at  Sonth  Kensington  MuMom, 

Edaoation  Code  (1894),  Bes'.,  820,  822 
Bndowdd' Schools  Act,  &c.  (Scheme  for  the' 

County  of  Anglesey),  Bes.,  695,  697 
Endowed  Schools  Act^  &c.  (Scheme  for  the, 

County  of  Flint),  Bes.,  601,  602  I 
Ibxkfng  ,of  Fpretni  and  Colo&U  Frodnoe,] 

Select  com.,  462, 4SS 


EX-}  • 

IS. 
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PUuro-Pnie¥.nmma  (see  utidfur' '  Affrieul- 
titre) 

Planbers*  Bei^fltration  Bill 

e.  Order  fo^r  2B.;  Debate  adjourned  A^ril  12, 
805 

Plurket^  Right  Hod.  D.  B.,  Dt^lin 
University 
Land  Tenure  (IieUnd)  BiU,  2B.,  158, 162 , 
Small  Holdings  (Ireland),  Bes.,  414  . 

Plukkbtt,  Hon.  H.  C,  Dtfblin  Co.,  S. 
Indian  Offlcial  Fablications,l& 
Xaigarlne  Bill,  Intro,  111 

Poor  /*aw  (flee  under  title  Local  €rO» 
vemment  Board) 

(For  Scotch  and  Irish  Qnestioiu  «m  under 
SoOTLAimand  Ibslabd) 

Poor  law  Amendment  BOl 

0.  Intto.,  Mr.  Lambert.;  Bead  1*  AprU  17, 
748 

POBTUGAL 

n-eaty  Series  (At).  8),  Copy  pies.  April  13, 
428 

POST  OFFICE  (BVGLAVD  *  WAIBB) 

Postmaster  Oeneial— Mr.  Abkold  Moblbt 

AceowUant  GenerdTa  Office^  Tracers  i»,  Q. 
Mr.  K.  Haidie ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Horley  April  26, 
144S 

Avteriean  Mail  Smitee,  Qs.  Captain  Doodan, 
Mr.  Dane,  Mr.  Field;  A*.  16.  A.  Morley 
AprU  19.  844 

American  Mail  Sereiee,  Betnm  pres.  AprU  16, 
592 

Book  Poa,  Q.  Mr.  K.  Hardie;  A.  Mr.  A. 

Morley  AprU  17,  626 
DiMharged  Seldiert  aa  Pottmen,  Q.  Sir  J. 
Whlt^ead;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  AprU  17, 
636 

Haljpenmf  Postal  Bate,  Q.  Mr.  Dane ;  A. 

Mr.  A.  Morley  AprU  19,  847 
Irish  Questions  (see  under  title  Ibelakd) 
LveervfxU  Telearapk  OJieCfOs.  Mr.  Saunders  ; 

As.  Mr.  A.  Morley  AprU  19,  852 ;  AprU  80, 

1679 

Zatterg  Advertltemeats,  Qil  Mr.  Webbi  Mr. 

Ilynn,  Sir  J.  WhUdiead ;  As.  Ur.  A. 

Morley  AprU  24, 12S1 
yempmter  Festa§e,  Qa.  Mr.  Soandeia;  As>' 

Mr.  A.  Morley  AprU  »,  868 ;  AprU  30. 

1679 

Priton-Mada  Goods,  Q.  Mr.  Matthews ;  A« 

Mr.  A.  IdxxiBji  AprU  27. 1586 
Savings   Banks  —  awiMf  School^ 

ChUdrm,  q.  Mr.  RonndeU;  A.  Mt.  A. 

Morley  AprU  IS.  334 
Scotch  ^i«l^|^^^^^i5j(g«jf^AKD> 


{  SESSION 


—ccmt.     (  1 
Linewwn,  Copf  piea.  AprU  SO,  lfi63 

'  CMitot^^Q.  Hn  K.  Siadie:  A.  lit. 
JUmmua,  Qb.  Kr.  J.  B.  Blltt;  Ai.  Mr.  A. 

lihphtMu  ComptMlet,  Str  J.  PeriptB8on,f 
Mr.  LaboQchere,  Sir  J.  Whitehead  j  As. 
Mr.  A.  M<#ij  AprH  30,  ^6$fk  ,  . 

Ui^ertdt  OeHvery.Q.  Mr.  WiclthvD  ;.A.Mr.i 
A.  Morley  A^pril  17,  611 

Powell,  Sir  F.  8.,  Wigan 
Education  Code  (1894),  745 
Evening  Schools  Oode,  1101 

Pbustlbt,   Mr.    B.,    York,    fV,  R., 
PutUey 

Be-elecUou  on  Appointment  to  Offloe,  M2 

Prisona  (see  ander  Cav  and  JuMtiee  and 
PbUee) 

(JFor  Sootdi  and  lriib  Questions  ««  under 
titles  SooTLASD  and  JsohASti) 

Private  Siilt  (see  under  Parliament) 

Proeediire  of  Pftrlianent  Amandment 
BiU 

.0.  Intra,  Hr.  IdiboOcbere;  Bead  1**  April  2i, 
1327 

Pbovand,  Mr.  A.  B.,  Glatgow,  Black- 
friarM 

Bettisfleld  Hallway  CoIUbIod,  1442 
Flnaaciel  Belatjons  ConiinlsaioQ,  1660 
Indian  Mines,  Women  in,  1093 
Sliop  Honrs  Act  (1892)  Amenriment  Bill; 
Intio,  1328 

FaUio  Boildiiigt  Oondon)  BIU 

cCom.;  -&.V..Apra  11;  170;  AwrU  18,  437; 
Aprit  27, 1637 

Pnblie  Librariei  (Irtland)  Aoti  Amend- 
ment Bin 

A  IntiD.,  Mr.  Field ;  Head  I*  AprU  17, 748 

Pnblie  libnriei  (fleoCUnd)  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Mr.  Dalziel ;  Read  1*  AprU  17,  748 
Bead  2*  April  25, 1383 
Com.;  B.P.  ^prU  26, 1660 

Public  Records  {City  of  Birmingham) 

'   Copy  pres.  AprU  16,  598 

Pnblie  Tnutee  and  Ezmntttw  Bill 

A  Intn>.,.CoIaBd  H.  Vlnoent ;  Bead  1'  AprU  IV 
171 


anurter  Seiwittm  (MMimwiftr):  Bill. 

I.  Com.;  Beported;  Staodlog  Com.  ncgatired 
Aj»ra  1^173, 

now 

anarter  Beirioni  Bill 

(.Bead  3*;    Amendts.  made;   Bill  passed 

4itnilSt*6i.  '  .1!  .  . 
o.-BLna,l^  AprUie^m  • 

Be*dS*4prtt.S4.:1825 

Gom.iVi.r.  April  S6,  1360;  ^iva3»,'1781 

Queen  Anne's  Bounty 
Copy  pres.  April  18,  811 

Bailway  and  Canal  itraffio  Bill 

0.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  Mundella)  ;  Bead  1<* 
Aprti  12,224 

SB.  deferred  A^  28, 1202.        .    .     .  y 

Baihray  CrnnmiHion  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Sir  A.  BoUit ;  Bead  1"  AprU  SS,  1304 

Bailways 

Canal  Sates,  Qa.  Sir  J.  Whitehead;  Aa.  Mr* 
Uimdcdla  AprUlIt  6S6 

Carrier^  Aet—OnUraeeinf  Out  ifLiahUUy, 
Qs.  Mr.  Field,  Mr.  Dodd ;  Jus.  Mr.  Man- 
delta  AprU  13.  839 

Fares— J^mdon,  BrUikton,  and  Sovth  Coast 
Company,  Q.  Mr.  Benn ;  A.  Mr.  MandeUa 
Aprti  19,  861 

yorth  Eastern— mis,  Q.  Mr.  Wrightson;  A, 
Me.  Mundella  AprU  10,  20 

Plaielayert,  Accidents  to,  Qs.  Mr.  J.  Burns  I 
As.  Mr.  Mundella  AprU  17,  629  ;  Q.  Mr- 
Channing;  A.  Mr.  Burt  ^^riZ  26,  1441 

(For  Scotch  and  Irish  Questions  see  under 
tities  BooTLAMD  and  Ibslahd) 

Rankin,  Mr.  J.,  Herefo/rdskire,  Leo* 
mnster 
Maltese  HarriaRe  Laws,  1435 
New  Parish  Boundaries,  1099 

Basch,  Major  F.  C,  £«<ex,  S.E, 
Agricnltnial  DepressioB,  Bes.,  343 
Army  (Annwil)  Bill,  Com.,  671 
Discharged  and  Beaerre  Soldiers,  Employ- 
ment for,  1098 
Mq^  Sandf^  Onn  ^acdce  over,  836 
Soldiers  on  Irish  Mail  Boats,  1436 
Ways  and  Meant— Flnandal  Statement,  1182 

BEAY,  LoBD  (Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India) 
Behar  Cadastral  Survey,  443 
Lc^latlre  Councils— Address  for  Betnnit 

1886 
Salt  Laws,  818 
Sanchi  Tope,"  Oeneral  Haipey's  Boc^  on, 

«0  Digitized  by  CiOOgle 
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BsuMOND,  Mr.  J.  K,  J¥aUifford 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 
(1887)  Repeal  Bill,  859  ;  2B.,  610 

Inland— Small  Holdlngi,  BM..41B.  416, 124. 
4SS 

BxDHOND,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,  CZnv,  £. 

Criminal  TJnr  and  Ptooedare  (Ireland)  Act 
(1887)  Repeal  KlI,  SB.,  762,  758,  768,  766, 

776,804 

EWctad  Tenants  (Ireland)  BiU,  Bet^  907 
Inland— Small  HoldingB,  Be&,  413,  418,  480, 
421,  438,  424 

Bbid,  Mr.  B.      i>wi}t^r*(!4,  ^. 
Nary  BBtimateft— SUpbullding,  Bepairs,  Six., 
70,  8S,  84,  87,  279 

Segittratioii  o/Eleeton  Biil 

C9ee  titie  Arimf  ^  Oiitiifieatien  and  SUc 
tioiuBai) 

Segittration  of  Title  ( Ireland)  Act  (see 
under  Ibzland) 

BeligioTU  Opinions  Proteontions  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  At.  Storey ;  Read  l"  Apra  20,  1068 

Beli^ons  Tetts  (Inland)  Bill 

e.  Older  for  2B.  negatired  April  16,  688 
2B.  deferred  AprU  38, 1203;  April  24,  1S26 

^BlNBHAW,  Mr.  C.  B.,  Renfrew^  W, 

'   Local  OoTCnuuent  (eootlaod)  Bill,  Uotion  for 

LeaTe,16S6 
.  Btandii^  Committee  (Scotland),  Bos.,  1698 
Ways  and  Meana—Finandal  Btatement,  Com., 

1166, 1190 

BepresetUaUw  Peerg  far  Irelamd  (see 
under  Parliament — Lorda) 

Rhyl  Poor  Relief  AdnUnisiration 

Q.  Mr.  K.  Hanlie;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Leferre 
AprU  26, 1407 

BlBBLBSDALE,  Lord 

Harking  of  Foreign  and  Colonial  Produce — 
Select  Com.,  449 

Richmond    Park  —  Clarence  Lanes, 

Roehampton 

Q.  Mr.  Thornton;  A.  Mr.  H.  aiadatone 
AprU  26,  1427 

BIGBY,  Sir  J.  (Solicitor  General), 
Forfar 

Qnarter  Seaaiona  Bill,  sj^'      j  Com.,  1781, 

■  -  ''kTrsMfi^^^^^SLr^''^ 


EX}  [Bn 
28. 

BIPON,  MAHQCE88  of  (SeoTetaij  of 
State  for  the  Colonies) 
Colonial  Officers  (I«aTe  of  AfaMDoe)  BUI, 

Intro.,  608  ;  SR,  962,  968 

BoBXBTS,  Mr.  J.  H.,  J)embi§kMhire^  W. 
Bitabliabed  Ohonfa  tWalei)  Bill,  Utrtioa  far 

Leave,  1738, 1780 
Snnday  Closing  (Wales)  Aot  (1881)  Amend* 

naent  BUI,  Intto.  171 

BOBEBTSON,  Mr.  E.  (Civil  Lord  ef 

the  Admiralty),  Dundee 
Allotments,  Payment  of,- 1216 
Brasilian  CirU  Waiv-Lov  of  Britfah  Ofllom, 

223 

Gibraltar  New  Dock,  219 

Navy  Estimates 
Dockyard  Chaplains,  278 
Gilnaltar  Dock,  300, 801, 802 
Keyham  Dock,  302,  SOS 
Funbrdke  Doek,S02 

BUpbattdkw,  Bqiwirs,  M^ntaumoe,  ke.— 

niioniwl,278 
Works,  Buildings,  and  Bepairs,  298,  500, 

301, 803,  808,  804 

PenriooB  Case  of  Saxon,  1076 

Robinson,  Mr.  B.,  Dudley 
Horses,  Cruelty  to,  16 

BOBT,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Lancashire,  S.E^ 
Eceles 

Mines  (Eight  Hoois)  Bill,  1686  ;  2B.,  1329. 
1880,  INl 

BocHE,  Mr.  J.,  Galwoff,  E. 
Galway,  Kxtra  Polioe  In,  ftc,  1088,  1678, 
1671 

Tnam  Goardiandilp  Dispate,  880 

Roehampton — Clarence  Lane$ 
Q.  Mr.  Thornton;  A.  Mr.  H.  Gladsttme 
AprU  26,  1427 

Bou.IT,  Sir  A.  K.,  ItlingUmf  S. 
Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Com.,  671 
Dublin  Tiaw.  Coort^PraH  Acoommodatioa, 

469 

Railway  Commisaion  Bill,  Intro.,  1204 
Small  Holdings  (Inland),  Bea.,  418 
Ways  and  Mean»— Finanoial  Statement  Oom., 
618,  619 

B08EBEBT,  Earl  op  (First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  and  I«Qrd  I^mideot  of 
the  Council) 

Agrarian  (Mme  in  Ireland,  1S67 

Antiqae  Casts  at  Sonth  Kflnslngtott  UoaeaM, 

Digitized  ^vG*^*^8^ff«rt. 


But] 


{SEiS  SI  ON 
FW.S8. 


1894} 


[Bam 


BoBKBBBT,  Earl  at—eont. 
Betterment,  Town  ImproTementa,  B«b.,  447 
Bndcnrad  BoIwoIb  A<^,  Jeo.  (Seheme  for  the 

Coanty  of  Flint),  Bee.,  604, 606 
Law  of  Inheritanee  Ammdnmit  BUI,  SR., 
1397,  1400 

Luccombe  and  Btoke-Pero,  School  Accommo- 
dation at,  485.  488,  440,  4U 
Uganda,  180»  181 

Boss,  Mr.  J.,  Ltmdonderry 
Ireland 

Belfast   Ship's  Oarpenter,  Hanalai^ter 

hy,7 

Londonderry  BarrackB,  184 
Orange  ZMrtorbancei  in  Antrim  Cotftatj, 
198 

Poor  Law  TTnltHU,  Financial  PoBition  of, 

188 

RocKDELL,  Mr.  C.   S.,    For*,  /T.A, 
SkipUm 
Thrift  among  School  Children,  384 
UnirerBities  Representation  Abolition  BUI, 
Intro.,  747 

Wandsworth  and  Clapham  Union  —  Poor 
Belief  onder  False  Pretences,  333 

RowLAMOs,  Mr.  J.,  Fuu&itfy,  E, 
OlTll  Serrice— SUA  Leave,  «79 
Finsbory  Estate,  627 
Free  BdMBtlon  In  Bt.  ^cras,  I4S1 
Ooremmeat  Departmeuts,  Chu  for,  8S8 

RUSSELL,  Mr.  G.  W.  £.  (Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment), North  Beds. 
Ambalanoe  Instrnction,  824 
Cab  DriTers,  Proeeontlons  againBt,  1419 
OnildbaU- Bitting*  of  the  High  Court,  8M 
Hottordshire  CleiW  of  the  Pwoe,  886 
HotUna^m  Ezaoation,  83S 
Parliamentarr  Voters  In  Sootland  and  Ireland 

— Bctum,  1688 
FoUee  CoutaUe  WUting,  1439 
Priaon  OfBoers*  Fensiom,  14C8 

ViiMoiu—Lnij  yititm  fax  Venale  Priaoners, 
88S 

BusBxxx,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tyrone,  S. 

Bosfness  of  the  House,  146S 

Charing  Cron,  Euston,  and  Hampatead  Bail- 
way  Bill,  2R.,  118 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 
(1897)  Repeal  BUI,  2B.,  774,  776,  779, 
788 

ETicted  Tenants  (Inland)  BiU,  12S8  ;  Intro., 
'872,893,899;  SB..  ISOS 

Ireland 

Belfttst  WorklMHUe  Lonatici,  1667 
BoyootttDg  at  Kdla,  1446 


BuaHBLL,  Xr.  T.  W.-r^> 
beland— «m£. 
Cork— Haider  of  a  Caretaker,  144S 
Oweedore  District  Dbturhaneei^  19 
KlUarney  Union,  Financial  Condition  of, 
1091 

Land  Acts,  Select  Committee,  109, 806, 311, 

SIS,  897,  396,  990 
Lioenoe  Transfers— Case  of  Mr.  Hegarty, 

S49 

Poor  Law  Unions,  Financud  Fadtfon  of, 
189 

SmaU  Holdings,  Bes..  408,  408 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.,  18S,  140 
Qtavter  Sessions  BUI,  Com.,  1782 

RUSSELL,  Sib  C.  (Attorney  General), 
Hackney^  S, 
Army  (Annual)  Bill — Courts  Martial,  Com., 
57S 

Behiing  Sea  Awaid  BUI,  Lords  Amendts^f 
74P 

St.  Asaph,  Biahpp  of 
Endowed  Schools  Act.  Sco.  (Scheme  for  the 
County  of  Flint),  Bes.,  598, 601 

St.  Lucia  and  the  McKinley  Tariff 

Q.  Colonel  H.  Tinoent;  A.  Mr.  8.  Buxton 
April  26,  1409 

Sale  of  Goods  Acty  1B99 

Q.  Mr.  Dsrling ;  A.  Sir  W.  Haroou^  Agril  20, 
983 

Sale  of  Xntozioftting  Uqnon  on  Sunday 

mi 

e,  Intro.,  Mr.  J.  Stevenson ;  Bead  1*  Apr'U  24, 
1837 


SALisBDBr,  MarqaesB  of 
Army  (Annual)  BIU,  IB.,  598 
Behring  Sea  Award  BUI.  2B.,  178 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  Ac.  (Scheme  for  the 

Coanty  of  FUnt),  Bes.,  606,  606 
Indian  Salt  Laws,  319 

Law  of  Inheiltaace  Amendment  Bill,  2R., 
1393,  1394 

Limitation  of  Actions  BiU,  2B.,  446  ;  Com., 
1806 

Lueoombe  and  Btoke-Pero,  School  Accommo- 

datlonat,  489, 440 
Uganda,  181 

Samoan  Islands^  Administration  ofy  by 
Neva  Zealahd 
Q.  Sir  G.  Baden-PoweU;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey 
April  ii,  1220:  Qi.  Sir  T.  Esmoude,  Sir 
O.  Baden-Powell;  As.  Mr.  S.  BnxtiM 
Aprti  96, 14S4 ;  Qs.  Sir  T.  Bsmonde.  Mr. 
Hogait;  As.  mt    Qnj  April  M^fM^ 
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Saieuelson,  Sir       Oxfordshire,  Ban- 
bury 

hOiaa  Mi&tOf  Clostiv,  107B 

SANDHURST,  Lohd  (Under,  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War) 
Army  (Anniml)  Bill,  IB.,  69S ;  BE.,  816 

Sahdts,  Colonel  T.  M.,  Lanedsmre, 
S.W.,  Booth 
BooUeJnteCtompanj'B  Works,  Strike  at,  14 
Frison  Laboar— &ck  MaUag,  14 

Saukdeiw,  Mr.  W.,  Newiington,  Wal- 
worth 

LiTCrpooI  Telegpapt  Office,  862,  16»  - 
Newipaper  Portage,  853  ^ 
Sdeiiee  and  Art  Deputment  Writera,  1680 

Sauwdbbbon,  Colonel  E.  J.,  Armagh,  N. 

Tenants  (Inland)  Bill,  Bo.,  925, 93«, 
Pntadown  Post  Offloe,  193  '  ■  " 

Saxe-Coburfff  Duke  of 
■^«J«*I^.  Bes.  (Mr.  A,  C.  Morton)  Aprfi  20, 

Schwann,  iJr,  C.  E.,  Manchester,  J^. 
Armenian  Ftiacmcn,  854  , 

SOOTLAn 

Sectetaiy  for— Sir  Q.  O.  Tbitieltan 
Lor^  AdTocate-^Mr.  J.  B.  BALva|Ds 
Solicitor  General— Mr.  Alkxandeb  Mhkr 

AfricuUHre  CJUval  Commution),  Cony  ptes. 
4*»riI10,112  *^ 

Art  AbAtftiCioM  at  Gltugow,  Q.  Mr.  C. 
M'Laien ;  A.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfoar  Apra  90, 
980 

CaUknett  Veltuiteer  ArtOlm^  Oans,  Q,  Mr. 
Laboachere ;  A.  Mr,  Canuibell-aumennan 
April  30,  1684 

Ce«t  and  Stent  Taxet,  Qa.  Mr,  W.  Whitftlaw ; 

Ab.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfonr  AprU  10,  24:: 

jtjM-a  24, 1214  ' 
Cro/tera*  Aet — Lfgidat'uMt,  Qs.  Ur.  Weir,  Dr. 

Mac^r^ ;  Ab.  Sir  G,  Trereljto  April  13, 

320 

Cr<(fter»'  Aet,  1886,  Bes.  (Sir  D.  Ibefinlaae) 
Jlprtf27, 1688 

Ediumtim 

Bvokt,  Qs.  Mr.  D.  Crawfoid,  Sir  C. 
.  Cameron,  Dr.  Farqaharsan  t  As,  Sir  Q. 

TpcTclyan  Aprd  ^,  lOdl  , 
Caff  pres.  AprU  19,  968'  ' 
Biinlmrgh  VnitertUv  ^ttrrieiUum,  Q.'Dt. 

Mocgn^ ;    A.    Sir   O-.'  Tretelran 

^j»r*j26,14n 

JBdMcatiMCod0,i8O4i,^i^ies,.As^  12 
807  ^ 


\ 


"SCOTLAND-~coat. 

AwMiM  SahooU  Code,  ISat,  Oopr  ptes. 

AprU  13,  807 
8»lmlB»»rdBtKtiana,  VHinf  for,^^  Ut. 

Naider,  Mr.  Hosier,  Dr.  Jfawronr;  As. 

Mr.  J.  B.  Balfonr  AprU  19, 841 
Tiiaeker^  SHiniitf  tmUefm,  Q.  Captain 

Sinclair ;  A.  Sir  Qt.  Tierelyaa  AprU  17, 

630 

Employert'  Liability,  Qs,  Mr.  W.  Whitelaw 

Mr.  Holier,  Mr.  Caldvrell ;  As.  Mr.  J.  B. 

Balfour  April  19,  853 
'*  Sieaped  JVWa,"  Protemtim      at  Blasgow, 

Q.  Mr.  Diamond ;  A.  Mr.  J.  B.  BaUbnr 

April  30,  1669 
Aim  'Ami  BuU4i»if  Lea^  Select  Com. 

appointed  AprU   11,   171 ;    Minutes  of 

BTldenoe  ordered  April  16;  690 
Fimaneial  Bdatima  «f  the  Three  Xingiems 

(see  tiiat  title) 

..FitieriM  ■ 

Arran,  Forethore,  Q.  Mr.  Birknifie ;  A. 

Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  AprU  10,  10 
Cruiser;  Q:  Mr.  Weir  ;  A.  SirO.  Trerelran ; 

4i»*-ii  17, 610 
fferring  Fishing,  Q.  Sir  W.  Wedderbom  ; 

A.  Sir  O.Trevelyao  AprU  80, 1676 
Moray  Firth  — Fishermen   and  Water 

SaUiffs,  Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.  J.  B. 

Balfonr  AprU  17,  6U  ' 

Heme  Smie  fir  SeetUmO^qfL  Dr.  Macgngor, 
Mr.  Maclare ;  Ast  Sir  W.  Hanout 
AprU  12,  220 

Itland  of  Cumbrae  Postal  Arrangesients.  Q. 
Mr.  Q.  Murray ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  AprU90, 
1668 

Zieensinff  ^edioiU  i*  tJlasgoiA,  Q.  -Ifr.  J. 
WHson;  4-  Mr.  J.  B.  BaUoOr  AprU  34, 
1216 

Loeh  Broom.  iS'acigation,  Q.  Mr.  Weir :  A. 
Sir  W.  Harcoort  AprU  17,  632 

Maeistraey  —  Appointment  Fees,  Q.  Sir  J. 
Klnloeh ;  A.  ab.  J.  B.  Balft>nr  AprU  13, 
190  .       JT  f 

Parliamentary  Vsten^  RstUrms,  Qi.  Mr. 
Movbray,  Sir  B.  Ashmead^artletfc ;  As. 

Mr.  G.  RoBsell  AprU  SO,  1668 
Poliee,  Cost  tif,  Q.  Mr.  Dalaid  |  A.  Sir  O. 

Trevelyan  AprU  20,  978 
Procureter  Fiscal,  Zeu)i»,Q,  Mr.  Weir;  A. 

Mr.  J.  B.  Balfonr  AprU  17,  618 

Sailways 

BeUt^  CsUfeisn,  a  Mr.  Pravand ;  A. 

Mr.  Burt  AprU  36,  1443 
Smtrs  ef  Momr,  Q,  Mr.  W.  Wbttelaw; 

A.  Mr.  Mnndella  A^rit  80, 1686 
Rmul  Snbxitntumt  in  Edinburgh,  Q.  Captain 
Hope;  A.  Sir  G.  Trwelyan  ^orS  19 
838  J 

Service  Franehise.Qs.  Mr.  Napier,  Mr.  Hosier, 
Sir  C.  Dilke,  Dr.  Macgrogor ;  Aa.  Mr.  J. 
B.  Balfour  AprU  19,  841 

^riff  SuistUute  for  Sutherlaikishire — 
Gaelie  LaMgusgs,  IJ.  Mr.  ^elt  J  A.,  Mr.  J. 
B.  Balfour  ^Pf^Mim^OO^ 
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SCOTLANJ)~~oemt, 

Smatt  ItUa  Punekial  Msdioal  Offietr^  Dr. 
Mw^regoT ;  A.  ffir  O.  Trevelymii  Apm  SO, 
994 

8teMdt»9  CammUUef  Bet.,  Adjourned  Debate 
remtned  and  adjourned  AprU  17,  648 ; 
Debate  resamed  April  20,  991  ;  Amendt. 
(ViflooUDt  Wolmei5>  1004:  J}M*lon,  1020; 
Amendt.  (Sir  H.  Maxwell),  1021 ;  Agreed 
to:  AmentU.  (Mr.  Little),  102S  ;  Divition, 
1038 ;  Debate  adjonmed ;  Debate 
resamed  AprU  27,  1588 ;  Amendt$.  (Ur. 
Benshaw's),  1590;  (Mr.  Wodehoase'a), 
1699  ;  (Mr.  J.  A.  Campbell's).  1600  ;  (Ur. 
A.  J.  Bolfonr's),  1602  ;  Dlvi*'um,  1606 ; 
(Mr.  Hocier'B),  1607  ;  Dhfition,  1613 


Sea  nduri«i  acgntotton  CBoAtUnd) 
BUI 

c.  Intro,  Sir  H.  Uazwell ;  BMd  1*  Agra 
1068 

Secondary  Education — Cammistytn^  4*' 
(see  aoder  Ednoatim} 

Seton-B^arr,  Mr.  H.,  St.  Helen** 
Criminal  Law  and  Ptooedare  (Ireland)  Act 
(1887)  Repeal  Bill,  2B..  766 

S;;xTON,  Mr.  T.,  Kerry^  N. 

Bndfiet  PniniaU,  686,  «87,  857,  L681 

BoslneM  of  tiie  Houses  1455 

Charing  CroM,  Boston,  and  Hvnpstead  Bail- 

wajBill.  SB.,  lis 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  Intro.,  876, 
884,  914,  916,  916 


Sexton,  Hr.  X.— ocji/.  > 
Ireland— oMit. 

Foot  Law  Unions,  financial  Position  of, 
188 

BatbcUne,  Coonty  Loi^id,  Evictions,  829 
SUppli^  Casualty  In  Lough  Byan,  838 
Slto)k  Leltrim.  and  Kotthem  Coantiea 

Bailway,  1480 
Small  Holdings,  Bei.,  407,  408,  409,  412, 

434 

Law  UlMwy,  Four  Conits  (Ireland)  Bill, 
Com.,  886, 587 

Shaw,  Mr.      Hawiek,  Sfc. 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Bes.,  700 


Sheehy,  Mr.  D.,  Galwauj  S. 
Anon  IslandB  Distress,  466  * 

Shipping.  (Me  Merchant  SMippinif) 

Shipping  Federation  (see  under  Mer- 
chant Shipping) 

Shop  Hoiirt  Act  (1692)  AwimdnMmt  Bill 

e.  Intio.,  Mr.  Prorand ;  Bead  !•  AprU  34, 1828 

Sinclair,  Captain  J.,  Dumbartoruhire 
Scotland— Teachers'  Training  CollegCf^  630 

Siave  Trade 
Afrlea  (see  onder  that  title) 
FrteA  Slavet,  Q.  Sir  B.  Temple ;  A.  Sir  E. 
Otej  AprU  19,  861 


Ireland 

Armjr  BxaminatioiiB,  1686 
Airan  Islands,  DMtitntion  in,  466,888,834, 
1486,  1489 

Belfast  Ship's  Carpantee,  Hanalaoghter 

BelftMt  Woifchoase  LmutloB,  967, 1667 
Orarch  Fond,  Papers  BeloUngto,  1671 
Cork-Stmet  Picacher-^.  WilUaoM,  1414, 
1416 

Crime,  Decrease  of,  458 

Deed  Stamping,  1215 ' 

Dispensary  Committees,  S23 

Killamey  Union,  Finaaciaf  Condition  of, 
1092  '  ' 

Labonrers'  Cottages,  OlOhakW^.  «8B 

Land  Acts,  Select  Com.,  810,  818,  398 

Letterkenny  Oiianlians,  1418 

Lewis  Bstste— Extra  Police  in  Comity 
QalwiV,  1579 

LimeridE— Bmergeney  Man,  Alleged  ^hoot- 
by,  830,881  ' 

Malicioaa  Boming  in  Clare  OoanQr,  Clidms 
ibrjAV  ..   '  oiB'  'ytHail  ■■■ 

Oxange  iMstarhanie^  Antrim.  Ooqn^,  198, 
8B1 


Small  Ifoldings  {Ireland)  (see  under 
Ireland) 

SnaU  ToBuiti  (SeoUud)  Bill 

«.  IntiOb,  Dr.  Farquharson  ;  Bead  !•  AprU  20, 
1068 

Smith,  Mr.  A.  H.,  Chrietehurek 
Uganda  Protectorate,  1104 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Lanark^  Partick 
Local  Govemoient  (Sootlimd)  Bai,  Motion 

for  Leave,  1686 
Standii^  Committee  (Seotknd),  Bes.,  1025 
1S93 

Shith,  Mr.  S.,  Flintshire 
Ceylon— Opiun  QaestkiD,  1S19 
India^Priaoni,  HortoUty  in,  617 

Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.,  Strand,  West- 
mintter  - .  • 

PoUce  Constable  WMUne,  1^ 
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Solicitort*  Examination  Bill 

c.  Older  for  SB.  nef;atiTed  April  13,  426 
Bead  a*  ^jKrii  11,118 
Com.  ;  R.P.  April  12,  806  ;  AprU  IS,  427 
Com,  and  Beportod  April  19,  955 
Bead  3-,  and  pasted  AprU  23, 1208 

I.  Bead  1>  AprU  34, 1213 

South  Ketumgton  Museum 

Amtigue  Out*,  Qi.  and  Obs,  Barl  Covper, 
Earl  of  Carlide,  Loi4  Flajfaii,  Visooant 
Cranbtod^  Earl  of  BoMbeiy  AprU  37, 
.  1889 

■ 

South  Kensington  —  Science  and  Art 
Department  Writers 

Q.  Mr.  Saanders ;  A.  Mr.  AcUnd  April  SO. 
1680' 

Sparhbrook  Smalt  Arms  Factory  (sm 
under  ^rmy) 

0pttilut,  C|t  (Bight  Hon.  Abthur 
Wezxeslxt  Pezi.),  Warunek  and 
ItCttthin  Qton 

maCELLANEOVS  RVLIIfffa 

lis,  306,  397,420,  424,  426,  643,  1605,  1613, 
1618,  1678 
iXvMM  £m»— Conectioo.  624 

JtULES  ANB  ORDER  OE  DEBATE 

A4jimrnme>U  of  tke  Bmue  to  diteiui  a  matter 
^  urgent  puHic  impertanet  —  Under 
Standing  Order  17,  a  Motion  on  a  subject 
of  [Agrie¥U%r€U  Deprettuml  bo  wide  a 
scope  was  not  contemplated  AprU  13,  367 

A  Motion  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  having 
been  made  under  Standing  Order  16,  The 
Speaker  oonld  not  allow  mcae  than  one 
speech  ts  ^Mort  of  the  BUI,  Md  one 
against  it  April  12.  S25 

The  remarks  would  have  been  perfectly  ap- 
propriate when  the  Speaker  put  the  Mun 
QnntioB  (fitamdi»f  CemmiUm  ifieManti, 
Jtet.')  after  the  Amendti.  had  been  disposed 
of  April  17,  1591 

The  Amendt.  was  oat  of  Order  (jUtandhfg 
CommittM  (Se<itland),  Am.)-  It  was  not 
open  to  a  Member  to  more  an  Amendt. 
re-opening  the  decision  taken  far  the  nega 
tlTing  of  a  prerloas  Anendt.  Tlie  Amoidt. 
was  In  Onler  which  proposed  to  alter 
the  constitution  of  the  Com.  The  Member 
idfr.  Courtnepy  was  persaing  an  inctai- 
venlent  coarse  by  raising  a  discoBsion 
th<ai  upon  tl^  genoal  qnetUon.  After  the 
Amendti.  had  been  dtopoaediiC,  the  Member 
oonld  reopen  dtocoMoo  on  the  Main 
QuMkm  Jfyrif  a0,.997.  9M,  809 

Olie  part  <A  a  Bes.  that  anttetpated  a  Bill 
bclorB  tbv  Hows  WH  mt  o<  Oidar  4^  37, 


SPEAKER,  TffX-cont. 
SUPPLY 

It  was  entirely  optional  whether  the  Gorem- 
ment  set  up  Supply  again  or  not  AprU  IS. 
436 

SPENCER,  EABL(Fint  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty) 
Zrehuid— Agrarian  Crira^  IS67, 1569  ' 

Spicer,  Mr.  A.,  Monmouth, 

Coonty  CoondUon  (Qnaliflcation  of  Women) 
BUI.  Intro.,  747 

Spirit  Duty— -Budget  Prt^posals  (see 
under         and  Mmus) 

Standing  Committee  (see  under  title 
Fartiament) 

SxAMHOPX,  Eari 

Bdnoatkm  Code  (1894),  Bes.,  833 

Stamhofx,  Hod.  P.  J.,  Burnley 
Oalrfwgton  Oreneen,  1677 

Stanley  op  Alderlev,  Lord 
Edacation  Code  (1894),  Bes.,  818 
Endowed  Schoob  Act,  ftc.  (Scheme  for  the 
ConntT  of  Anglas^y),  Bee.,  597 

India 

Bduw  CadMtrd  Snrrey,  448 
Salt  Uwi.  818^  880 

"  Sanchl  Tope,"  Oeneml  Malsey'a  Book  on, 
439 

Luocombe  and  Stoke-Pero,  Schod  AocomnH>< 

dation  at,  Bes.,  431, 442 
PIstoli  BUI,  SR.,  957,  983 

Stanspeld,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Halijax 
Indian  Cantonment  Begulatjoos,  1083 

Stationery    Office   PMieaHons — Re- 
turn 

Qs.  Mr.  a.  Bowles.  Mr.  J.  Lowtber;  As.  Sir 
J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  19,  855 

Statute  Law  BeTinon  Bills  and  Coa- 
wlidatittB  Billf 

Joimt  Committee  Lords  and  Commoms, 
Nominated  April  10,  2  ;  April  16,  691 

Nomination  of  Additional  Monber,  6eg. 
AprU  26,  1384 

Addition  to  Com.,  and  Con.  of  the  Merchant 
Skipphtf  Sm,  April  S8, 1078 

Steam  Trawlers  (Sootland)  Bill 

0.  Intio.,  Mr.  CiOBfato;  Bead  1*  AwrU  37. 
I6S8 
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Stevenson,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Suffolk,  Eye 
Armenia,  Troablesin,  210 


[Tho 


Stztekson,  Mr.  J,  C,  South  ShielcU 

Bale  of  latoxteatliu  Uqaora  on  Bnnday  Bill, 
Intra,  18S7 

Sewabt,  Sir  M.  J.,  Kirkcudbright 
Btanding  Committee  (Scotland),  Bes,  1024, 
1594 


Wa: 


Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oxford  Univerti^ 
Edacation  Code,  217,  318 
SetabUflhed  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  HotloQ  tot 
Leave,  1691 


and  Heans  Financial  Statement. 
,661 


Btobxt,  Mr.  S.,  Sunderland. 

BeligiooB  Opinions  Proaecationa  Bill,  Intro., 
1068 

Saxe-Cobnig,  Duke  of  (Annaity),  Res.,  1061 

Storm* — Lost  of  Life  on  the  Coast  of 

Ireland  (see  under  Irelakd) 
• 

Stcabt,  Mr.  J.,  Shoreditch,  Hoxton 

Sonthwark  and  TaoxbaU  Water  Bill,  2B. 
114 

Suez  ComU  Shares- 
Fiiuncial  Statement,  April  28, 1192 

ScixiVAN,  Mr.  D.,  fFettmeaih,  S. 

Lnnatica,   Removal  of— Case  of  James 
Connifle,  1410 

S0LLITAN,  Mr.  T.  D.,  Donegal^  W. 
Oweedore  District  Disturbances,  19 

Sunday   Closing  CWalM)  i^t  0881) 
Ammdrnflcat  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Hr.  H.  Roberts ;  Bead  1*  AprHW, 
171 

Supwannue^n  Act.,  1884 
Copies  pres.  Aprii  18,  811 ;  April  19,  966; 
AprU  26,  IMS 

SUFFLT 

Amjf  and  !/avy  JBaimetat  (see  those  titles) 

Snpnme  Court  of  Jiidieatiize(7rooedii») 
Bill 

{.  Com.,  and  agreed  to ;  Be-oom.  to  Standing 
Com.  AprM19,  817 

Sussex — Parliamentart^  Electors*  Re- 
turn 

H.  JdmstMie ;  As.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre 
Qs.  Mr  17,  621 

Swine  Fever  (see  under  Agriculture) 

VOL.  XXIII.    [POVBTB  BXBIB8.] 


Xannxb,  Dr.  C.  K.,  Cork  Co^  Mid 
Ireland 

Lioenoe  Transeeis— Mr.  Hsgarty,  848 
Small  Holdings.  Bes.,419 
Qnarter  Sessions  Bill,  SB.,  1826 

Technical  Education  (see  under  Educa- 
tion) 

Telephones  and  Telegraphs  (see  under 
Post  Office) 

Tbxple,  Sir  B.,  Surreyy  Kingston 
Army  (Annoal)  Bill,  Com.,  565 
Bdaoation  Code  (1894),  Res.,  741,  742,  743, 
964 

Elementary  Bdacation  (Exemption  from 
School  Attendance)  Bill,  SR.,  168 

Established  Cbnrch  (Wales)  BUI,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1789 

Evening  Schools  Code.  1294 

Freed  Slaves,  861 

Hereford— St.  James's  National  Bdiool,  681 

India^-ContagiooB  Diseases,  1083 

Indian  Railway  Compwies  Bill,  Motion  for 

Leave,  1066 
Kavy  Estimates  —  EQiipbnildtng,  Bepairs, 

Maintenance,  Ac— Ferscninel,  266 
Teachers'  Snperannnatioa,  1447 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  Com. 

1198, 1288 
Zansibar  Protectorate,  1077 

Tetnham,  Lord 
Marking  of  Foreign  and  Colonial  Produce- 
Select  Com.,  449 

Thouas,  Mr.  Abel,  Carmarthen,  E. 
Established  Chnrch  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
T.eav^  1681 

Thohas,  Mr.  Alfred,  Glamorgan,  E, 
Established  Chnioh  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1622 

Thomas,  Mr.  D.  A.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 
Established  Chnrch  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  f^ 
Leave,  1766 

Thobbubn,  Mr.  W.,  Peebles  and  Selkirk 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Bes.,  1694 

Thornton,  Mr.  P.  M.,  Clapham 
Clarence  Lanes,  Boehampton,  1427 
Vestiy  Meeting  1446  ^  ^  ^  I  ^ 

^  j£  Digitized  by  VjOOyit: 
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Tithe  Rent-Charge  and  the  Weleh  Dis- 
estitblithment  BUI 
Q.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour;   A.  Mr.  Asquith 
April  90, 1687 

Tohago  Island  and  Trinidad 
Q.  ColoDel  H.  Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Buxton 
AprU  36, 1409 

ToHLiNSOX,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preaion 

Conoiliation  (Trade  Diaputes)  Bill,  2R.,  1824 

Education  Code,  337 

Ladies'  Gallery,  1449 

Magistrates— Ut.  Backell,  190 

Parochial  Slectors  (B^Btratlon  Accelera- 
tion) Bill,  2B.,  1779 

Presents  to  Foreign  QoTemmente— Spedmens 
of  Lee-Hetfom  Bifles  and  Coidite  Anuna- 
nitfon.  1418 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  Intro..  225 ; 
2B.,  1302 

Ways  and  HeaoB—Pinaaoiiil  Statement, 
Com.  1191 

Wild  Birds'  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amendment 
BUI,  CouL,  1548 

Town  Improvements — Betterment  (see 
BetUrmem') 

TKASE.  B0AB9  07 

Fresident^Ur.  Hukdblla 
Secretary— Mr.  T.  Boat 

Barker  and  Co":  FaUure,  Q.  Mr.  Bartley  ; 

A.  Mr.  Muodella  AprU  13,  333 
Canadian  Tariff  (see  under  title  Cakadx) 
Canal  Tollt,  Q.  Mr.  Wibon-Todd ;  A.  Mr. 

Unndella  AprU  10, 18 
Copyright     WorJu    {British'),  Canadian 

jSiyaUies  on,  Q.  Mr.  Stoart-Wortley ;  A. 

Mr.  HundeUa  AprU  19,  839 
False  Trais  Dsseriptiont,  Q.  Ur.  Btnart- 

Wortley ;  A.  Sir  B.  Grey  AprU  24. 1218 
Jbrwf^ff  Trade,  Copy  pres.  AprU  16.893 
&erma»-Mais  Bmshes^(i.  Mr.  Holland;  A. 

Mr.  Hundella  April  27, 1686 
German  Prison-Made  Ooodt,  Importation  of, 

ittto  England,  Qb.  Colonel  H.  Vincent,  Mr. 

Darling, Mr.J.  Lowther;  As.  Hr.Mundella, 

Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  20,  975  ;  Q.  Mr.  J. 

Chamberlain  ;  A.  Mr.  Mandclla  AprU  23, 

1079 ;  Q.  Colonel  U.  Vincent ;  A.  Sir  E. 

Grey  AprU  28, 1090 
Labour  Department  (see  that  tiMe) 
Marking  of  Foreign  Meat,  ^c.  (see  that  title) 
Merehandite  Marht  Aet,  Offences  against, 

Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  Mandelta 

AprU  13,  S21 ;  Q.  Mr.  Stoart-Wortley ;  A. 

Mr.  Mnndella  AprU  17,  618 
Merchant  Shipping  (see  that  title) 
J^tent  Office  (see  that  title) 
PKMieatioHS—'^  Board  iff  Trade  journal" 

and  •'The  Labitvr  Oaeette,"  Q.  Colonel  H. 

Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  Muntlella  AprU  16,  464; 

{etmt. 


fBADX,  BOABB  OW—wiA. 
:  PuHieations — cont. 

!     Qb.  Colonel  H.  Vincent,  Mr.  O.  BoirteB»  Mr. 

Buttey;  As.  Sir  J.  T-.  Blbbot.  Sir  W. 
<     HazcoaK  AprU  20^  976 
Strait  BottlS'Simiopes,  Imports  of.  Q.  Mr. 

W.  Kenny ;  A.  Mr.  UandeUa  AprU  10, 34 

Wrecks,  DestmHion  ^.  Q.  Mf.  Mitdmay ;  A. 

.     Mr.  Burt  April  34, 1212 

Trade  Report*  (Aunuai  Series) 
'  Copies  pres.  April  12, 307  > 

TVeofMiy,  Surrenders  to 

Q.  Mr.  Forwood;   A.    Sir  W.  Harcoozt 
April  17,634 

Treaty  Series  (No.  9,  1894) 
Copy  pres.  Aprh  18,  438 

TREVELTAN,  Bight  Hon.  Sib  G.  O. 
(Secretarj  for  ScotlftDd),  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton 
Crofters*  Act— LegisUtion,  220 
Crofters*  Act  imsi),  Bfls..  1644 
Edinburgh— Bead  Bnbventiwis,  888 

Education 
Books,  1081 

Edinburgh  University  Carriculura,  1411 
Teachers*  Training  Colleges,  631 

Fisheries 
Crsiaers,  610 
Herring  Fishing,  1676 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  BilU  Motion 
for  Leave,  1613, 1616, 1618.  1624, 1636 

Police,  Coat  of,  978 

Public  Libraries  (Scotland)  Bfll,  2B.,  1S8S 
Small  Isles  Parochial  Medical  Officer,  964 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1013, 
1015.  1589,  1698,  1600.  1602, 1607,  1611 

Trinidad 

/WaMi^Tb&ayo,  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent;  A. 
Mr.  S.  Bnxton  AprU  26, 1409 

Tnutee  Aet  (189S)  *«fn^nnwt  Bill 

e.  Com.,  and  rei>orted  without  Amendment ; 

Bead  8^  and  passed  April  11. 170 
I.  Read  \' AprU  12,188 
Read  2-  April  16. 448 

Com. ;  Reported  ;  Re^om.  to  Standing  Com. 
AprU  33, 1069  * 

TniTEf  Mr.  J.,  Westmeathy  N. 

Spencer  Dock,  Dublin,  200 

Tdlly,  Mr.  J.,  Leitrim,  S. 
Dramshanbo  Stationmaster,  1440 
Erfctions  fn 
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TUBKBY 

MostoMl  OnuMUr  ApmtiiitmeiU,  Q.  Ur.  W- 
Allen ;  A.  Sir  B.  Qwy  April  17,  815 

TWESDUOUTH,  IXffd 

Coantar  CoandlB  Awxaation  (Scotland)  Ex- 
penses Bill,  2B.,  1070 

Uganda  {see  under  Africa) 

ITniYinitiM  Bapnuaitation  AboUtum 
BOi 

Alntia,  Mr.  Boundell;  Bead  1*  April  17, 
747 

Unyoro  (aee  under  Africa) 

Ubborne,  Mr.      EsseXf  Chelmsjord 
Waysaod  Means— Financial  Statement,  Com. 
5S3, 1118 

VatidnaUon 
Bury,  Death  of  a  CkUd  at,  Q.  Ur.  Hopwood ; 
A.  Sir  W.  Foster  April  20,  984 

ViHOENT,  Colonel  C.  £.  Sheffield, 
Cen<ra/ 

Board  of  Trade  PabUcationH,  454,  976 
Budget  Proposals  Property  Tax,  1490 
Ctmtracta— Cutlery,  187, 188 
Emigration     StaUstics  —  United  States 

Inunigmti<m  Law,  1078 
Oerman  Prison^Uade  Ooods,  Impcvtatioa  ot^ 

Into  England,  974, 1096 
Guatemala— British  Slinister,  SS3 
India  —  Telegrapli  Dqiartment  Cantawts, 

462 

iDTBsion.  PreparationB  against,  468 
Merchandiae  Harks  Act,  Offences  against, 
8S1 

Pen,  Her  Majeetr's  Uinfsterat,  188 

PobUe  Tmatee  and  Kzecntor  BilL  Intro., 
171 

St.  Ludaandthe  McEinley  laiilf,  1400 
Tobago  Island  and  TrInkUd,  1409 

VolutUarjf  Conveyances  Act 

QMestion  ^  Privilege,  Obs.  Mr.  Pritchard- 
Horgsn,  Sir  W.  Ingram,  Sir  W,  Hanonrt, 
Mr.         Sir  B.  S^bitai  AprU  17, 688 

Volunteers  (aee  under  Army) 

Von  Krause^s  Petition    ■  ■ 

Obs.  Barl  <^  Laoderdale,  Lend  Hertclieli 
4|frtl  26,  1404 

Wales 

Cathedral  Churches,  Rettvrmg^  J^e^  Sub- 
seriptiaiu  for,  Q.  Mr.  J.  More ;  A.  Mr. 
Aaqnith  AprU  SO,  1668 

Jeont. 
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',M. 

Wales— i»?Mf. 

JHsestablithme/U  (see  Ustabluhed  Chmreh 

(Waiei)  Bill) 
Oruniem  Puhlieaiu,  ProstviUim  iff,  Q.  Sir  G. 

Osborne  Morgan ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  April  10, 8 
Bndouted  Sehwdt  Act,  1869,  and  Amending 

Aets,  and  Welsh  Intermediate  JSdueatien 

Act,  1889  CSeheme  for  the   County  of 

Aiu/lesey'),  Motion  for  an  Address  (Bisbop 

of  Bangor)  April  17,  693 
Slndowed  Schools  Act,  1889,  and  Amending 

Aets,  and  Welsh  latermediate  Education 

Aet,  1889  (Scheme  for  the  County  of  FlimtX 

Motion  for  an  Address  (Bisbop  of  St, 

Asaph)  April  17,  598 
Intermediate  JSiueation,  Q.  Mr.  KnatcfabnU- 

Hugeaseu ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  AprU  17,  620 
yewoastle-JSmlyn   County   Omrt  BaOift 

Assault  on,  Q.  Mr.  GritBtb-Bosoawoi ;  A> 

Mr.  Asquith  AprU  23,  1076 
Iluabo»~-Insanitary   Condition,  Q.  Sir  G. 

Osborne  Morgan;  A.  Mr.  Sbaw^Lefevre 

April  17,  610 


Waltkam  Abbey  Es^loeion  (see  onder 
Army) 


Warimo,  Colonel  X.,  Down,  N. 

Board  of  Irish  Lights  and  the  Brlgg's  Beef 

Bnoy,  S2S,  824 
Canadian  Oattle  ImportatioD,  lOMl,  1087» 

1088 

Bvioted  l^enanto  Gieland)  BUI,  Bee.,  872 
Land  Tenure  (bdand)  Bill,  3B.,  137, 153 
PleniD-Pnenmonia,  1231 

Warner,  Mr.  T.  C.  T.,  Somerset,  N. 

Wus  and  Means  —  Financial  Statement 
Com.  1814, 1816,1816 


Warren  Hastings  Island 

Less the" Blair  Atkole,"  Q.  Mr.  0.  Ben- 
tiwA ;  A.  Sir  U.  Eay-ShntUewortfa 
AprU  19,  8S2 


WAVS  AND  MEANS 

Budget  Proposals 
Qa.  Sir  M.  H.  Beach,  Mr.  Sexton,  Sir  B. 
Fl^t,  Dr.  Mnccregor ;  As.  Sir  W.  Ear* 
court  April  19,  §57 
Agricultural  Zand  and  the  Ineeme  Tam^ 
Q.  Mr.  Chaplin ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harconzt 
.^jfrU- 34,1328 
Xsteie  Jhitii,  <^  Sir  M.  H.  Beach,  Sir  G. 
Badea-FWell ;  As.  -  Sir  W.  Hammvt 
AprU    20,    988;     Q.     Mr.  Long; 
A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  AprU  38.  IIW; 
Q.  Mr.  Brodrick ;  A.  Sir  W.  Haroonrt 
AprU  26,  1451 ;  Qs.  Ur.  Oarson,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  Knox,  Mr.  Hartley;  Aa.  Sir 
W.  Haroonrt  AprU  80, 1680 
^Copy  pres.  April  18, 812 
Ineome  Hut,  Q.  Mr.  B.  Hoare ;  A.  Sir  W* 

Harcourt ^j>rt/ 12,  219  (^^^ril*^ 
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WATS  AND  MSAJi^S-aont. 
Budget  Propotali—caak.  * 
Kaval  Defence  Ftiiul^  Q.  Lord  O.  Hamilton  ; 

A.  Sir  W.  Hareoart  AprU  23, 1097 
Property  Tan,  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A. 

Sir  W.  Harcourt  AprU  26,  1450 
SpirU  Duty,  Qg.  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Clancy  ; 

Ab.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  AprU  17,  636  ;  Qs. 

Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  Goschen,  Mr.  Field; 

As.  Sir  W.  Haroonrt  AprU  20,  987 
TWA*  Rent-Charge,  Q.  Mr.  Colstoa ;  A. 

Sir  W.  Hareoart  AprU  26,  1451 

Financial  Statement 
Speech  hy  the  Chweellor  of  the  JSaekequer 
in  Opening  the  Budget;  Debate  thereon 
April  16,  469 
Copy  pres.  AprU  16,  590 

Reflolationa  con.  in  Com.  AprU  16,  653 ; 
AprU  23,  1107  ;  AprU  24,  1229  ;  Re- 
port AprU  17,  748 ;  AprU  25, 1S64 
Tea,  509 

Clutonu  Duty  m  Beer,  553 
Cuttom*  Duty  on  Spirit*,  663 
Excite  Duty  on  Spirit*,  554 
EttateDuty,  1116,  1229 
Ineome  Tate,  1122 

Amendment  of  Law  a*  to  Cuetomt  and 

Inland  Bermue,  1192 
Sues  Canal  Sharr*,  1193 
Jmperialand  Naval  Defence  Act*,  1193 

(See  Finance  BUI) 

Webb,  Mr.  A.,  fTater/ord,  fF. 
Inland 

Licensed  Honsea  In  Butterant,  341 
PriBono— Lady  Vidton,  979 
Pott  Office  and  Foreign  Lottery  Advertise* 
menta,  1S3I 

Uganda-Sir  O.  Portal's  Bepoi^  339 

Webster,  Mr.B.  6.,  St.  PimcraSf  E, 

Krtablished  Church  (Wales)  BiU,  Motion  lor 
Leave,  169S 

Webster,  Sir  R.  E.,  /We  of  Wight 
Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  2R.,  1326 
Establishcfl  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1535,  1537, 1541 

PrlTilQje  —  Voluntary   ConreyaDoes  BUI, 

Blocking  of,  by  Mr.  Perks,  646 
Quarter  SessionB  Bill,  3B.,  1335 

Weddbbbitbk,  Sir  W^  BanfkMn 
IndiA 
Land  Bovemne,  888 

Mice  Foroo-^Aiiistiint  Snperinteadaits, 
204 

Scotland 

Croftera*  Act,  Res.,  1651 
Herring  Fiiridog,  1076 


fFeiffAinff  of  Cattle  Act,  1887 
Batnm  ordered  AprU  34,  1834 

Weir,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Ross  and  Cromarty 
Enfield  and  Sparkbrook  Factories,  209 
London  District  Snrveyors,  1673 
Nary  Estimates— Shipbuilding,  Repairs' 

Maintenance,  &c.,  278 
Martini  Bifle,  308,  209 

Scotland 
Graftera'  Act  L««lslatlon.  330 
Cniiaers,  610 

Loch  Broom  NaTigation,  633 
Uoray  FMh  flshennen  and  Water  Bailifb, 
618 

Kwsiratar  Fiscal,  Lewis,  613 
SheriflE  Substitute  for  Sutherlandshfre— 
GadUo  Langnage,  610 

Secondary  Education  CommMon,  300 

Wemyw,  fto^  Water  FrovifionAl  Order 
BiU 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour ;  Read  1"  Apnl  1% 
436 

Reported  AprU  24,  1327 

West  Indies 

Contagioua  Dtseaeet  among  the  Troops,  Q.  Mr. 
Jeflteya;  A.  Mr.  CampbeU-Bannerman 
AprU  20,  983 

St.  Lueia—MeKinIejf  lUriff,  Q.  Ckiloael  H. 
Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Bnxtcm  AprU  36,  1409 

Whitehead,  Sir  J.,  Leicester 
Canal  Bates,  635 

Discharged  Soldiers  as  Postmen,  636 

Kendal  Telephone  Dispute,  1661 

Post  Office  aod  Foreign  Lottery  AdvertUe- 

ments,  1221 
Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  Intro.,  235 

WmxELAW,  Mr.  W.,  Perth 
Bradllan  Civil  War— Loss  of  British  OiBcen, 
881 

Canadian  Cattle  Imputation,  1088 

Sootiand 
Cev  and  Stent  Taxes,  24, 1314 
Employers*  LlaUllty,  863 
BaUw^s— Hours  of  Labour,  I68S 

WiGKHAM,  Mr.  W.,  HantSt  Feter^field 
UnlTetsal  Postal  DeliTet7,eil 

WioBAM,  Mr.  A.  Mooej,  Ettex,  Bm^ 
ford 

Wan  and  Means— nflttdal  Statement.  Com. 
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Wild  BiriU:  Protaetion  Art  0880) 
AmsndmoAt  Bill 

e.  Order  for  2B. ;  Debate  adjonrned  Aprillllt 
169 

Beid  fo  Apra  11,  746 

Com.;  B.P.40rU  19,  955;  AprUK,  1908 i 
il]»pfl  S6,  1646 

WnxiAHa,  Mr.  J.  CarTell,  NoU$,  Mans- 
field 

Burial  Boards  and  the  Local  Government 

Act,  1442 
Private  Bill  Beports,  1442 

W1LLIAU8,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Birmingham^  S* 
Asdxes  BeUef  Act,  1090 
Backell,  Mr.  Bobert^  189, 190 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown— Fees,  1682 
Narr  Batimatea— Armoar  PUtea,  289,  390 

WiLLouoHBT  DE  Ebesbt,  Lord,  Lineoln- 
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